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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of
Hoke et al. .
Application No. 11/282,814 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 18, 2005
Attorney Docket No. 5075

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
April 7, 2009 and supplemented on November 9, 2009, to revive the above-identified
application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application was held abandoned for failure to timely respond to the Notification of Non-
Compliant Appeal Brief of September 11, 2008, which set a one (1) month shortened statutory
period for reply. Accordingly, a reply was due on or before October 11, 2008. A Notice of
Abandonment was mailed on March 17, 2009.

The petition satisfies the fequiremen_ts of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of a compliant appeal brief, (2) the petition fee of $1620.00, and (3) a proper
statement of unintentional delay.

The address given on the petition differs from the address of record. If appropriate, a change of
address should be fllCd in accordance with MPEP 601.03. A courtesy copy of this decision is
being mailed to the address given on the pétition. However, the Office will mail all future
correspondence solely to the address of record.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3215.
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This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3747 for appropriate action by the
Examiner in the normal course of business on the reply received
Charlema Grant ' '

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

Cc:  Stuart D. Frenkel
Frenkel & Associates, P.C
3975 University Drive, Suite 330
Fairfax, VA 22030
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
Calfas et al. : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 11/282,827 . : TO MAKE SPECIAL

Filed: November 18, 2005 : 37 CFR 1.102(D)
Attorney Docket No. 0170-005 :

This is a decision on thé petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed November 18, 2005, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV and
the Request for Withdrawal of Petition to Make Special filed May 2, 2006.

The petition is DISMISSED AS MOOT.

In view of the Request for Withdrawal of Petition to Make Special, the petition submitted on November
18, 2005 is hereby dismissed as moot.

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 hand: U. S. Patent and Trademark Office

Customer Service Window, Mail Stop Petitions
Randol?h Building

401 Dulany Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

By FAX: (571) 273-8300

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 571-272-3206. All
other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be directed to the
Technology Center.

This matter is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 3673 for action in its regular turn.

AR 4\

iana Chase
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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| APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE ] FIRST NAMED INVENTOR lﬂTORNEY DOCKET NO.I CONFIRMATION NO.—l
11/282,828 11/21/2005 Shunichi Kawabata 281634US2S 2928
7590 09/15/2008 ) I EXAMINER J
OBLON, SPIVAK, MCCLELLAND MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. TRAN, THAI Q
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| NOTIFICATION DATE [ DELIVERY MODEJ
09/15/2008 ELECTRONIC

DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.138(d), requesting for a refund of any previously paid
search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The express abandonment is recognized. Any previously baid search fee and excess claims fee are
hereby refunded. S

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.

205 Bachawan

Patent Publication Branch
Office of Data Management

fid justment date: 09/12/2008 KKINGI -
11723/2005 EHAILEL 00000024 11282828
02 FC:i111 -300.00 0P

Refund Ref:
09/12/2008 0030061032

Credit Card Refund Total: $500.00

fin Exp..: XXXXXXXXXXX1007

Page 1 of 1
FORM PET651G (Rev. 08/07)
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In re Application of: : .
Arent E. Nieuwkamp : DECISION ON PETITION

Serial No.: 11/282,838 : TO MAKE SPECIAL
Filed: November 21, 2005 :
Attorney Docket No.: 25733.00

This is a decision on the petition under 37 C.F.R: § 1.102(c), filed November 21, 2005,
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.) § 708.02, Section IV: Applicant's Age.

A grantable petition to make special under 37 C.F.R. § 1.102, and in accordance with
M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV, must include evidence showing that the applicant is sixty
five (65) years of age or more. No fee is required for this petition.

The petition includes statement from Arent E. Nieuwkamp stating that the he is sixty-
five (65) years of age or more.

Accordingly, the petition is GRANTED.
After allowance, this application will be given priority for printiﬁg. See M.P.E.P. § 1309.

Inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to Edward Westin at (571) 272-1638.

Etborared oheiZen

Edward P. Westin, Special Programs Examiner

Technology Center 2800

Semiconductors, Electrical and Optical
Systems and Components

www.uspto.gov.
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MACPHERSON KWOK CHEN & HEID LLP

2033 GATEWAY PLACE
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SAN JOSE, CA 95110

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
SEIBOLD, Lawrence B. : .
Application No. 11/282,848 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 17, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. M-16144 US _ : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attomey or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. § 1. 36(b)
filed February 08, 2008.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every attorney/agent
seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on behalf of another/others.
A request to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty) days would remain between the date
of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to file a response or the explratlon date of the
maximum time perlod which can be extended under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a).

The Office cannot approve the request at this time since the reasons provided do not meet any of the
conditions under the mandatory or permissive categories enumerated in 37 CFR 10.40. Section 10.40 of
Title 37 of the Code of Federal Regulation states, “[a] practitioner shall not withdraw from employment
in a proceeding before the Office without permission from the Office[.]” More specifically, 37 CFR
10.40 states, “[i]f paragraph (b) of this section is not applicable, a practitioner may not request permission
to withdraw in matter pending before the Office unless such request or such withdrawal is” for one the
permissive reasons listed in 37 CFR 10.40(c). The reasons set forth in the request, (transfer of file to new
law firm), does not meet any the conditions set forth in 37 CFR: 10.40.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the above-listed address until
otherwise notified by applicant.

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

«
“ Michelle R. Eason

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: COOLEY GODWARD KRONISH LLP
ATTN: PATENT GROUP
- SUITE 1100
777 - 6TH STREET, NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20001
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SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE : September 5, 2008
" TO SPE OF : ART UNIT 3722 '
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 11/ 282,852Patent No.: 7,322,105

Please respond to this request for a certificate of correction within 7 days.
FOR IFW FILES: '

Please review the requested changes/corrections as shown in the COCIN document(s) in
the IFW application image. No new matter should be introduced, nor should the scope or

meaning of the claims be changed. (should fig 4b change?)

Please complete the response (see below) and forward the completed response to scanning
using document code COCX.

FOR PAPER FILES:

Please review the requested changes/corrections as shown in the attached certificate of
correction. Please complete this form (see below) and forward it with the file to:

Certificates of Correction Branch (CofC)
South Tower - 9A22
Palm Location 7580 -

- RoChaun Johnson

Certificates of Correction Branch

703-308-9390 ext. _119

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

% Approved ‘ All changes apply.

Q Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.

QU Denied ' State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:

New ﬁ% 4 3 cmpravee( |
A /7

i/?/c)ﬁ

r INER . ,
SUPERVlSORY PATENT EXAM . %
SPE Art Unit

PTOL-306 (REV. 7/03) U.5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Patent and Trademark Office
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: gghglu\/[xlasloNER FOR PATENTS
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» CONFIRMATION NO. 4588
49528 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

WO EMBARCADERO CENTER. 8TH FLOOR 0D RO ND SN OVt

TWO EMBARCADERO CENTER, 8TH FLOOR " "
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 0C000000017930382

Date Mailed: 01/27/2006

Receipt is acknowledged of this regular Patent Application. It will be considered in its order and you will be
notified as to the results of the examination. Be sure to provide the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER, FILING DATE,
NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION when inquiring about this application. 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 mail to the Commissioner for Patents P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria Va 22313-1450. 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 (if appropriate).

Applicant(s)
Shigehiro Mishimagi, Kanagawa, JAPAN,;

Assignment For Published Patent Application
Hitachi Global Storage Technologies Netherlands B.V., Amsterdam, NETHERLANDS

Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 49528.

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant

Foreign Applications
JAPAN 2004-373002 12/24/2004

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 12/20/2005

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

Convention, is US11/282,863

Projected Publication Date: 06/29/2006

Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No
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Title
Magnetic disk drive and method for controlling write operation

Preliminary Class
711

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 resuit in 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 consult 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.htm!.

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
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.
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This license is to be retained by the licensee and may be used at any time on or after the effective date thereof
unless it is 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 Assets Control,
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).
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application .of

Joselius Irbarren 'Argaiz :

Application Number: 11/282866 . ¢ DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: 11/17/2005 :

Attorney Docket Number:

FR920040025U0S1

This is a decision in reference to the “PETITION TO CORRECT
FILING DATE” filed on February 19, 2008, which is treated as a
petition filed under 37 CFR 1.10(c) requesting that the above-
identified application be accorded a filing date of November 17,
2005, rather than the currently-accorded filing date of November
19, 2005.

The petition is granted.

Petitioner asserts that the application was deposited in Express
Mail Service on November 17, 2005. 1In support, petitioner has
provided a copy of Express Mail Customer Label No. EV342659361US
(the same Express Mail number found on the itemized utility
patent application transmittal sheet accompanying the original
application papers located in the official file). The “date in”
as shown on the Express Mail label is “11/17/05”.

As such, the showing of record is that the correct date of
deposit in Express Mail is November 17, 2005.

In view of the above, the petition is granted.

As no fee is due with a petition under 37 CFR 1.10, the fee
payment of $400.00 will be credited to counsel’s deposit account.

The application is being referred to the Office of Patent
Application Processing (OPAP) for correction of the filing date



Application No. 11/282866 2

to November 17, 2005, and for issuance of a corrected Filing
Receipt.

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

A Do

Douglas I. Wood
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov
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CONFIRMATION NO. 4583
49528 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

O EMBARCADERG CENTER BT FLOOR ST TR

TWO EMBARCADERO CENTER, 8TH FLOOR I ;
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 ©C000000017900801

Date Mailed: 01/24/2006

Receipt is acknowledged of this regular Patent Application. It will be considered in its order and you will be
notified as to the results of the examination. Be sure to provide the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER, FILING DATE,
NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION when inquiring about this application. 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 mail to the Commissioner for Patents P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria Va 22313-1450. 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 (if appropriate).

Applicant(s)
Masashi Kisaka, Kanagawa, JAPAN;

Assignment For Published Patent Application
Hitachi Global Storage Technologies Netherlands B.V., Amsterdam, NETHERLANDS

Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 49528.

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant

Foreign Applications
JAPAN 2004-359633 12/13/2004

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 12/20/2005

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

Convention, is US11/282,867

Projected Publication Date: 06/15/2006

Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No
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Title
Servo information write method and apparatus

Preliminary Class
360

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 result in 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 consult 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.goviweb/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
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.
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This license is to be retained by the licensee and may be used at any time on or after the effective date thereof
unless it is revoked. This license is automatically transferred to any related applications(s) filed under 37 CFR
1.563(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 Assets Control,
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).
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CHOATE, HALL & STEWART LLP
TWO INTERNATIONAL PLACE

BOSTON, MA 02110 RECEIVED

JAN 05 2009
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
BLUMENAU, Steven et al. : ‘
Application No. 11/282,870 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 17, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 1092-005 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed October 31, 2008.

The request is NOT APPROVED because it is moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Choate, Hall & Stewart LLP
has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on November 26, 2008. Accordingly,
the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the below-listed
address until otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Michelle R. Eason at 571-272-
4231.

M’é 2%4 2
Michelle R. Eason
Paralegal Specialist—

Office of Petitions

cc: BAINWOOD HUANG & ASSOCIATES LLC
2 CONNECTOR ROAD
WESTBOROUGH MA 01581
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y}?[ggEROmORJR ABITO & HAO LLP
FL | |
TWO NORTH MARKET STREET : COPY MAILED
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

| | ~ SEP 17 2008
In re Application of ~ : (FFICE OF PETITIONS
Yung-Lin Lin _ :
Application No. 11/282,873 : ON PETITION

Filed: November 17, 2005
Attorney Docket No. 02-0011.CONS

This is a decision on the petition, filed September 15, 2008 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 July 8, 2008 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 Irvin Dingle at (571) 272-3210.

This matter is being referred to Technology Center AU 2838 for processing of the request for
continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
Information Disclosure Statement.

Irvin Dingle’
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
igsgue 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).



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
: P.0O. Bax 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

WWW.USPTO.GOV

Paper No. None

Kenneth A. Nelson

Bryan Cave LLP COPY MAILED
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Phoenix AZ 85004-4406 :
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Kenneth Mori et al. :
Application No. 11/282,875 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 17, 2005 : UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(a)

Attorney Docket Number: 0195786
Title: CABLE MANAGEMENT DEVICE
FOR USE IN CONNECTION WITH A
POWER CENTER, AND CABLE
MANAGEMENT SYSTEM COMPRISING
SAME

This is a decision on the petition filed August 29, 2007,
pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(a)!, to revive the above-identified
application.

Background

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to
reply in a timely manner to the non-final Office action, mailed
February 8, 2007, which set a shortened statutory period for
reply of three months. No response was received, and no
extensions of time under the provisions of 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a)
were requested. Accordingly, the above-identified application
became abandoned on May 9, 2007.

1 A grantable petition pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(a) must be accompanied
by:

(1) The reply required to the outstanding Office action or notice,
unless previously filed;

(2) The petition fee as set forth in 37 C.F.R. § 1.17(1);

(3) A showing to the Commissioner that the entire delay in £filing the
required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of
a grantable petition was unavoidable;

(4) Any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.20(d)) required pursuant to paragraph (d) of this section.
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A discussion follows.

The Applicable Standard

Nonawareness of a PTO rule will not constitute unavoidable delay?

The burden of showing the cause of the delay is on the person
seeking to revive the application?®.

“[T]he question of whether an applicant’s delay in prosecuting
an application was unavoidable must be decided on a case-by-case
basis, taking all of the facts and circumstances into account. nd

The general question asked by the Office is: "“Did petitioner act
as a reasonable and Erudent person in relation to his most
important business?”

A delay caused by an applicant’s lack of knowledge or improper
application of the patent statute, rules of practice, or the
MPEP is not rendered “unavoidable” due to either the appllcant s
reliance upon oral advice from USPTO employees or the USPTO S
failure to advise the applicant to take corrective action®

Decisions on reviving abandoned applications on the basis of
“unavoidable” delay have adopted the reasonably prudent person
standard in determining if the delay was unavoidable:

The word ‘unavoidable’ . . . is applicable to ordinary human
affairs, and requires no more or greater care or diligence than
is generally used and observed by prudent and careful men in
relation to their most important business. It permits them in
the exercise of this care to rely upon the ordinary and
trustworthy agencies of mail and telegraph, worthy and reliable
employees, and such other means and instrumentalities as are
usually employed in such important business. If unexpectedly, or
through the unforeseen fault or imperfection of these agencies
and instrumentalities, there occurs a failure, it may properly be

2 See Smith v. Mossinghoff, 671 F.2d 533, 538, 213 U.S.P.Q. (BNA) 977 (Fed.
Cir. 1982) (citing Potter v. Dann, 201 U.S.P.Q. (BNA) 574 (D.D.C. 1978) for
the proposition that counsel’s nonawareness of PTO rules does not constitute
“unavoidable” delay)). Although court decisions have only addressed the
issue of lack of knowledge of an attorney, there is no reason to expect a
different result due to lack of knowledge on the part of a pro se’ (one who
prosecutes on his own) applicant. It would be inequitable for a court to
determine that a client who spends his hard earned money on an attorney who
happens not to know a specific rule should be held to a higher standard than
a pro se applicant who makes (or is forced to make) the decision to file the
application without the assistance of counsel. See also Donnelley v.
Dickinson, 123 Fsupp2d 456, 459.

3 Id.
4 See In re Sivertz, 227 USPQ 255, 256 (Comm’'r Pat. 1985).

5 See In re Mattulah, 38 App. D.C. 497 (D.C. Cir. 1912).

6 See In re Sivertz, 227 USPQ 255, 256 (Comm’r Pat. 1985).
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said to be unavoidable, all other conditions of promptness in its
rectification being present’.

A petition cannot be granted where a petitioner has failed to
meet his or her burden of establishing that the delay was
“unavoidable®.”

The Office must rely on the actions or inactions of duly
authorized and voluntarily chosen representatives of the
applicant, and the applicant is bound by the consequences of
those actions or inactions®. Specifically, petitioner’s delay
caused by the mistakes or negligence of his voluntarily chosen
representative does not constitute unavoidable delay within the
meaning of 35 U.S.C. § 133%,

The actions of the attorney are imputed to the client, for when
a petitioner voluntarily chooses an attorney to represent him,
the petitioner cannot later distance himself from this attorney,
so as to-avoid the repercussions of the actions or inactions of
this selected representative, for clients are bound by the acts
of their lawyers/agents, and constructively possess “notice_of
all facts, notice of which can be charged upon the attorney'."

Courts hesitate to punish a client for its lawyer's gross
negligence, especially when the lawyer affirmatively misled the
client," but "if the client freely chooses counsel, it should be
bound to counsel's actions®?."

In addition, decisions on revival are made on a “case-by-case
basis, taking all the facts and circumstances into account®.”

A petition cannot be granted where a petitioner has failed to-
meet his or her burden of establishing that the delay was
“unavoidable'*.”

7 In re Mattullath, 38 App. D.C. at (1912) (quoting Ex parte Pratt, 1887 Dec.
Comm’r Pat. 31, 32-33 (1887)); see also Winkler v. Ladd, 221 F. Supp. 550,
552, 138 USPQ 666, 167-68 (D.D.C. 1963), aff'd, 143 USPQ 172 (D.C. Cir.
1963); Ex parte Henrich, 1913 Dec. Comm’r Pat. 139, 141 (1913).

8 Haines, 673 F. Supp. at 314, 316-17; 5 UsSPQ2d at 1131-32.

9 Link v. Wabash, 370 U.S. 626, 633-634 (1962).

10 Haines, 673 F.Supp. at 316-17, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d at 1131-32; Smith v. Diamond,
209 USPQ 1091 (D.D.C. 1981); Potter v. Dann, 201 USPQ 574 (D.D.C. 1978); Ex
parte Murray, 1891 Dec. Comm’r Pat. 103, 131 (Comm’r Pat. 1891) .

11 Link at 633-634. '

12 Inryco, Inc. v. Metropolitan Engineering Co., Inc., 708 F.2d 1225, 1233
(7th Cir. 1983). See also, Wei v. State of Hawaii, 763 F.2d 370, 372 (Sth
Cir. 1985); LeBlanc v. I.N.S., 715 F.2d 685, 694 (lst Cir. 1983).

13 Smith v. Mossinghoff, 671 F.2d at 538; 213 USPQ at 982.

14 Haines, 673 F. Supp. at 314, 316-17; 5 USPQ2d at 1131-32.
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The Relevant Portion of the M.P.E.P.

MPEP §711.03(c) (I) (A) sets forth, in toto:

In Delgar v. Schulyer, 172 USPQ 513 (D.D.C. 1971), the court
decided that the Office should mail a new Notice of Allowance in
view of the evidence presented in support of the contention that
the applicant's representative did not receive the original
Notice of Allowance. Undeér the reasoning of Delgar, an allegation
that an Office action was never received may be considered in a
petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment. If adequately
supported, the Office may grant the petition to withdraw the
holding of abandonment and remail the Office action. That is, the
reasoning of Delgar is applicable regardless of whether an
application is held abandoned for failure to timely pay the issue
fee ( 35 U.S.C. 151) or for failure to prosecute ( 35 U.S.C.
133).

To minimize costs and burdens to practitioners and the Office,
the Office has modified the showing required to establish
nonreceipt of an Office action. The showing required to establish
nonreceipt of an Office communication must include a statement
from the practitioner stating that the Office communication was
not received by the practitioner and attesting to the fact that a
search of the file jacket and docket records indicates that the
Office communication was not received. A copy of the docket
record where the nonreceived Office communication would have been
entered had it been received and docketed must be attached to and
referenced in practitioner's statement (emphasis added). For
example, if a three month period for reply was set in the
nonreceived Office action, a copy of the docket report showing
all replies docketed for a date three months from the mail date
of the nonreceived Office action must be submitted as documentary
proof of nonreceipt of the Office action.

The showing outlined above may not be sufficient if there are
circumstances that point to a conclusion that the Office action
may have been lost after receipt rather than a conclusion that
the Office action was lost in the mail (e.g., if the practitioner
has a history of not receiving Office actions).

Evidence of nonreceipt of an Office communication or action
(e.g., Notice of Abandonment or an advisory action) other than
that action to which reply was required to avoid abandonment
would not warrant withdrawal of the holding of abandonment.
Abandonment takes place by operation of law for failure to reply
to an Office action or timely pay the issue fee, not by operation
of the mailing of a Notice of Abandonment. See Lorenz v. Finkl,
333 F.2d 885, 889-90, 142 USPQ 26, 29-30 (CCPA 1964); Krahn v.
Commissioner, 15 USPQ2d 1823, 1824 (E.D. Va 1990); In re
Application of Fischer, 6 USPQ2d 1573, 1574 (Comm'x Pat. 1988).

Analysis

With the present petition, Petitioner has asserted that the
relevant Office communication was not received. Petitioner has
further included a statement attesting to the fact that a search
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of the file jacket and docket records indicates that the Office
communication was not received, and has included a copy of the
- docket record where the nonreceived Office communication would
have been entered had it been received and docketed.

Considering the facts and circumstances of the delay at issue,
as set forth on petition, it is concluded that Petitioner has
met his burden of establishing that a submission was timely
submitted.

Petitioner has further submitted a response to the non-final
Office action that was not received.

Petitioner has thus met requirements (1) - (3) of 37 C.F.R. §
1.137(a). A terminal disclaimer is not required.

The petition is GRANTED.

Conclusion

The Technology Center will be notified of this decision. The
Technology Center’s support staff will notify the Examiner of
this decision, so that the amendment that was received with the
present petition can be processed.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed
to the undersigned at (571) 272-3225. All other inquiries
concerning examination procedures or status of the application
should be directed to the Technology Center.

Al

Paul Shanoski

Senioxr Attorney

Office of Petitions

United States Patent and Trademark Office

15 Petitioner will note that all practice before the Office should be in
writing, and the action of the Office will be based exclusively on the
written record in the Office. See 37 C.F.R. § 1.2. As such, Petitioner is
reminded that no telephone discussion may be controlling or considered
authority for any further action(s) of Petitioner.
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application

Michael T. Mata :

Application No. 11/282,892 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 18, 2005
Attorney Docket No. 15897.2

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
August 5, 2009, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Restriction
Requirement mailed October 29, 2008, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of one (1)
month or thirty (30) days (whichever is later). No extensions of time under the provisions of
37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on November
30, 2008. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on May 12, 2009.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of an election and an amendment, (2) the petition fee of $810, and (3) a proper
statement of unintentional delay. Accordingly the election and amendment are accepted as being
unintentionally delayed.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Kimberly Inabinet at
(571) 272-4618. '
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This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 1614 for appropriate action by the
Examiner in the normal course of business on the reply received August 5, 2009.

e

Carl Friedman
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Charles W. SCHIETINGER, et al : .
Application No. 11/282,913 : - ON PETITION
Filed: August 3, 2006 : '
Attorney Docket No. 45532/3.4

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
February 12, 2008, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

" The application became abandoned for failure to timely file a reply within the meaning of

37 CFR 1.113 to the final Office action of May 18, 2007. The proposed reply required for
consideration of a petition to revive must be a Notice of Appeal (and appeal fee required by

37 CFR 41.20(b)(2), an amendment that prima facie places the application in condition for
allowance, a Request for Continued Examination and submission (37 CFR 1.114), or the filing of
a continuing application under 37 CFR 1.53(b). See MPEP 711.03(c)(I(A)(2). No extensions
of time pursuant to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the date of
abandonment of this application is August 19, 2007.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) and fee of $810, and the
submission required by 37 CFR 1.114; (2) the petition fee of $1540; and (3) the required
statement of unintentional delay have been received.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Diane Goodwyn at (571) 272-
6735. ' : '
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" This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2857 for processing of the RCE and
for appropriate action by the Examiner in the normal course of business on the amendment
submitted in accordance with 37 CFR 1.114.

Office of Petitions
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RATNERPRESTIA Mail Date: 04/21/2010
P.O. BOX 980

VALLEY FORGE, PA 19482

Applicant : Dumitru Gogarnoiu : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7618258 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 11/17/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/282,929 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/18/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 0 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)
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :

MUKHERJEE, et al. :

Application No. 11/282,938 ' : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: July 23, 2002 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)

Attorney Docket No. 1011-69615-05

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed April 10, 2008, 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 examlnatlon) See 37 CFR
1.313(c)(2)

Petitioner Is aavised that the Issue fee paid on February 6, 2008 cannot be fefunded. 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) 272-7253.
This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2117 for prbcessing of the

request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the
concurrently filed Information Disclosure Statement.

Monica A. Graves

Petitions Examiner
Of fice of Petitions

The réquest 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.
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In re Application of

Amiri, et al.

Application No.: 11/282,939

Filed: November 18, 2005
Attorney Docket No:  CHIR125962

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
SEP 15 2006

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

ON PETITION

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) filed July 3, 2006.

The petition is dismissed as moot.

The record reflects that the Notice to File Missing Parts of Non-provisional Application was mailed on
December 27, 2005, allowing a shortened period for reply of two months from its mailing date.
Extensions of time up to five additional months were available pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136. On July 3,
2006, a response was filed, with a request for an extension of time within the fourth month and an
authorization to charge a deposit account for additional fees that may be required.

It is noted that the Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application allowed a shortened period
for reply of two months from its mailing date and permitted extensions of the time set for reply five
additional months pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136. The maximum period for reply expired on July 27, 2006.
The instant petition and reply to the Notice to File Missing Parts was received on July 3, 2006, with an
authorization to charge a deposit account for any necessary extension of time. The application is not
abandoned and there is no remedy that could be provided by the instant petition. The petition is

dismissed, accordingly.

Deposit account 03-1740 will be charged $2,160.00 for the extension of time within the fifth month and
will be refunded $1,590.00 for the extension of time within the fourth month erroneously charged. The

petition fee of $1500.00 will also be refunded, in due course.

The application file is directed to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for further processing.

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3222.

a G{U@@)ﬂ“\

Kenya A. McLaughlin
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Inre Applicatidn of :
. Joseph Lalicata ; DECISION ON PETITION
. Application No. 11/282,949 : TO WITHDRAW

. Filed: November 18, 2005 : FROM RECORD
~ Attorney Docket No. 8633.1-P :

. This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. §
1.36(b), filed August 28, 2009.

- The request is APPROVED.

. A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
© attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
- behalf of another/others. The Office will require the practitioner(s) to certify that he, she or they
. have: (1) given reasonable notice to the client, prior to the expiration of the reply period, which
- the practitioner(s) intends to withdraw from employment; (2) delivered to the client or a duly
. authorized representative of the client all papers and property (including funds) to which the
- client is entitled; and (3) notified the client of any replies that may be due and the time frame
. within which the client must respond, pursuant to 37 CFR 10.40 (c).

. The request was signed by Philip Furgang on behalf of all practitioners of record associated with
- Customer Number 21494.

- Customer Number 21494 has been withdrawn as attorney of record. Applicant is reminded that
~ there is no attorney of record at this time.

. The correspondence address of record has been changed and the new correspondence address is
the address indicated below.

- There is a Non-Final Office action mailed August 21, 2009, that requires a reply from the
" applicant.
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* Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
- 6059. All other inquires concerning either the examination or status of the application should be
. directed to the Technology Center.

U 7

Alicia Kelley
. Petitions Examiner
- Office of Petitions

* cc:  JOSEPH LALICATA
93 MAINE AVENUE
STATEN ISLAND, NY 10314
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CARR & FERRELL LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
2200 GENG ROAD

PALO ALTO, CA 94303

Applicant : Ari Backholm : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7643818 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 01/05/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/282,950 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/21/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 601 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)
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Inre Application of

CORCORAN, et al. :

Application No. 11/282,954 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 18, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. FN-121-US » : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under
37 C.FR. § 1.36(b), filed October 17, 2007.

The request is NOT APPROVED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to JACKSON & CO.,
LLP has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on October 22, 2007.
Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the below-
listed address until otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
571-272-7253.

Monica A. Gfaves
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc:  FOTONATION/IP DEPARTMENT
800 AIRPORT BOULEVARD, SUITE 522
BURLINGAME, CA 94010
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In re Application of
CIUC, et al - :
Application No. 1/282,955 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 18, 2005 :  TOWITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. FN-128-US : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under
37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b), filed October 17, 2007.

The request is NOT APPROVED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to JACKSON & CO.,
LLP has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on October 24, 2007.
Accordingly, the request_: to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the below-
listed address until otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
571-272-7253.

Monica A. Gr.
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc:  FOTONATION/IP DEPARTMENT
800 AIRPORT BOULEVARD, SUITE 522
BURLINGAME, CA 94010
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DELIVER THE ATTACHED FIFLE/DOCUMENT TO THE TC
SCANNING CENTER

CONTRACTOR: THE ATTACHED FILE/DOCUMENT MUST BE
INDEXED AND SCANNED INTO IFW WITHIN 8 WORK HOURS;
UPLOADING OF THE SCANNED IMAGES SHOULD OCCUR NO
LATER THAN 16 WORK HOURS
FOLLOWING RECEIPT OF THIS REQUEST

AFTER SCANNING, ORIGINAL DOCUMENTS SHOULD BE BOXED IN
' ACCORDANCE WITH INSTRUCTIONS
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE.
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: (P;g.\gﬂSSIONER FOR PATENTS

0. X

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.uSpto.gov

[ ATTY.DOCKETNO/TITLE |
FN128 ‘
CONFIRMATION NO. 1034

30349 POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

3114 LA SALLE AVENUE ~ O L

#507
OAKLAND, CA'94611-2802

| APPLICATION NUMBER ] FILING OR 371(C) DATE 1 FIRST NAMED APPLICANT
11/282,955 11/18/2005 Mihai Ciuc

Date Mailed: 11/01/2007

- NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY

This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 10/24/2007.

* The Power of Attorney to you in this application has been revoked by the assignee who has intervened as
provided by 37 CFR 3.71. Future correspondence will be mailed to the new address of record(37 CFR 1.33).

/hchristian/

Office of Initial Patent Examination (571) 272-4000 or 1-800-PTO-9199

page 1 of 1
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450 .

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.USpto.gov

[ APPLICATION NUMBER FILING OR 371(C) DATE | FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT | ATTY.DOCKETNO./TITLE |
11/282,955 11/18/2005 Mihai Ciuc FN128
CONFIRMATION NO. 1034
72104 : POA ACCEPTANCE LETTER

FotoNation, Inc.

Fow | )

Suite 522
Burlingame, CA 94010

Date Mailed: 11/01/2007

_ NOTICE OF ACCEPTANCE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in résponse to the Power of Attorney filed 10/24/2007.

The Power of Attorney in this application is accepted. Correspondence in this application will be mailed to the -
above address as provided by 37 CFR 1.33. '

/hchristian/

Office of Initial Patent Examination (571) 272-4000 or 1-800-PTO-9199

page 1 of 1



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

Tessera/FotoNation Mail Date: 04/21/2010
Patent Legal Dept.

3025 Orchard Parkway
San Jose, CA 95134

Applicant : Mihai Ciuc : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7599577 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/06/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/282, 955 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/18/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 992 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)
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

PIONEER HI - BRED INTERNATIONAL, INC. Mail Date: 04/21/2010
7250 NW 62ND AVENUE

P O BOX 552

JOHNSTON, IA 50131-0552

Applicant : Scott Sebastian : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7595432 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 09/29/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/282,969 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/17/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 250 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)



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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

PIONEER HI - BRED INTERNATIONAL, INC. Mail Date: 05/18/2010
7250 NW 62ND AVENUE

P O BOX 552

JOHNSTON, IA 50131-0552

Applicant : Scott Sebastian : NOTICE CONCERNING IMPROPER
Patent Number : 7595432 : CALCULATION OF PATENT TERM
i;;‘ficiiiﬁn o Sifég é 2828 : ADJUSTMENT BASED UPON USPTO
D 1010 500m : IMPROPERLY MEASURING REDUCTION

: PERIOD UNDER 37 CFR 1.704(c)(10).

The United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) discovered that in processing the recent recalculation decisions
mailed in response to patentee’s filed Request for Recalculation of Patent Term Adjustment in view of Wyeth, the USPTO
improperly measured the reduction period for reductions under 37 CFR 1.704(c)(10). Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.704(c)(10),
patentee's reduction begins on the date of filing the amendment under 37 CFR 1.312 ("1.312 amendment”) or other
related paper and ends on the date that the Office mails a response to the filing of the 1.312 amendment or other paper. It
has been discovered that during the recalculation, the calculation failed to the limit the reduction to the mail date of the
response to the 1.312 amendment or other paper. Accordingly, patentee's reductions were greater than warranted.

This notice VACATES the previous GRANTED request for recalculation and provides patentee with a revised GRANTED
recalculation.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 331 days. The USPTO will sua sponte issue a certificate of
correction reflecting the amount of patent term adjustment (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 from the mail date of this notice,
whichever is longer, to file a request for reconsideration of this PTA calculation. See 35 U.S.C. § 154(b)(3)(B)(ii) and 37
CFR 1.322(a)(4).

Patentee should use document code PET.OP if electronically filing a request for reconsideration of this PTA 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 PTA 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 of review of the USPTO's PTA determination in the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia, patentee must ensure that the steps required under 35 U.S.C. § 154
(b)(4) are taken 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).

PTOL-549-16G (05/10)
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

TEXAS INSTRUMENTS INCORPORATED Mail Date: 04/20/2010
P O BOX 655474, M/S 3999
DALLAS, TX 75265

Applicant : Kelly C. Mollenkopf : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7596456 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 09/29/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/282,997 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/18/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 840 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)
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] Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
. P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

EDWARD T. LENTZ COPY MAILED
230 DOCKSTADER ROAD DEC 0 4 2006

NEW LISBON NY 13425
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Swapan K. Ghosh :

Application No. 11/283,005 : ON PETITION
Filed: November 18, 2005 :

Attorney Docket No. ISU-0001

This is a decision on the petition filed November 30, 2006, to withdraw the holding of
abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181, in accordance with the reasoning of the decision in
Delgar Inc. v. Schuyler, 172 USPQ 513. The petition also pleads in the alternative to
revive the instant application under 37 CFR 1.137(a).

The petition under 37 CFR 1.181(b) is DISMISSED.
The petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a) is DISMISSED.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2)
MONTHS from the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR
1.136(a) are permitted. The reconsideration request should include a cover letter
entitled "Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1.181," or, under 37 CFR 1.137(a)". This is
not a final agency decision.

The application was held abandoned on April 28, 2006 for failure to file a timely
response to the Notice to Comply with Requirements for Patent Applications Containing
Nucleotide Sequence and/or Amino Acid Sequence Disclosures mailed February 27,
2006, which set a two (2) month shortened period for reply. No extensions of time in
accordance with 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, a Notice of
Abandonment was mailed November 6, 2006.

The file record discloses that the Notice to Comply with Requirements for Patent
Applications Containing Nucleotide Sequence and/or Amino Acid Sequence
Disclosures was mailed to what was believed to be the address of record. However,
petitioner contends that it was not received. Unfortunately, the requirement under 37
CFR 1.181, that copies of the actual docket records or file jacket be provided, has not
been met. In a petition under 37 CFR 1.181 the petitioner must show, as in this
instance where non-receipt is claimed that petitioner is without fault in not receiving the
communication. In the absence of any irregularity in the mailing, there is a strong
presumption that the Office action was properly mailed to the address of record. This
presumption may be overcome by a showing that the Office action was not in fact
received at the address of record.
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The statements are not enough to substantiate the claim of non-receipt and no other
corroborating evidence to prove non-receipt has been presented. In view thereof, the
holding of abandonment cannot be withdrawn.

SHOWING OF UNAVOIDABLE DELAY

Decisions on reviving abandoned applications on the basis of “unavoidable” delay have
adopted the reasonably prudent person'standard in determining if the delay was
unavoidable:

The word ‘unavoidable’ . . . is applicable to ordinary human affairs, and
requires no more or greater care or diligence than is generally used and .
observed by prudent and careful men in relation to their most important
business. It permits them in the exercise of this care to rely upon the

- ordinary and trustworthy agencies of mail and telegraph, worthy and
reliable employees, and such other means and instrumentalities as are
usually employed in such important business. If unexpectedly, or through
the unforeseen fault or imperfection of these agencies and
instrumentalities, there occurs a failure, it may properly be said to be
unavoidable, all other conditions of promptness in its rectification being
present.’ ' :

The showing of record is inadequate to establish unavoidable delay within the meaning
of 37 CFR 1.137(a). Specifically, an application is "unavoidably” abandoned only where
petitioner, or counsel for petitioner, takes all action necessary for a proper response to
the outstanding Office action, but through the intervention of unforeseen circumstances,
such as failure or mail, telegraph, telefacsimile, or the negligence of otherwise reliable
employees, the response is not timely received in the Office.? :

Since petitioners have failed to establish that the office communication wasn't in fact
received, and since the unavoidable argument is based on non-receipt, they’'ve also not
shown that the delay in responding to the Notice to Comply with Requirements for
Patent Applications Containing Nucleotide Sequence and/or Amino Acid Sequence
Disclosures was unavoidable.

Furthermore, since the petition was treated under the unavoidable standard the petition
fee paid cannot be refunded.

Inre Mattullath, 38 App. D.C. 497, 514-15 (1912)(quoting Ex parte Pratt, 1887 Dec. Comm'r Pat. 31, 32-33
(1887)); see also Winkler v. Ladd, 221 F. Supp. 550, 5§52, 138 USPQ 666, 167-68 (D.D.C. 1963), affd, 143 USPQ
172 (D.C. Cir. 1963); Ex parte Henrich, 1913 Dec. Comm’r Pat. 139, 141 (1913). In addition, decisions on revival are
made on a “case-by-case basis, taking all the facts and circumstances into account.” Smith v. Mossinghoff, 671
F.2d 533, 538, 213 USPQ 977, 982 (D.C. Cir. 1982). Finally, a petition cannot be granted where a petitioner has
failed to meet his or her burden of establishing that the delay was “unavoidable.” Haines v. Quigg, 673 F. Supp. 314,
316-17, 5 USPQ2d 1130, 1131-32 (N.D. Ind. 1987).

2Ex parte Pratt, 1887 Dec. Comm'r Pat. 31 (Comm'r Pat. 1887).
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ALTERNATIVE VENUE

Petitioner may wish to consider filing a renewed petition under 37 CFR

37 CFR 1.137(b),® which now provides that where the delay in reply was unintentional,
a petition may be filed to revive an abandoned application or a lapsed patent pursuant
to 37 CFR 1.137(b).

The filing of a petition under the unintentional standard cannot be intentionally delayed
and therefore should be filed promptly. A person seeking revival due to unintentional
delay cannot make a statement that the delay was unintentional unless the entire delay,
including the delay from the date it was discovered that the application was abandoned
until the filing of the petition to revive under 37 CFR 1.137(b), was unintentional. A
statement that the delay was unintentional is not appropriate if petitioner intentionally
delayed the filing of a petition for revival under 37 CFR 1.137(b).

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

Tele hone inquiries concernlng this matter may be directed to the undersugned

Patricia Faison-Ball

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

*Effective December 1, 1997, the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) now provide that where the delay in reply
was unintentional, a petition may be filed to revive an abandoned application or a lapsed patent pursuant to 37 CFR
1.137(b). A grantable petition filed under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by:

(1) the required reply, unless previously filed. In a nonprovisional application abandoned for failure to
prosecute, the required reply may be met by the filing of a continuing application. In a nonprovisional application
filed on or after June 8, 1995, and abandoned for failure to prosecute, the required reply may also be met by the
filing of a request for continued examination in compliance with § 1.114. In an application or patent, abandoned or
lapsed for failure to pay the issue fee or any portion thereof, the required reply must be the payment of the issue fee
or any outstanding balance thereof. In an application abandoned for failure to pay the publication fee, the required
reply must include payment of the publication fee.

(2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(m);

(3) a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the fi flmg
of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional. The Commissioner may required additional
information where there is a question whether the delay was unintentional; and

(4) any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d)) required pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(c)).
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

EDWARD T. LENTZ :
230 DOCKSTADER ROAD

NEW LISBON NY 13415 - COpPy MAILED
| APR 10 2007
In re Application of - OFFICe OF
Swapan K. Ghosh ; PETIT'ONS
Application No. 11/283,005 S ON PETITION

Filed: November 18, 2005
Attorney Docket No. ISU-0001

This is a decision on the renewed petition filed December 18, 2006, to revive the above
identified application under 37 CFR 1.137(a)".

The petition to revive under 37 CFR 1.137(a) is GRANTED.

The application was held abandoned on April 28, 2006 for failure to file a timely
response to the Notice to Comply with Requirements for Patent Applications Containing
Nucleotide Sequence and/or Amino Acid Sequence Disclosures mailed February 27,
20086, which set a two (2) month shortened period for reply. No extensions of time in
accordance with 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, a Notice of
Abandonment was mailed November 6, 2006. Petitions filed November 30, 2006 under
37 CFR 1.181 and under 37 CFR 1.137(a) were dismissed in a decision mailed
December 4, 2006 as the statements regarding non-receipt were not enough to
substantiate the claim and no other corroborating evidence to prove non-receipt had
been presented to sufficiently show non-receipt. As well, the showing of record was
inadequate to establish unavoidable delay within the meaning of 37 CFR 1.137(a).

Comes now petitioner with the instant renewed petition under the unavoidable
standard. The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(a).

' grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(ainust be accompanied by:

(1) the required reply, unless previously filed; In a nonprovisional application abandoned for failure to prosecute, the
required reply may be met by the filing of a continuing application. In a nonprovisional utility or ptant application filed on or after
June 8, 1995, and abandoned for failure to prosecute, the required reply may also be met by the filing of a request for continued
examination in compliance with § 1.114. In an application or patent, abandoned or lapsed for failure to pay the issue fee or any
portion thereof, the required reply must be the payment of the issue fee or any outstanding balance thereof.

"(2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(l);

. (3) a showing to the satisfaction of the Commissioner that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date
'for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(a) was unavoidable; and :
(4) any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d)) required pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1370©)).
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Petitioner is cautioned to correct the record with the appropriate postal code, if need
be. The official record, based on the oath or declaration filed upon application lists the
postal zip code as 13425 although all subsequent mailings sent in by the petitioner lists
the postal zip code as 13415. A change of address form should be filed. The mere
inclusion, in a paper filed in the application for another purpose, of an address differing
from the previously provided correspondence address, without mentioning the fact that
an address change was made, does not constitute a proper change of address
notification.” See MPEP sections 601.03 and 711.02(c ).

This matter is being referred to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for a re-mailing
of the Notice to Comply with Requirements for Patent Applications Containing
Nucleotide Sequence and/or Amino Acid Sequence Disclosures prewously dated
February 27, 2006 and for restartlnq the period for reply.

' Te!ephone mqumes concerning this matter may be directed to the undersugned
71) 272-3212.

oUn -
P atricia Faison-Ba ’ ~
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions




SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:20081115
DATE : November 15, 2008
TO SPE OF : ART UNIT 2826

SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction on Patent No.: 7,205,673
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 - ST (South Tower) 9A22
Palm location 7590 - Tel. No. (703) 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.

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 appropriated box.

X Approved All changes apply.
[] Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
[ 1 Denied State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:
ok to enter
/SUE A PURVIS/

Supervisory Patent Examiner.Art Unit 2826

PTOL-306 (Rev. 7/03) U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Patent and Trademark Office
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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BOZICEVIC, FIELD & FRANCIS LLP

1900 UNIVERSITY AVENUE

Ul

EAST PALO ALTO, CA 94303 COPY MAILED
MAY 1 8 2007

In re Application of :

Brentz R. CONTANTZ, et al : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Application No. 11/283,052 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 17, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. CORA-008CON3 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed October 30, 2006. - ‘

The request is APPROVED.

A | grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty)
days would remain between the date of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to
file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time period which can be extended under 37
C.FR. § 1.136(a).

The request was signed by Karl Bozicevic on behalf of all attorneys of record.

All attorneys/agents of record have been withdrawn.

Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

All future communications from the Office will be directed to the first named signing inventor at
the first copied address below until otherwise properly notified by the applicant.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Diane Goodwyn at 571-272-
6735.
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There are no pending Office actions pending at the present time.

Aptf Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: BRENT R. CONSTANTZ
191 JEFFERSON AVENUE
MENLO PARK, CA 94025

cc: CARL J. EVENS
JOHNSON & JOHNSON
ONE JOHNSON & JOHNSON PLAZA
NEWS BRUNSWICK, NJ 08933-7003
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS |
PO, Box 1450

Alexan

Virginia 22313-1450
WWW,uspto.gov

l APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371 (c) DATE |  rFisTNaMED ApPLICANT | ATTY.DOCKETNO/TITLE |
11/283,052 11/17/2005 Brent R. Constantz . CORA-008CON3
CONFIRMATION NO. 1461
Fosty: 00 .00 DA
BOZICEVIC, FIELD & FRANCIS LLP . .
1900 UNIVERSITY AVENUE ' 0C000000023769070
SUITE 200

EAST PALO ALTO, CA 94303
Date Mailed: 05/09/2007

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY

This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 10/30/20086.

e The withdrawal as attorney in this application has been accepted. Future correspondence will be mailed to the
new address of record. 37 CFR 1.33. o

4
Office of Initial Patent Examination (571) 2/2-4000;, or 1-800-PTO-9199
ORMER ATTORNEY/AGENT COPY



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

GRAY ROBINSON

ATTN: STEFAN V. STEIN/ IP DEPT.
201 N. FRANKLIN STREET, SUITE 2200 COPY MAILED
P.O BOX 3324 MAY 07 2009
TAMPA, FL 33601-3324
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Waldemare F. KISSEL JR. : ,
Application No. 11/283,059 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 18, 2005 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b)

Attorney Docket No. 098664.00002

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b),
filed February 9, 2009, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to timely file a reply within the meaning
of 37 CFR 1.113 to the final Office action of June 16, 2008. The proposed reply required
for consideration of a petition to revive must be a Notice of Appeal (and appeal fee
required by 37 CFR 41.20(b)(2). an amendment that prima facie places the application
in condition for allowance, a Request for Continued Examination and submission (37
CFR 1.114), or the filing of a continuing application under 37 CFR 1.53(b). See MPEP
711.03(c)(Il){A)(2). Accordingly, the date of abandonment of this application is
December 17, 2008.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied
(1) the reply in the form of a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) and fee of $405,
and the submission required by 37 CFR 1.114; (2) the petition fee of $810; and (3) an
adequate statement of unintentional delay.

An extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136 must be filed prior to the expiration of the
maximum extendable period for reply. See In re Application of S., 8 USPQ2d 1630, 1631
(Comm'r Pats. 1988). Since the $555 extension of time fee submitted with the petition
on February 9, 2009 was subsequent to the maximum extendable period for reply,
petitioner may request a refund of this fee by writing to the following address: Mail Stop
16, Commissioner for Patents, P. O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. A copy of this
decision should accompany petitioner's request.

The application file does not indicate a change of address has been filed in this case,
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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.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Monica A. Graves at
(571) 272-7253.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3637 for processing of the
RCE and for appropriate action by the Examiner in the normal course of business on the
amendment submitted in accordance with 37 CFR 1.114,

Bridn W. Brown
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc:  MICHAEL J. COLITZ, I
100 NORTH TAMPA STREET, SUITE 4100
TAMPA, FL 33602
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Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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ROPES & GRAY LLP

PATENT DOCKETING 39/41 MAILED
ONE INTERNATIONAL PLACE

BOSTON MA 02110-2624

AUG 1.1 2009
' o [TIONS
In re Application of OFFICE OF PETIT 0
CATTANEO, Maurizio V. :
Application No. 11/283,064 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 17, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. IVRE-P02-002 D FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed July 14, 2009.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. The Office requires the practitioner(s) requesting withdrawal to certify
that he, she, or they have: (1) given reasonable notice to the client, prior to the expiration of the
response period, that the practitioner(s) intends to withdraw from employment; (2) delivered to the
client or a duly authorized representative of the client all papers and property (including funds) to
which the client is entitled; and (3) notified the client of any responsés that may be due and the
time frame within which the client must respond, pursuant 37 CFR 10.40(c).

The request was signed by David Halstead on behalf of all attorneys of record who are associated
with customer No. 28120. All attorneys/agents associated with the Customer Number 28120 have
been withdrawn. Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

The request to change the correspondence address of record is not acceptable as the requested
correspondence address is not that of: (1) the first named signing inventor; or (2) an intervening
assignee of the entire interest under 37 C.F.R 3.71. All future communications from the Office
will be directed to the first named signing inventor or. the assignee of the entire interest at the first
copied address below until otherwise properly notified by the applicant.

In order to request or take action in a patent matter, the assignee must establish its ownership of the patent
to the satisfaction of the Director. In this regard, a Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) must have either: (i)
documentary evidence of a chain of title from the original owner to the assignee (e.g., copy of an executed
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assignment), and a statement affirming that the documentary evidence of the chain of title from the
original owner to the assignee was or concurrently is being submitted for recordation pursuant to §
3.11; or (ii) a statement specifying where documentary evidence of a chain of title from the
original owner to the assignee is recorded in the assignment records of the Office (e.g., reel and
frame number).

There is an outstanding Office action mailed January 27, 2009 that requires a reply from the
applicant.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Tredelle Jackson at 571-272-
2783.

_V/%ch,o.Qw/f“'

redelle D. Jackson
Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc:  MAURIZIO V. CATTANEO
196 SAMOSET AVENUE
QUINCY MA 02169

cc: IVREA PHARMACEUTICALS, INC.
6 LOEFFLER LANE
MEDFIELD MA 02052-3143
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Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MOTOROLA, INC.

1303 EAST ALGONQUIN ROAD COPY MAILED

ILO1/3RD

SCHAUMBURG, IL 60196 FEB 2 6 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

James S. Marin, et. al. :

Application No. 11/283,075 : ON PETITION
Filed: November 18, 2005 X

Attorney Docket No. CE13498R D01

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed February 12, 2009, to revive the
above-identified application.

The application became abandoned for failure to timely pay the issue fee and publication fee. In
an application or patent, abandoned or lapsed for failure to pay the issue fee, publication fee or
any portion thereof, the required reply must be the payment of the issue fee, publication fee or any
outstanding balance thereof. See MPEP 711.03(c)(Il1)(A)(1). In view of the authorization
contained in the Request for Continued Examination (RCE) to charge any underpayment of fees,
the $ 1,510 issue fee and $300 publication fee will be charged to petitioner's deposit account. The
issue fee is not refundable and may not be applied towards payment of the issue fee in the
continuing application (in the event it is allowed).

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the

- reply in the form of $1,510 for payment of the issue fee, $300 for payment of the publication fee, a
Request for Continued Examination (RCE) with the $810 fee and the submission required by 37
CFR 1.114; (2) the petition fee of $1,620; and (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay.
Therefore, the petition is GRANTED.

 This application file is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2617 for processing of the
RCE and for appropriate action by the Examiner in the normal course of business on the
amendment submitted in accordance with 37 CFR 1.114.

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov
QUALCOMM, INC COPY MAILE?
577 MOREHOUSE DR. ' =
SAN DIEGO, CA 92121 APR 2 0 2006
OFFACE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Messay Amerga et al. :

Application No. 11/283,100 : ON PETITION
Deposited: November 18, 2005 :

Attorney Docket No. 050673

This is a decision on the response filed March 6, 2006, which is being treated as a
petition under 37 CFR 1.53, to accord the above-identified application a filing date of
November 18, 2005.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.153 is DISMISSED.

The Office of Initial Patent Examination mailed Notice of Incomplete Nonprovisional
Application on January 4, 2006. The Notice averred that the application was deposited
without drawings.

Comes now the petitioner filing the instant petition claiming under that the application
as filed included drawings, and thus that the application should be accorded a filing
date of November 18, 2005.

The present petition as filed is accompanied by five (5) sheets of drawings and a copy
of a post card receipt purportedly deposited with the application papers on November
18, 2005.

A review of the record reveals that no drawing sheets have been located among the
application papers deposited on November 18, 2005. An applicant alleging that a paper
was filed in the Office and later misplaced has the burden of proving the allegation by a
preponderance of the evidence. The fact that petitioner believes the papers were
among the papers included in the application is not more persuasive than the actual
papers shown to have been received by the official file

The argument and evidence supplied with the petition have been carefully considered,
but are not persuasive. The USPTO has a well-established and well-publicized practice
of providing a receipt for papers filed in the USPTO to any applicant desiring a receipt.

The practice requires that any paper for which a receipt is desired be filed in the
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USPTO with a self-addressed postcard identifying the paper. A postcard receipt which
itemizes and properly identifies the papers which are being filed serves as prima facie
evidence of receipt in the USPTO of all the items listed thereon on the date stamped
thereon by the USPTO. See section 503, Manual of Patent Examining Procedure
(MPEP 503). Unfortunately, petitioners’ postcard receipt does not bear an Office-date
stamp from the USPTO. As such, the postcard receipt does not serve as evidence that
the items listed therein were received in the USPTO. If petitioner has a copy of the
postcard receipt for this application with a USPTO “Office date” stamp, a copy of that
postcard should be submitted with any renewed petition.

This matter will remain in the Office of Petitions for TWO (2) MONTHS to await
petitioner's renewed petition accompanied by corroborating evidence (e.g., a postcard
bearing an Office date stamp of November 18, 2005) properly itemized and including
the filing of five (5) sheets of drawings. Any request for reconsideration should be filed
within TWO MONTHS of the date of this decision in order to be considered timely. This
time period may not be extended.’

If no response is received within TWO (2) MONTHS, this matter will be forwarded to the
Office of Initial Patent Examination for further processing with a filing date of March 6,
2006, using the application papers deposited on November 18, 2005, and the drawings
filed March 6, 2006. '

As the petition is due to a filing error on the part of applicant and not an error on the
part of the USPTO, a petition fee in the amount of $400.00 is due and has been
charged to deposit account no. 17-0026, pursuant to the authorization included with the
“Response to Notice of Incomplete Nonprovisional Application”, filed March 6, 2006.

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: (671) 273-8300
Attn: Office of Petitions

\pu@wmﬁwm“ﬁﬂ

Patricia Faison
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

'37 CFR 1.181().
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MAR 1 7 2006
In re Application of :
Manoharan, et al. : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Filed: November 17, 2005 : ON PETITION
Application No. 11/283,119 :
Atty. Dkt. No.: ISIS-5772

This decision in response to the PETITION TO ESTABLISH PRIOR
RECEIPT IN THE P.T.O. OF ITEM(S) CONSIDERED AS OMITTED BY THE
P.T.0. IN RESPONSE TO “NOTICE OF INCOMPLETE APPLICATION”,” filed
February 24, 2006. This petition is being treated under 37 CFR
1.182.

The application was submitted November 17, 2005. The Notice of
Incomplete Nonprovisional Application (Notice) mailed December 29,
2005 indicated, inter alia, that the application had not been
accorded a filing date because the application appeared to have
been submitted without drawings in accordance with 35 USC 113.

The Notice indicated that the filing date would be the date of
receipt of all items indicated as omitted, unless otherwise
indicated in the Notice. The Notice required that any assertions
that the item(s) were submitted or were not necessary for a filing
date, must be by way of petition (accompanied by required petition
fee) under 37 CFR 1.182.

Petitioners herein argue in pertinent part that the drawings in
question are part of the disclosure of U.S. App. No. 09/970,971
which is a continuation-in-part of U.S. App. No. 09/303,586, said
disclosure(s) having been incorporated by reference upon filing of
the instant application. Petitioners request, in effect, that
Figures 1-9 be entered into the record and that the application be
accorded a filing date of November 17, 2005.

It is noted that the first page of specification for the instant
application contains an incorporation by reference statement. An
incorporation by reference statement may be relied upon to permit
the entering of a portion of the prior application into the
continuation or divisional application when the portion of the
prior application has been inadvertently omitted from the submitted
application papers in the continuation or divisional application.
The inclusion of this incorporation by reference of the prior
application(s) will permit an applicant to amend the continuation
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or divisional application to include any subject matter in such
prior application{(s), without the need for a petition provided the
continuation or divisional application is entitled to a filing date
notwithstanding the incorporation by reference. See, MPEP
201.06(c) .

Based on petitioner’s representation that Figures 1-9 are part of
the disclosure of application No. 09/970,971, which is a
continuation-in-part of application No. 09/303,586, the entire
disclosure of said applications having been specifically
incorporated by reference in the present application on November
17, 2005, it appears that Figures 1-9 were present in the Office on
November 17, 2005, albeit in the file of another application, i.e.,
the application(s) referenced in the incorporation by reference
statement. Therefore, the application may be accorded a filing date
of November 17, 2005.

Petitioners, however, are advised, if petitioners have not already
done to, to promptly submit a further preliminary amendment
requesting entry of the omitted figures prior to the issuance of
the first Office action on the merits to avoid delays in
examination.

A newly executed oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1.51(b) (2) and
1.53(f) in a continuation or divisional application would not be
required with the preliminary amendment, provided that the
specification and drawings filed in the continuation or divisional
application contain no matter that would have been new matter in
the prior application. See 37 CFR 1.63(d) (1).

The required petition fee of $400.00 will not be refunded since the
petition was necessary to correct petitioners’ filing error.

In view of the above, the petition is DISMISSED.
The application is being returned to the Office of Initial Patent
Examination for further processing with a filing date of November

17, 2005 using the papers present on that day.

Telephone inquiries related to this decision may be directed to the
undersigned at (571) 272-3205.

{ Z/
t v
Rl . Bro

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

Paper No.
KALI LAW GROUP, P. C
P.O. BOX 60187
SUNNYVALE CA 94088-0187
COPY MAILED
MAR 0 6 2008
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Gurvasi Bhutiani :
Application No. 11/283,131 : LETTER REGARDING
Filed: November 18, 2005 : PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT

Attorney Docket No. SONM-00900:

This letter is in response to the “COMMUNICATION IN RE: PATENT
TERM ADJUSTMENT UNDER 35 U.S.C. 154 (b)” filed November 30, 2007.
Pursuant to applicants’ duty of good faith and candor to the
Office, applicants disclose that the initial determination of
patent term adjustment mailed with the Notice of Allowance
should be seventy-eight (78) days not eighty-four (84) days.

The request for correction of the initial determination of
patent term adjustment (PTA) is DISMISSED.

On September 21, 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 84 days. Applicants disclose that the
period of adjustment for Office delay should be eighty-five (85)
days, not ninety-one (91) days. Applicants agree with the
period of reduction of 7 days for applicant delay.

The application history has been reviewed and it has been
decided that the determination of patent term adjustment is
correct. The period of adjustment of 91 days for Office delay
is correct. The record supports a conclusion that the first
action under 35 U.S.C. 132 was mailed in this application on
April 19, 2007, fourteen months and 91 days after the date on
which the application was filed under 35 U.S.C. 1l1ll(a), November
18, 2005. See § 1.703(a) (1).
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In view thereof, the determination of PTA at the time of the
mailing of the notice of allowance of eighty-four (84) days is
correct.

As this letter was submitted as an attempt to advise the Office
of an error in Applicants’ favor, the Office will not assess the
$200.00 fee under 37 CFR 1.18(e). The Office thanks applicants
for their good faith and candor in bringing this to the
attention of the Office.

The Office of Patent Publication has been advised of this
decision. The application is, thereby, forwarded to the Office
of Patent Publication for issuance of the application. 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 decision should be directed
to the undersigned at (571) 272-3219.




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

FRISHAUF, HOLTZ, GOODMAN & CHICK, PC
220 Fifth Avenue

16TH Floor

NEW YORK NY 10001-7708

In re Application of

Shuto

Application No. 11/283,133

Filed: November 19, 2005

Attorney Docket No. 05791/LH

For: COMMUNICATION SYSTEM AND
MOBILE COMMUNICATION TERMINAL

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
JUL 0 5 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

ON PETITION

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d), filed March 30, 2006 (certificate of
mailing date March 27, 2006), requesting that the above-identified application be accorded a
filing date of November 18, 2005, rather than the presently accorded filing date of November 19,

2005.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d) is dismissed.

Petitioner contends that the above-identified application was deposited in the United States
Postal Service (USPS) Express Mail service on November 18, 2005 and accordingly request a

November 18, 2005 filing date for the application.

Paragraph (a) of 37 CFR 1.10 states that:

Any correspondence received by the Patent and Trademark Office (Office) that was
delivered by the "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service of the United States
Postal Service (USPS) will be considered filed in the Office on the date of deposit with
the USPS. The date of deposit with the USPS is shown by the "date-in" on the "Express

Mail" mailing label or other official USPS notation. If the USPS deposit date cannot be

determined, the correspondence will be accorded the Office receipt date as the filing date.

See §1.6(a).
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(Emphasis supplied). Paragraph (d) of 37 CFR 1.10 states that:

Any person filing correspondence under this section that was received by the Office and
delivered by the "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service of the USPS, who can
show that the "date-in" on the "Express Mail" mailing label or other official notation
entered by the USPS was incorrectly entered or omitted by the USPS, may petition the
Commissioner to accord the correspondence a filing date as of the date the
correspondence is shown to have been deposited with the USPS, provided that:

(D The petition is filed promptly after the person becomes aware that the
Office has accorded, or will accord, a filing date based upon an incorrect entry by
the USPS;

) The number of the "Express Mail" mailing label was placed on the
paper(s) or fee(s) that constitute the correspondence prior to the original mailing
by "Express Mail"; and

3) The petition includes a showing, which establishes to the satisfaction of
the Commissioner, that the requested filing date was the date the correspondence
was deposited in "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service prior to the last
scheduled pickup for that day. Any showing pursuant to this paragraph must be
corroborated by evidence from the USPS or that came into being after deposit and
within one business day of the deposit of the correspondence in the "Express Mail
Post Office to Addressee" service of the USPS.

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d) must include “a showing which establishes, to the
satisfaction of the Commissioner, that the requested filing date was the date the correspondence
was deposited in "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service prior to the last scheduled
pickup for that day.” In addition, the showing “must be corroborated by evidence from the USPS
or that came into being after deposit and within one business day of the deposit of the
correspondence in the ‘Express Mail Post Office to Addressee’ service of the USPS.”

This petition does not satisfy requirements (2) and (3) listed above. The original itemized
transmittal letter found in the application file contains a certificate of mailing dated November
18, 2005 that cites Express Mail Mailing Label EV 721 637 975 US. It is noted that the
corroborating evidence submitted with this petition shows Express Mail Mailing Label EV 721
636 975 was filed on November 18, 2005.

There is no link between the application and Express Mail Mailing Label EV 721 636 975 US.
Therefore, the petition is dismissed and the date of receipt of the application in the Office,
November 19, 2005, remains the application’s filing date.

After the mailing of this decision, the application will be returned to Technology Center AU

2617.
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Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By mail: Mail Stop PETITION
Commissioner for Patents
Post Office Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

By hand: U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Customer Service Window, Mail Stop Petition
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

By FAX: (571) 273-8300 - ATTN: Office of Petitions

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3230.

S Yeln A m/ézﬂt

Shirene Willis Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

FRISHAUF, HOLTZ, GOODMAN & CHICK, PC
220 Fifth Avenue

16TH Floor

NEW YORK NY 10001-7708

In re Application of

Shinmyo

Application No. 11/283,134

Filed: November 19, 2005

Attorney Docket No. 05793/LH

For: CONNECTOR IN WHICH A SHELL
CAN BE READILY ASSEMBLED TO A
CONNECTOR HOUSING

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
JUL 0 5 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

ON PETITION

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d), filed March 30, 2006 (certificate of
mailing date March 27, 2006), requesting that the above-identified application be accorded a
filing date of November 18, 2005, rather than the presently accorded filing date of November 19,

2005. p

The petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d) is dismissed.

Petitioner contends that the above-identified application was deposited in the United States
Postal Service (USPS) Express Mail service on November 18, 2005 and accordingly request a

November 18, 2005 filing date for the application.

Paragraph (a) of 37 CFR 1.10 states that:

Any correspondence received by the Patent and Trademark Office (Office) that was
delivered by the "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service of the United States
Postal Service (USPS) will be considered filed in the Office on the date of deposit with
the USPS. The date of deposit with the USPS is shown by the "date-in" on the "Express

Mail" mailing label or other official USPS notation. If the USPS deposit date cannot be

determined, the correspondence will be accorded the Office receipt date as the filing date.

See §1.6(a).
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(Empbhasis supplied). Paragraph (d) of 37 CFR 1.10 states that:

Any person filing correspondence under this section that was received by the Office and
delivered by the "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service of the USPS, who can
show that the "date-in" on the "Express Mail" mailing label or other official notation
entered by the USPS was incorrectly entered or omitted by the USPS, may petition the
Commissioner to accord the correspondence a filing date as of the date the
correspondence is shown to have been deposited with the USPS, provided that:

(1) The petition is filed promptly after the person becomes aware that the
Office has accorded, or will accord, a filing date based upon an incorrect entry by
the USPS;

(2)  The number of the "Express Mail" mailing label was placed on the
paper(s) or fee(s) that constitute the correspondence prior to the original mailing
by "Express Mail"; and

3) The petition includes a showing, which establishes to the satisfaction of
the Commissioner, that the requested filing date was the date the correspondence
was deposited in "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service prior to the last
scheduled pickup for that day. Any showing pursuant to this paragraph must be
corroborated by evidence from the USPS or that came into being after deposit and
within one business day of the deposit of the correspondence in the "Express Mail
Post Office to Addressee" service of the USPS.

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d) must include “a showing which establishes, to the
satisfaction of the Commissioner, that the requested filing date was the date the correspondence
was deposited in "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service prior to the last scheduled
pickup for that day.” In addition, the showing “must be corroborated by evidence from the USPS
or that came into being after deposit and within one business day of the deposit of the
correspondence in the ‘Express Mail Post Office to Addressee’ service of the USPS.”

This petition does not satisfy requirements (2) and (3) listed above. The original itemized
transmittal letter found in the application file contains a certificate of mailing dated November
18, 2005that cites Express Mail Mailing Label EV 721 637 975 US. It is noted that the
corroborating evidence submitted with this petition shows Express Mail Mailing Label EV 721
636 975 was filed on November 18, 2005.

There is no link between the application and Express Mail Mailing Label EV 721 636 975 US.
Therefore, the petition is dismissed and the date of receipt of the application in the Office,
November 19, 2005, remains the application’s filing date.

After the mailing of this decision, the application will be returned to Technology Center AU
2839. _
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Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By mail: Mail Stop PETITION
Commissioner for Patents
Post Office Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

By hand: U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Customer Service Window, Mail Stop Petition
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

By FAX: (571) 273-8300 - ATTN: Office of Petitions

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3230.

huigs Wbl Koty

Shirene Willis Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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COPY MAILED

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP DEC 0 3 2007

755 PAGE MILL RD .

PALO ALTO, CA 94304-1018 OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of

Martin KOEBLER, et al L :

Application No. 11/283,137 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 17, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 601392000100 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed November 1, 2007.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. - A request to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty)
days would remain between the date of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to
file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time period which can be extended under 37

C.FR. § 1.136(a).

The request was signed by Thomas E. Ciotti on behalf of all attorneys/agents of record.

All attorneys/agents of have been withdrawn.

Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

The request to change the correspondence of record is not acceptable as the requested
correspondence address is not that of: (1) the first named signing inventor; or (2) an intervening
assignee of the entire interest under 37 C.F.R 3.71. All future communications from the Office
will be directed to the assignee of the entire interest at the first copied address below until

otherwise properly notified by the applicant.

There are no outstanding Office actions pending at the present time.
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Diane Goodwyn at 571-272-
6735.

tions Examiner
ice of Petitions

cc: MOTILITY SYSTEMS, INC.
188 ALTA MESA ROAD
WOODSIDE, CA 94062

cc:  DR.RONJACOBS
LUMEN IP SERVICES
2345 YALE STREET, SECOND FLOOR
PALO ALTO, CA 94306 '
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[ APPLICATION NUMBER ] FILING OR 371(C) DATE ] FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | ATTY.DOCKETNOJTITLE |
11/283,137 11/17/2005 Martin Koebler 601392000100
' CONFIRMATION NO. 3291
25226

< POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP

e v

Date Mailed: 11/30/2007

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 11/01/2007.

* The withdrawal as attorney in this application has been accepted. Future correspondence will be mailed to the
new address of record. 37 CFR 1.33.

/dcgoodwyn/

Office of Initial Patent Examination (571) 272-4000 or 1-800-PTO-9199

page 1 of 1
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www.uspto.gov

MAIL

COWAN LIEBOWITZ & LATMAN P.C.

JOHN J TORRENTE AUG 1372009
1133 AVE OF THE AMERICAS DIRECTOR'S OFFICE
NEW YORK NY 10036 TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600
In re Application of :
KUJIRAI, YASUHIRO et al. : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Application No. 11/283,145 : PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Filed: November 18, 2005 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Attorney Docket No. B588-093 (25815.096) : PROGRAM AND PETITION

: TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

- 37 CFR 1.102(d)

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) program
and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed June 22, 2009, to make the above-identified
application special.

The request and petition are DISMISSED AS MOOT.
A grantable request to participate in the PPH program and petition to make special require:

(1) The U.S. application must validly claim priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) to one or more
applications filed in the JPO;

(2) Applicant must submit a copy of the allowable/patentable claim(s) from the JPO
application(s) along with an English translation thereof and a statement that the English
translation is accurate;

(3) All the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended to
sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the JPO application(s);

(4) Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;

(5) Applicant must submit a copy of all the office actions from each of the JPO application(s)
containing the allowable/patentable claim(s) along with an English translation thereof and a
statement that the English translation is accurate;

(6) Applicant must submit an IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in the JPO
office action along with copies of documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent application
publications; and

(7) The required petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).

The request to participate in the PPH program and petition are dismissed as moot as the
examination of the above-identified application has begun. An Office Action was mailed on J uly
8, 2009.



Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Michael Horabik at 571-272-
3068.

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application should be directed to
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system.

The application is being forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with
this decision.

Michael Horabik
Quality Assurance Specialist

Technology Center 2600

. Communications



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

DOCKET CLERK COPY MAILED
P.O. DRAWER 800889

DALLAS TX 75380 OCT 0 3 2008

In re Application of : OFF ICE OF P ET ITIONS
Baowei Ji :

Application No. 11/283,146 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 18, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 37520.5 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b)
filed March 3, 2006. .

The request is NOT APPROVED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to David M. O’Dell and those practitioners
have been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on April 25 2006 and May 31, 2006.
Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the first below-listed address
until otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Charles Smoot at 571-272- 3299.

ayid Bucci
etitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

Cc: DOCKET CLERK
P.O. DRAWER 800889
DALLAS, TX 75380

cc: John T. Mockler, Esq.
Davis Munck, P.C.
900 Three Galleria Tower
- 13155 Noel Road
Dallas, Texas 75240
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MAILED

| APR 14 2009
MICROSOFT CORPORATION '
ONE MICROSOFT WAY OFFICE OF PETITIONS
REDMOND, WA 98052-6399 »
In re Application of
Mark D. Schwesinger et al :
Application No. 11/283,153 : ON PETITION

. Filed: November 18, 2005
Attorney Docket No. 314535.01

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed March 20, 2009, to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the
non-final Office action mailed August 13, 2008, which set a shortened statutory period for reply
of three (3) months. No extension of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were
obtained. Accordingly, the above-identified application became abandoned on November 14,
2008. :

The file does not indicate a change of address has been submitted, although the address given on
the petition differs from the address of record. If appropriate, a change of address should be filed
in accordance with MPEP 601.03. A courtesy copy of this decision is being mailed to the address
given on the petition; however, the Office will mail all future correspondence solely to the
address of record. -

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Irvin Dingle at (571) 272-
3210.

This mgtter is heing referred to Technology Center AU 2614 for further processing.
(yZ(i’ %/ _

Irvin Dingle
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Russell S. Krajec
820 Welch Ave
Berthoud, CO 80513
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IPSG, P.C. . '
P.0. BOX 700640 COPY MAILED
SAN JOSE CA 95170-0640

. NOV 1 3 2006
In re Application of OFFICE OF PET|T|0NS
NGUYEN, etal. S
Application No. 11/283,154 s DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 18, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. RZMI-P125 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed August 1, 2006.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be s1gned by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty)
days would remain between the date of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to
file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time period which can be extended under
37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a).

The Office cannot approve the request at this time since the reasons provided do not meet any of
the conditions under the mandatory or permissive categories enumerated in 37 CFR 10.40.
Section 10.40 of Title 37 of the Code of Federal Regulation states, “[a] practitioner shall not
withdraw from employment in a proceeding before the Office without permission from the
Office[.]” More specifically, 37 CFR 10.40 states, “[i]f paragraph (b) of this section is not
applicable, a practitioner may not request permission to withdraw in matter pending before the
Office unless such request or such withdrawal is” for one the permissive reasons listed in 37

- CFR 10.40(c). The reasons set forth in the request, “at the request of Raza Microelectronics,
Inc.”, does not meet any of the conditions set forth in 37 CFR 10.40.

In order to request or take action in a patent matter, the assignee must establish its ownership of
the patent to the satisfaction of the Director. In this regard, a Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b)
must have either: (i) documentary evidence of a chain of title from the original owner to the
assignee (e.g., copy of an executed assignment), and a statement affirming that the documentary
evidence of the chain of title from the original owner to the assignee was or concurrently is being
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submitted for recordation pursuant to § 3.11; or (ii) a statement specifying where documentary
evidence of a chain of title from the original owner to the assignee is recorded in the assignment

records of the Office (e.g., reel and frame number).

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the above-listed
address until otherwise notified by applicant. :

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 571-272-
7253. ‘

- Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

cc:  Raza Microelectronics, Inc.
Legal Department
18920 Forge Drive

Cupertino, CA 95014-0701
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Howard IP Law Group Mail Date: 04/21/2010
P.O. Box 226

Fort Washington, PA 19034

Applicant : Robert Hanitzsch : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7603849 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/20/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/283,188 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/18/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 646 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)
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In re Application of

Franklin Thomas Driver :
Application No. 11283196 :DECISION ON PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL

:UNDER 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)
Filed: November 18,2005 .

Attorney Docket No. |TI-426 (86080.016700)

This is a decision on the electronic petition under 37 CFR 1.102 (c)(1) ,filed 23-JUL-2008 to make the above-identified
application special based on applicant's age as set forth in MPEP § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), MPEP § 708.02, Section IV: Applicant's
Age must include a statement by applicant or a registered practitioner having evidence that applicant is at least 65 years
of age. No fee is required.

Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status and will be taken up for action by the
examiner upon the completion of all pre-examination processing.

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

All other inquires concerning either the examination or status of the application should be directed to the Technology
Center.
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E IDU PONT DE NEMOURS AND COMPANY
LEGAL PATENT RECORDS CENTER
BARLEY MILL PLAZA 25/1128

4417 LANCASTER PIKE
WILMINGTON DE 19805 COPY MAILED
MAR 0 5 2007
OFFICE
In re Application of OF PETITIONS
Kanakarajan :
Application No. 11/283,214 : ON PETITION

Filed: November 18, 2005

Attorney Docket No. HP0033USDIV1

For: LOW TEMPERATURE POLYIMIDE
ADHESIVE COMPOSITIONS AND
‘METHODS RELATING THERETO

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a), filed January 15, 2007, requesting
revival of the above-identified application under 37 CFR 1.137(a). The petition will be treated
under 37 CFR 1.181, as a request to withdraw the holding of abandonment in the above-
identified appllcatlon

 The petition under 37 CFR 1.181 is GRANTED.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a) is DISMISSED AS MOOT.

This application was held abandoned on June 24, 2006 for failure to respond in a timely manner
to the non-final Office action, mailed March 23, 2006, which set a three (3) month period
extendable for reply. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed November 24, 2006.

Petitioner asserts that a proper response was in fact timely received in the Office on May 10,
2006. In support, petitioner submitted a copy of an amendment and copy of a proper certificate
of facsimile transmission that was purportedly affixed to the amendment. It is noted that the
certificate of facsimile transmission indicates an amendment was being transmitted.

Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.8(a)(1) correspondence is considered timely if: (1) the correspondence is
mailed or transmitted prior to expiration of the set period for response by being properly
addressed to the Patent and Trademark Office as set out in 37 C.F.R. § 1.1(a) and deposited with
the U.S. Postal Service with sufficient postage as first class mail or transmitted to the Patent and
Trademark Office in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.6(d); and (2) the correspondence includes a
certificate for each piece of correspondence stating the date of deposit or transmission. The
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person signing the certificate should have a reasonable basis to expect that the correspondence
would be mailed or transmitted on or before the date indicated.

The certificate of mailing, dated May 10, 2006, complies with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. §
1.8(a)(1) as set forth above. Petitioner included a copy of the sending unit’s report that confirms
the amendment’s previous timely transmission on May 10, 2006. Finally, petitioner has
submitted an auto-reply facsimile transmission from the Office, showing that the Office received
a 6 page document from fax sender 302 892 7949 on May 10, 2006.

It is apparent the response to the March 23, 2006 non-final Office action was timely filed via
facsimile transmission on May 10, 2006 and subsequently misplaced.

Accordingly, the petition under 37 CFR 1.181 is GRANTED, the holding of abandonment is
withdrawn, and the November 24, 2006 Notice of Abandonment is hereby vacated. The petition
under 37 CFR 1.137(a) is dismissed as moot. No petition fee has been or will be charged in
connection with this matter.

After the mailing of this decision, the application file will be forwarded to Technology Center
A.U. 1711 for consideration of the amendment filed on May 10, 2006 and resubmitted on
January 15, 2007.

Telephone inquiries pertaining to this matter may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3230.

Shirene Willis Brantl%
Senior Petitions Attorney

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner

for Patent Examination Policy
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LSI CORPORATION
1621 BARBER LANE
MS: D-105

MILPITAS CA 95035

RECE]VED
BEC 23 2008

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
Lynn et al. :
Application No. 11/283,232 :  DECISION ON PETITION -

Filed: November 18, 2005
Attorney Docket No. 05-0010

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
November 6, 2008, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the final Office
action mailed February 22, 2008, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three (3)
months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained.
Accordingly, the application became abandoned on May 23, 2008. A Notice of Abandonment”
was mailed September 30, 2008. '

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
re%Iy in the form of a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) and fee of $810.00, and the
submission required by 37 CFR 1.114 (previously received on May 6, 2008); (2) the petition fee
of $1,620.00; and (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay.

Additionally, petitioner has requested that all correspondence be addressed to an address other
than the address of record. A courtesy copy of this decision is being mailed to the address given
on thg petition; however, the Office will mail all future correspondence solely to the address of
record. ‘

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Joan Olszewski at (571) 272-
7751. '

The file is now being forwarded to Technology Center 2186 for(g)rocessing of the Request for
Continued Examination under 37 CFR 1.114 mailed April 30, 2008.

/Liana Walsh/
Liana Walsh
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Customer No. 24319
Lloyd Sadler
Legal Department — IP
LS% Corporation
M/S D-106
1621 Barber Lane
Milpitas, CA 95035
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MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS, LLP

STR .

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105 JUN 2 5 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Thomas J. Meade :

Application No. 11/283,233 - : ON PETITION
Filed: November 18, 2005 :

Attorney Docket No. 67456-5007-US-05

This is a decision on the petition filed June 21, 2007, under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), requesting
withdrawal of the above-identified application from issue.

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

A review of the file record discloses that a Notice of Allowance was mailed on May 3,
2007, with the issue fee being due on or before August 3, 2007. The petition states
that the issue fee in this case has not been paid.

37 CFR 1.313(c)(2) provides for withdrawal of an application from issue after payment
of the issue feé. In the instant case, as noted above, the issue fee in reply to the
Notice of Allowance of May 3, 2007, has not been received. Therefore, the filing of a
petition to withdraw this application from issue is unnecessary at this time. The
mere filing of an RCE and submission will effectively withdraw an application from
issue prior to payment of the issue fee. In view thereof, the petition to withdraw
from issue is dismissed as involving a moot issue.

Inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3208.

This matter is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 1656.
Karen Creasy

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE ] " FIRST NAMED INVENTOR l ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NoO.
11/283,242 11/18/2005 Quan Song 26785.406 _ 4531
21878 7590 03/27/2008
KENNEDY COVINGTON LOBDELL & HICKMAN, LLP L EXAMINER
214 N. TRYON STREET - , CHEN, VIVIAN
HEARST TOWER, 47TH FLOOR
CHARLOTTE, NC 28202 . I ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER
1794
li MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE
03/27/2008 PAPER

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

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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A CST
3-27-03

In re application of

Quan Song et al : \

Serial No. 11/283,242 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 18, 2005 . TO MAKE SPECIAL
For: DECORATIVE PAINT FILM LAMINATE : .

This is a decision on the petition filed on February 13, 2008 to make the above-
identified application special because of enhancement of environmental quality.

The petition to make the application special is DENIED.
REGULATION AND PRACTICE

Pursuant to the “Changes to Practice for Petitions in Patent Applications to Make
Special and for Accelerated Examination” published in the Federal Register on June 26,
2006 (71 Fed. Reg. 36323), all petitions to make special, except those based on
applicant’s health or age or the PPH pilot, filed on or after August 25, 2006 are required
to comply with the requirements of petitions to make special under the accelerated
examination program. Note that any petition to make special under MPEP § 708.02,
based solely on subsection V (environmental quality) was requlred to be filed priorto
August 25, 2006.

To be eligible for accelerated examination under 37 C.F.R. § 1.102(d) and pursuant to
the “Changes to Practice for Petitions in Patent Applications to Make Special and for
Accelerated Examination” published in the Federal Register on.June 26, 2006 (71 Fed.
Reg. 36323), the following conditions must be satisfied:

1. The application must be a non-reissue utility or design application filed under 37
CFR 1.111(a) on or after August 25, 2006;

2. The application, the petition and the required fees must be filed electronically
using the USPTO’s electronic filing system (EFS), or EFS-web; if not filed
electronically, a statement asserting that EFS and EFS-web were not available
during the normal business hours;

3. The application, at the time of filing, must be complete under 37 CFR 1.51 and in
condition for examination;
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4. The application must contain three or fewer independent claims and twenty or
fewer total claims and the claims must be directed to a single invention.

The application as filed is not eligible for accelerated examination under 37 C.F.R. §
1.102(d) because it was not filed on or after August 25, 2006; it was not filed
electronically using the USPTQO's electronic filing system (EFS), or EFS-web; and the
application contains greater than twenty total claims (42 claims). Furthermore, the
petition to make special was not filed concurrently with the application as required by
MPEP § 708.02(a). '

For the above-stated reasons, the petition is denied. The application will therefore be
taken up by the examiner for action in its regular turn.

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Christine Tierney, Quality
Assurance Specialist, at (571) 272-1055.

Christine Tierney
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 1700
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Choate, Hall & Stewart LLP COPY M AILED
Two International Place ~
Boston, MA 02110 NOV 1 7 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of -
Steven Blumenau, et al. : : '
Application No. 11/283,245 . : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 17, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 2008276-0010 (AVS-010) D FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed October 31, 2008.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty)
days would remain between the date of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to
file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time period which can be extended under 37
C.F.R. § 1.136(a).

The request was signed by John D. Lanza on behalf of all attorneys of record. All attorneys/agents
have been withdrawn. Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

All future correspondence will be directed to the first named inventor Steven Blumenau at the
address indicated below.

There is an outstanding Office action mailed September 8, 2008 that requires a reply from the
applicant.
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Williams at 571-272-
2991.

Terri Williams
Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

cc: Steven Blumenau
c/o Avalere, Inc.
139 Newbury Street

Framingham, MA 01701
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[ APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT ] ATTY. DOCKET NO./TITLE ]
11/283,245 11/17/2005 Steven Blumenau 2008276-0010 (AVS-010)
CONFIRMATION NO. 6097
24280 POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

CHOATE, HALL & STEWART LLP

WO INTERNATIONAL PLACE I D

~BOSTON, MA 02110
Date Mailed: 11/17/2008

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 10/31/2008. '

» The withdrawal as attorney in this application has been accepted. Future correspondence will be mailed to the
new address of record. 37 CFR 1.33.

Ntswilliams/

Office of Data Management, Application Assistance Unit (571) 272-4000, or (571) 272-4200, or 1-888-786-0101

page 1 of 1
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Commissioner for Patents
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CHOATE, HALL & STEWART LLP COPY MAILED

TWO INTERNATIONAL PLACE

BOSTON, MA 02110 JAN 2 6 2009
OFFCE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Steven Blumenau, et al. :
Application No. 11/283,246 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 17, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW
Attorney Docket No. 1092-011 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed October 31, 2008.

The request is DISMISSED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Choate, Hall & Stewart, LLP
has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on November 25, 2008. Accordingly,
the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the below-listed
address until otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at 571-272- 1642.

/AMW

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: IRON MOUNTAIN INCORPORATED
745 ATLANTIC AVENUE
BOSTON, MA 02111
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CHOATE, HALL & STEWART LLP

TWO INTERNATIONAL PL - |

BOSTON, MRAN321110 ACE COPY MAlLED
FEB 2 3 2009

QFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Steven BLUMENAN, et al : :
Application No. 11/283,252 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 17, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW
Attorney Docket No. 1092-003 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed October 31, 2008.

The request is NOT APPROVED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Choate, Hall & Stewart LLP,
has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on November 26, 2008. Accordingly,
the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

All future communications from the Office will be directed to the below-listed address until
otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at 571-272- 6735.

@\’/@\
Diane Goodwyn

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: BAINWOOD HUANG & ASSOCIATES LLC
2 CONNECTOR ROAD
WESTBOROUGH, MA 01581
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Choate, Hall & Stewart, LLP COPY MAILED
Two International Place
Boston, MA 02110 NOV 2 6 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Steven Blumenau et al. :
Application No. 11/283,253 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 17, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 2008276-0005 (AVS-005) : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) or 37
C.F.R. § 10.40 filed October 31, 2008.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. The Office requires the practitioner(s) requesting withdrawal to certify
that he, she, or they have: (1) given reasonable notice to the client, prior to the expiration of the
response period, that the practitioner(s) intends to withdraw from employment; (2) delivered to the
client or a duly authorized representative of the client all papers and property (including funds) to
which the client is entitled; and (3) notified the client of any responses that may be due and the
time frame within which the client must respond, pursuant 37 CFR 10.40(c).

The request was signed by John D. Lanza, on behalf of all attorneys/agents associated with
customer number 24280. All attorneys/agents associated with customer number 24280 have been
withdrawn.

Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

The correspondence address has been changed to the first signing inventor, since no assignee has
properly intervened in this application. If an assignee would like to intervene in this application

" and receive future correspondence then the proper power of attorney documents and a statement
under 37 CFR 3.73(b) must be submitted. The new address is copied below.
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Kimberly Inabinet at 571-272-
4618.

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

cc: Steven Blumenau
c/o Avalere, Inc.
139 Newbury Street

Framingham, MA 01701
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[ APPLICATIONNUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE [ FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT | ATTY. DOCKETNOJTITLE |
11/283,253 11/17/2005 Steven Blumenau 2008276-0005 (AVS-005)
CONFIRMATION NO. 6106
24280 ) POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

CHOATE, HALL & STEWART LLP

W INTERNATIONAL PLACE e N

BOSTON, MA 02110
. Date Mailed: 11/26/2008

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attomey filed 10/31/2008.

» The withdrawal as attorney in this application has been accepted. Future correspondence will be mailed to the
new address of record. 37 CFR 1.33.

/kainabinet/

Office of Data Management, Application Assistance Unit (571) 272-4000, or (571) 272-4200, or 1-888-786-0101

page 1 of 1
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CHOATE, HALL & STEWART LLP COPY MAILED
TWO INTERNATIONAL PLACE .,
BOSTON MA 02110 | NOV 2 4 2408

In re Application of

BLUMENAU, Steven et al. :
Application No. 11/283,254 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 17, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 2008276-0006 (AVS-006) : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b), filed
October 31, 2008.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every attorney/agent seeking to
withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on behalf of another/others. The Office
requires the practitioner(s) requesting withdrawal to certify that he, she, or they have: (1) given reasonable
notice to the client, prior to the expiration of the response period, that the practitioner(s) intends to withdraw
from employment; (2) delivered to the client or a duly authorized representative of the client all papers and
property (including funds) to which the client is entitled; and (3) notified the client of any responses that may be
due and the time frame within which the client must respond, pursuant 37 CFR 10.40(c).

The request was signed by John Lanza on behalf of all attorneys of record who are associated with customer No.
24280. All attorneys/agents associated with the Customer Number 24280 have been withdrawn. Applicant is
reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

All future correspondence will be directed to the first named inventor Steven Blumenau at the address indicated
below. '

There is an outstanding Office action mailed October 01, 2008 that requires a reply from the applicant.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Tredelle Jackson at 571-272-2783.

Tredelle D. Jackson
Paralegal Specialist

Office of Petitions

cc: STEVEN BLUMENAU
C/O AVALERE, INC,
139 NEWBURY STREET
FRAMINGHAM MA 01701
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DW May-0?

STEVENS DAVIS MILLER & MOSHER, LLP
1615 L STREET, NW

SUITE 850

WASHINGTON DC 20036

COPY MAILED
MAY 0 9 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
" Palsson et al. : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 11/283,277 : TO WITHDRAW HOLDING OF
Filed: 21 November, 2005 : ABANDONMENT

Atty. Docket No. TPP 31318ADIV

This is a decision on the petition, filed on 23 February, 2007,
to withdraw the holding of abandonment in the above-identified
application.

The application was held abandoned for failure to respond in a
timely manner to the Office action requiring restriction and/or
election mailed on 26 July, 2006. A Notice of Abandonment was
mailed on 26 February, 2007.

Petitioners assert that a proper response was in fact timely
filed in the form of an amendment including an election with
traverse. In support of the petition, petitioners submitted a
copy of a hand delivery receipt acknowledging receipt of an
amendment in response to election of species requirement. The
delivery receipt contains an “Office-date” stamp dated 22 August,
2006, and identifies the application by application number, first
named inventor’s name, invention title, and attorney docket
number. Additionally, petitioners have submitted a copy of the
previously-filed amendment with the present petition.

Petitioners’ response to the restriction or election requirement’
is not of record in the file and cannot be located. However,
M.P.E.P. § 503 states,! “[a] post card receipt which itemizes and
properly identifies the papers which are being filed serves as
prima facie evidence of receipt in the PTO of all the items
listed thereon on the date stamped thereon by the PTO.”
Accordingly, it is concluded that the reply was received in the
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Office on 22 August, 2006, but was not matched with the
application file.

As such, petitioners have made a proper showing that a response
to the Office action mailed on 26 July, 2006, was timely filed.

Accordingly, the Notice of Abandonment is hereby vacated and the
holding of abandonment withdrawn.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application file will be referred to the Technology Center’s
technical support staff for entry of the response. Thereafter,
the application file will be referred to the examiner for action
in due course.

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to the
undersigned at (571)272-3231.

Douglas I. Wood

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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PCE INDUSTRY, INC. Mail Date: 04/21/2010
ATT. Steven Reiss

288 SOUTH MAYO AVENUE
CITY OF INDUSTRY, CA 91789

Applicant : Bin-Hai Guo : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7596794 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 09/29/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/283,293 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/18/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 669 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)
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

INTEL/BSTZ Mail Date: 06/02/2010
BLAKELY SOKOLOFF TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP

1279 OAKMEAD PARKWAY
SUNNYVALE, CA 94085-4040

Applicant : Debendra Das Sharma : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7633877 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 12/15/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/283,303 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

11/18/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 1062 days. The USPTO will
sua sponte issue 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)
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HIGGS, FLETCHER & MACK LLP A D
2600 FIRST NATIONAL BANK BUILDING COPY MAILE
401 WEST "A" STREET SEP 19 2008

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-7910

In re Application of

Ping Ye Zhang, et al. :

Application No. 11/283,326 : ON PETITION
Filed: November 18, 2005 :

Attorney Docket No. 105027-00002

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) to revive the above-identified application,
filed March 5, 2008.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the
Restriction Requirement mailed March 20, 2007, which set a shortened statutory period for reply
of one (1) month or thirty (30) days (whichever is later). A Notice of Abandonment was mailed
on October 19, 2007. On March 5, 2008 the present petition was filed.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
response in the form of an election of the invention to be examined; (2) the petition fee of $770;
and (3) an adequate statement of unintentional delay’.

The application is being referred to Technology Center AU 1651 for agpropriate action by the
Examiner in the normal course of business on the reply received March 5, 2008.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to the undersigned at
(5719 272-3204. All other inquiries regarding this application should be directed to the
Technology Center.

Office of Petitions

' 37CFR 1.137(b)(3) requires a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a
grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional. Whi%e it is not apparent whether the person signing the statement of
unintentional delay was in a position to have firsthand or direct knowledge of the facts and circumstances of the delay at issue, such statement is
being treated as having been made as the result of a reasonable inquiry into the facts and circumstances of such delay. See 37 CFR 10.18(b) and
Changes 1o Patent Practice and Procedure; Final Rule Notice, 62 Fed. Reg. 53131, 53178 (October 10, 1997), 1203 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 63, 103
(Oclo%er 21, 1997). In the event that such an inquiry has not been made, petitioner must make such an inquiry. If such inquiry results in the
discovery that it is not correct that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable
petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional, petitioner'must notify the Office.



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
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STITES & HARBISON PLLC Mail Date: 04/20/2010
401 COMMERCE STREET

SUITE 800
NASHVILLE, TN 37219

Applicant : Lawrence J. Marnett : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7628975 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 12/08/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/283,368 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/18/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 647 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)
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ERIC HANSCOM

7395 PORTAGE WAY

CARLSBAD CA 92011 COPY MAILED
FEB 1 5 2007

In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Turner :

Application No. 11/283,373 ; : ON PETITION

Filed: November 21, 2005

Attorney Docket No. Surfer’s Friend CIP
For: COMBINATION WETSUIT AND
FLOTATION DEVICE AND METHOD OF
USE

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed October 23, 2006 (certificate of
mailing date October 19, 2006), to revive the above-identified application.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply to the non-final Office
action mailed March 6, 2006, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three (3)

months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained.
Accordingly, the application became abandoned on June 7, 2006 for failure to reply. A Notice of
Abandonment was mailed on October 6, 2006.

Petitioner has submitted an amendment in reply to the March 6, 2006 non-final Office action, an
acceptable statement of the unintentional nature of the delay in responding to the March 6, 2006
non-final Office action, and the required petition fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 3617 for consideration of the
amendment filed on October 23, 2006 (certificate of mailing date October 19, 2006).

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3230.

g g Willb Sl ey
Shirene Willis Brantley

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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KONRAD RAYNES & VICTOR, LLP.

ATTN: IBM37

315 SOUTH BEVERLY DRIVE, SUITE 210 CcO

BEVERLY HILLS, CA 90212 PY MAILED
NOV 1 8 2008

In re Application of

WINARSKI, et al. :

Application No. 11/283,374 - : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: November 18, 2005 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)

Attorney Docket No. TUC9-2005-0072-US1

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed November 14, 2008 and
re-submitted November 17, 2008, 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 October 30, 2008 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) 272-7253.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2627 for processing of the
request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the
concurrently filed information disclosure statement.

Nahames)

Monica A. Graves
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.
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HONEY WELL INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY INC

PATENT SERVICES COPY MAILED
101 COLUMBIA DRIVE

PO BOX 2245 MAIL STOP AB/2B SEP 0 5 2006
MORRISTOWN, NI 07962 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of Oroskar et al. :

Application No. 11/283,391 : . Decision on Petition
Filing Date: November 18, 2005

Attorney Docket No. 107360B

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.182, filed February 17, 2006, to change the
name of an inventor. :

The petition is granted.

The name will be changed from Christine M. Rayner to Christine M. Owsley.

A Notice to File Missing Parts was mailed January 3, 2006. The Notice stated the declaration
was not signed by Christine M. Owsley. The filing of the instant grantable petition satisfies the

requirements of the Notice.

The Office of Initial Patent Examination will be informed of the instant decision and will take
steps to prepare the application for examination in due course.

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to Petitions Attorney
Steven Brantleyat (571) 272-3203.

Charles Steven Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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FENWICK & WESTLLP

SILICON VALLEY CENTER | MAILED

801 CALIFORNIA STREET

MOUNTAIN VIEW, CA 94041 JUN 0 2 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of _ :

Preiss et al. : DECISION ON PETITION

Application No. 11/283,417 : TO WITHDRAW

Filed: November 17, 2005 ' : FROM RECORD
Attorney Docket No. 61133-10869 :

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 CFR.
§ 1.36(b), filed April 4, 2006.

The requést is NOT APPROVED because it is moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to practitioners associated with
Fenwick & West LLP, has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on July 26,
2006. Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the below-listed
address until otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 571-272-
6059.

Y

Alicia Kelley
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: ANDRUS, SCEALES, STARKE & SAWALL, LLP
100 EAST WISCONSIN AVENUE, SUITE 1100
MILWAUKEE, WI 53202
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April 2006

Tipton L. Randall

19371 55™ Avenue '. LED 108 17 A6
Chippewa Falls, WI 54729 (. MA APR 17

In re Application of: :
RUTHANN A. MCDUFFEE :  DECISION ON PETITION TO

Serial No.: 11/283,432 : MAKE SPECIAL FOR NEW
Filed: November 19, 2005 : APPLICATION UNDER 37
Docket: TLR-5196 US * CFR.§1.102& MP.EP.§
Title: PORTABLE GOLF PUTTING PRACTICE : 708.02 (VIII)

KIT :

This is a decision on the petition filed on November 19, 2005 to make the above-identified
application special under the accelerated examination procedure set forth in MPEP §
708.02(VIID) and in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.102(d).

The petition to make the application special is DISMISSED.

In support of the petition, petitioner provides: a) the applicable fee; b) a statement that
examination will be limited to the portable golf practice kit encompassed by independent claims
1, 10 and 18; ¢) a statement that a search has been made on the US PTO online database in Class
473, subclasses 157, 160-163, 171-174 and 180-184; d) a PTO-1449 IDS listing references
considered pertinent; and e) a detailed discussion of the references.

For accelerated examination under MPEP § 708.02(VIII) in accordance with 37 C.F.R. §
1.102(d), a showing of the following is required: a) the applicable petition fee; b) all claims are
directed to a single invention, or if the Office determines that all the claims presented are not
obviously directed to a single invention, applicant will make an election without traverse; c) a
statement that a pre-examination search was made, listing the field of search by class and
subclass; d) a copy of each of the references deemed most closely related to the claimed subject
matter; and e) a detailed discussion of the references pointing out with the particularity required
by 37 CFR 1.111 (b) and (c), how the claimed subject matter is distinguishable over the
references.

The requirements of MPEP § 708.02(VIII)(a), (¢) and (d) are considered to have been met.
However, the petition does not meet the requirements of MPEP § 708.02(VIII)(b) and (e).
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MPEP § 708.02(VIII)(b) requires petitioner to state that all claims are directed to a single
invention, or if the Office determines that all the claims presented are not obviously directed to a
single invention, applicant will make an election without traverse. In the petition, it is stated that
applicant “agrees to restrict examination to the portable golf putting practice kit encompassed by
independent Claims 1, 10 and 18...without traverse.” Applicant does not state that all claims are
directed to a single invention, or that applicant will make an election without traverse should the
Office make a restriction requirement. It is not clear what applicant “agrees to” because during
prosecution the Office, not the applicant, makes a restriction requirement when appropriate.
Further, even if the applicant considers all the independent claims to be directed to a single
invention, the rule requires a statement that he or she will make an election without traverse
should the Office make a restriction requirement. Because the petition does not contain this
statement, it fails to meet the requirements of MPEP § 708.02(VIII)(b).

Regarding the requirement of MPEP § 708.02(VIII)(e), 37 CFR § 1.111 (b) states “[a] general
allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the
language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the references does not comply with
the requirements of this section.” 37 CFR § 1.111 (c) states in part “the applicant or patent
owner must clearly point out the patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present in
view of the state of the art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made.” Applicant
provides a detailed discussion of each reference cited on form PTO-1449 IDS but does not point
out the particular language of claims 1, 10 and 18 that distinguishes from these references.
Applicant’s general allegation that none of the references “provide a portable golf putting
practice kit that includes a case member, having a base portion with upstanding walls and a
planar bottom surface, and a cover portion hinged to the base portion” does not satisfy the
requirements of 37 CFR § 1.111 (c). To meet the requirements of 37 CFR § 1.111 (c), each
independent claim must be compared with each reference, and the patentable novelty in each
independent claim relative to each reference must be clearly pointed out. Because the petition
does not point out the specific language in each independent claim that distinguishes over each
reference, it fails to meet the requirements of MPEP § 708.02(VIII)(e).

While Technology Center Directors may have granted petitions that do not comply with the
detailed discussion requirement of the Accelerated Examination procedure, Technology Center
Director decisions on petitions are not binding precedent of the Patent Examining Corps, and the
application of an improper standard in certain cases does not require the Office to continue to
apply the improper standard in all cases. See In re The Boulevard Entertainment, Inc., 334 F.3d
1336, 1343, 67 USPQ2d 1475, 1480 (Fed. Cir. 2003)).

For the above-mentioned reasons, the petition is dismissed. The application will therefore be
taken up by the examiner for action in its regular turn.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within 2 (two) months of the
date of this decision in order to be considered timely. Any request for reconsideration must
provide: i) a statement that all claims are directed to a single invention, or if the Office
determines that all the claims presented are not obviously directed to a single invention,
applicant will make an election without traverse; and ii) a detailed discussion of each reference
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that clearly points out the specific language in each independent claim that distinguishes over the
reference as required under 37 CFR § 1.111(c).

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Jessica Harrison, Special Program
Examiner, at (571) 272-4449.

ssica J. Harrison, Special Program Examiner
Technology Center 3700 — Mechanical Engineering,
Manufacturing and Products
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Tipton L. Randall
19371 55th Avenue

Chippewa Falls WI 54729

In re Application of: MCDUFFEE :

Appl. No.: 11/283,432 : DECISION ON PETITION to
Filed: November 19, 2005 make SPECIAL under 37 CFR
For: PORTABLE GOLF PUTTING PRACTIC KIT 1.102

This is a decision on the request for reconsideration of the petition filed on April 28, 2006 to
make the above-identified application special under the accelerated examination procedure set
forth in MPEP § 708.02(VIII) and in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.102(d).

The petition to make the application special is Granted.

The petition has been reviewed and is found to be in compliance with the requirements for
special status as set forth in Section 708.02 (VIII) of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedures
(MPEP).

Applicant is advised that the examiner’s search will be restricted to the subject matter
encompassed by the claims. In the event that the application receives a first action rejection,
Applicant is encouraged to arrange for an interview with the examiner, and to provide the
examiner with a working copy of any proposed amendment one working day prior to the
interview. Any amendment filed in response to a first action rejection that would require
broadening the field of search will be treated as an improper response. See MPEP 708.02 (VIII)
for a full explanation of the handling of applications after petition grant.

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to J. Harrison at 571-272-4449.

Petition GRANTED

. Harrison, Special Program Examiner
Technology Center 3700 — Mechanical Engineering,
Manufacturing and Products
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In re Application of
CHARLES ST. GEORGE :
Application No. 11/283,445 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 18, 2005 :

Attorney Docket No. STG 0001P

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
October 8, 2008, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application became abandoned for failure to timely submit corrected formal drawings on or
before May 5, 2008, as required by the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due and the Notice of
Allowability, mailed February 5, 2008. Accordingly, the date of abandonment of this application
is May 6, 2008.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of corrected formal drawings , (2) the petition fee of $770; and (3) a proper
statement of unintentional delay. Accordingly, the failure to timely submit corrected formal
drawings as required by the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due and the Notice of Allowability,
. mailed February 5, 2008, is accepted as being unintentionally delayed.

37 CFR 1.137(b)(3) requires a statement that “the entire delay in filing the required reply from
the due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was
unintentional.” Since the statement appearing in the petition varies from the language required
by 37 CFR 1.137(b)(3), the statement is being construed as the required statement. Petitioner
must notify the Office if this is not a correct reading of the statement appearing in the petition.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272 -
4914,



Application No. 11/283,445 Page 2

This application is being referred to the Office of Data Management for processing into a patent.

Ragesh Krishnamurthy

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of

Theo Kalomirakis, et al. :

Application No. 11/283,497 : ON PETITION

Filed: November 18, 2005 :

Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
August 22, 2007, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is DISMISSED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Notice to File
Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application (Notice), mailed December 27, 2005. The Notice
set a period for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. No extensions of time
under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the application became
abandoned on February 28, 2006.

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by: (1) the required reply,
unless previously filed; (2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(m); (3) a statement that
the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a
grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional; and (4) any terminal
disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d)) required by 37 CFR 1.137(d). Where there is
a question as to whether either the abandonment or the delay in filing a petition under 37 CFR
1.137 was unintentional, the Director may require additional information. See MPEP
711.03(c)(II)(C) and (D). The instant petition lacks item(s) (1).

The drawings fail to comply with the requirement of 37 CFR 1.84(d) which states:

Drawings: One or more application drawings shall be amended in the following manner: Any
changes to an application drawing must be in compliance with § 1.84 and must be submitted on a
- replacement sheet of drawings which shall be an attachment to the amendment document and, in
the top margin, labeled "Replacement Sheet". Any replacement sheet of drawings shall include
all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is
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amended. Any new sheet of drawings containing an additional figure must be labeled in the top
margin as "New Sheet". All changes to the drawings shall be explained, in detail, in either the
drawing amendment or remarks section of the amendment paper.

(1) A marked-up copy of any amended drawing figure, including annotations indicating
the changes made, may be included. The marked-up copy must be clearly labeled as "Annotated
Sheet" and must be presented in the amendment or remarks section that explains the change to
the drawings.

(2) A marked-up copy of any amended drawing figure, including annotations indicating
the changes made, must be provided when required by the examiner.

~ Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS
from the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted.
The reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled “Renewed Petition under

37 CFR 1.137(b).” This is not a final agency action within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. § 704.

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 hand: U. S. Patent and Trademark Office
Customer Service Window, Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

The centralized facsimile number is (571) 273-8300.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
1642.

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of
. Theo Kalomirakis, et al. oo
Application No. 11/283,497 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 18, 2005 :
Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the renewed petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b),
filed January 16, 2008, to revive the above-identified application. ‘

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Notice to File
Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application (Notice), mailed December 27, 2005. The Notice
set a period for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. No extensions of time
under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the application became
abandoned on February 28, 2006

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of replacement drawings, (2) the petition fee of $750, and (3) a proper
statement of unintentional delay.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571)1642.

‘This application is being referred back to the Office of Patent Application Processing for
processing of the reply received January 16, 2008.

Petttions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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NELLCOR PURITAN BENNETT LLC Mail Date: 04/20/2010
ATTN: IP LEGAL
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Applicant : Clark R. Baker JR. : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7657292 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 02/02/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/283,506 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/18/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 1111 days. The USPTO will
sua sponte issue 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)
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In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Itsuro Yoshimoto :

Application No. 11/283,510 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 18, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 026068-00031US : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) or 37 C.F.R.
§ 10.40 filed June 30, 2006.

The request is APPROVED.

A review of the file record indicates that the attorneys and/or agents associated with Customer Number
20350: (1) does not have power of attorney in this patent application; and (2) has been employed or
otherwise engaged in the proceedings in this patent application. In view of the present decision, the
attorneys and/or agents associated with Customer Number 2035 have been withdrawn from the present
application and may not prepare or submit papers under 37 C.F.R. § 1.34, or correspond in any manner in
this application unless appointed in an acceptable power of attorney under 37 C.F.R. § 1.32(b).

All future correspondence will be directed to the first named inventor Itsuro Yoshimoto at the address
indicated below.

Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.
There is no outstanding Office action at this time.

Teleghgne inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Williams at 571-272-2991.

avid'Bucti
etitions Exayr_xiner
Office of Petitions

cc:  Itsuro Yoshimeto
1108 Robin Court
Sunnyvale, CA 94087



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

GATES & COOPER LLP
HOWARD HUGHES CENTER
6701 CENTER DRIVE WEST, SUITE 1050 COPY MAILED
LOS ANGELES CA 90045 .

JUN 2 1 2007
In re Application of :
Goddard, et al. : OFHCEOFPENHONS
Application No. 11/283,526 : ON PETITION
Filing Date: November 18, 2005

Attorney Docket No.: G&C 669.23-:
Us-C5 :

The above-identified application has been forwarded to the
Office of Petitions for consideration of the “RESPONSE TO NOTICE
TO FILE MISSING OF PARTS NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION,” filed
March 2, 2006, to accord the above-identified application a
filing date of November 18, 2005, presumably with Page 69 of the
specification as part of the disclosure of application.

The petition is hereby DISMISSED.

The application was filed on November 18, 2005. The Notice
mailed January 3, 2006 by the Office of Initial Patent
Examination (OIPE) indicated, inter alia, that the application
had been accorded a filing date but that Page 69 of the
specification appeared to be omitted from the application as
filed.

The Notice indicated that the filing date of the application
would be the date of receipt of the omitted item and further
indicated that any assertion that the omitted item was submitted
or was not necessary for a filing date must be by way of
petition. The Notice also advised that a petition for a later
filing date could be requested, such date being the date of
submission of the omitted item.

Petitioners herein neither petition for a later filing date nor
provide any evidence to establish that Page 69 of the
specification was present in the Office on November 18, 2005,
such as a date stamped itemized postcard acknowledging Office
receipt of the item in question. See, MPEP 503. Instead,
petitioners argue that the information contained on page 69 can
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be found in other parts of the application as filed. Petitioners
have provided a copy of Page 69 of the specification.

Without any supporting documentation to establish the presence
of Page 69 in the Office on November 18, 2005, petitioners are
not entitled to have said page entered into the record. To wit,
petitioners remain entitled to a filing date of November 18,
2005 without Page 69 of the specification being entered into the
record. A preliminary amendment canceling reference to Page 69
of the specification prior to the issuance of the first Office
action on the merits to avoid further delays in examination
should be submitted.

However, an applicant desiring to submit the omitted item and
accept the date of such submission as the application filing
date must file a petition for a later filing date along with any
omitted items with an oath or declaration in compliance with 37
CFR 1.63 and 1.64, as indicated in the Notice previously mailed.

To the extent that petitioners are in possession of evidence to
establish the presence of Page 69 of the specification in the
Office on November 18, 2005, such as by way of return receipt
postcard, a renewed petition may be submitted within TWO MONTHS
of the mail date of this decision. The time period for seeking
reconsideration of this decision is not extendible under the
provision of 37 CFR 1.136.

The petition fee submitted herewith will not be refunded as the
petition was not necessitated due to Office error.

This application is being directed to OIPE for further
processing with a filing date of November 18, 2005, without
entry of Page 69 into the record.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed
-t he undersigned at (571) 272-3205.

lesiaYM.” Brown
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of

MUKHERJEE, et al. :

Application No. 11/283,527 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: November 18, 2005 - : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)

Attorney Docket No. 1011-69615-03

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed April 10, 2008, 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 pald on March 10, 2008 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) 272-7253.

ThiS application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2117 for processing of the
request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the
concurrently filed Information Disclosure Statement.

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

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

KNOBBE MARTENS OLSON & BEAR LLP Mail Date: 04/20/2010
2040 MAIN STREET
FOURTEENTH FLOOR
IRVINE, CA 92614

Applicant : Yang Wan Kim : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7580012 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 08/25/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/283,529 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/18/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 950 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)
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In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITION
Detlef Teichner, et al. :
Application No. 11/283,547 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 17, 2005 . : TO WITHDRAW
Attorney Docket No. 11336-1205 (P03026US) : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed June 15, 2009.

The request is DISMISSED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Harman — Brinks Hofer
Chicago, Brinks, Hofer, Gilson & Lione has been revoked by the assignee of the patent
application on June 26, 2009. Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is
moot.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the below-listed
address until otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at 571-272-1642.
All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of this application should be directed to
the Technology Center.

[AMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: ROBERT P. HART, ESQ.
HARMAN INTERNATIONAL INDUSTRIES, INCORPORATED
8500 BALBOA BOULEVARD
NORTHBRIDGE, CA 91329
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TUCKER ELLIS & WEST LLP Mail Date: 06/07/2010
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Applicant : Nancy Cam-Winget : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7631347 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 12/08/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/283,554 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

11/18/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 1055 days. The USPTO will
sua sponte issue 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)
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
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KNOBBE MARTENS OLSON & BEAR LLP Mail Date: 04/20/2010
2040 MAIN STREET
FOURTEENTH FLOOR
IRVINE, CA 92614

Applicant : Yi Zheng : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7612080 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 11/03/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/283,556 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/18/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 776 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)



PTO/SB/83 (01-08)

for use through 12/31/2008. OMB 0851-0035

“ﬂ, . - U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
% WSUnaine Paperwork Réduction Act of 1985, no p are required to respond 1o a collection of Information untess it displays a vafld OMB control number.

_ g[, Application Number 11/283,561 (Conf. No. 5950) "\
, QUEST FOR WITHDRAWAL  [Filing Dats November 18, 2005
IRRAS ATTORNEY OR AGENT First Named Inventor Semyon A. Shimanovich
AND CHANGE OF - {Art Unit 1755
CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS  [Examiner Name Anthony J. Green
\ Attomey Docket Number CS-2 Cont. ) .
To: Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Please withdraw me as attomey or agent for the above identified patent application, and

E all the attomeys/agents of record.

D the attomeys/agents (with registration numbers) listed on the attached paper(s), or

D the attomeys/agents associated with Customer Number

NOTE: This box can only be checked when the power of attomey of record in the application is to all the
practitioners associated with a customer number. A

The reasons for this request are: Client has failed to pay one or more bills for an unreasonable period of time
(37 C.F.R. § 10.40(c)(1)(vi))

CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS

1. D The comespondence address is NOT affected by this withdrawal.

2 & Change the correspondence address and direct all future correspondence to:

D The address associated with Customer Number:

OR
Firmor hA.
& Individual Name Earl A. Rogers
Address Concrete Scientific, Inc., P.O. Box 158
City Gardiner [State |NY |Zip |12525
Country USA
Telephone 845-255-0878 |Emait|earl@concretescientific.com
oo | D lipin »
Name  |Adam M. Saltzmar’ Registration No.  |52,188
Date February 1, 2007 Telephone No. 212-596-9000

NOTE: Withdrawa! is effective when approved rather than when received. Unless thers are at least 30 days between approva! of withdrewa) and the explration
date of @ time perfod for response or possible extension period, the request to withdraw Is normally disapproved.

This coflection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.38. The information is required to obtain of retain’a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USFTO
to process) an application. Confidentiality is govened by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 12 minutes to complete,
including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments
on the amount of time you require 1o complele this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent
and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

If you need asslistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-8199 and select option 2. | Amesican Logainet. inc.
www.USCoustForms.com
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Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-145(

www.uspto.gov

RISSMAN JOBSEHENDRICKS & OLIVERIO, LLP

100 Cambridge Street A

Suite 2101 i COPY MAILED

BOSTON MA 02114 JAN 0 3 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Nahill et al. :

Application No. 11/283,566 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 18, 2005
Attorney Docket No. G0003/7291C1

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
December 12, 2007, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This above-identified application became abandoned for failure to timely file a reply to the non-
final Office Action of May 15, 2007. The non-final Office Action set a three (3) month
shortened statutory period for reply. No timely extension of time was obtained under the
provisions of 37 CFR §1.136(a). Accordingly, this application became abandoned on August
16, 2007. This decision precedes the mailing of a Notice of Abandonment.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of an amendment and specification, (2) the petition fee of $1, 540 and 3)a
proper statement of unintentional delay.

A three (3) month extension of time was requested with the instant petition. However, pursuant
to 37 CFR 1.136 (a), an extension of time must be filed prior to the expiration of the maximum
extendable period for reply. See In re Application of S., 8 USPQ2d 1630, 1631 (Comm’r Pats.
1988). Petitioner is ineligible for any extensions of time, nor is an extension of time fee required
to revive the application. Accordingly, $1,540.00 will be credited.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3215.
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This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 1791 for appropriate action by the
Examiner in the normal course of business on the reply received

WW

Charlema Grant
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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MIDDLETON & REUTLINGER Mail Date: 04/21/2010
2500 BROWN & WILLIAMSON TOWER

LOUISVILLE, KY 40202

Applicant : Randall G. Bush : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7588142 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 09/15/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/283,601 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/18/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 867 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)
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

PEARNE & GORDON LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
1801 EAST 9TH STREET

SUITE 1200
CLEVELAND, OH 44114-3108

Applicant : Roy L. Bonds : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7604766 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/20/20009 : TERM ADJUSIMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/283,624 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/21/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 780 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)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.usplo.gov

COOK, ALEX, MCFARRON, MANZO,

CUMMINGS & MEHLER LTD
SUITE 2850 ' COPY MAILED
‘ 200 WEST ADAMS STREET
CHICAGO IL 60606 SEP 2 0 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Daniel R. Adams, et al :
Application No. 11/283,644 ' : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: November 21, 2005 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b)
Attorney Docket No. 0712-0159.10 :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
April 20, 2007, 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 Rejection of August 2,
2006, is accepted as having been unintentionally delayed.

An extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136 must be filed prior to
the expiration of the maximum extendable period for reply. See
In re Application of S., 8 USPQ2d 1630, 1631 (Comm’r Pats. 1988).
Accordingly, since the $1,020 extension of time submitted with
the petition on April 20, 2007 was subsequent to the maximum
extendable period for reply, the fee will be credited to account
no. 50-1039 as authorized.

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

This matter is being referred to Technology Center AU 3683.

NEVSZN

Karen Creasy
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450
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HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP :
901 MAIN STREET, SUITE 3100 | COPY MAILED
DALLAS TX 75202

< MAY 2 9 2007
In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
William Edward BUDZILENI, et al : '
Application No. 11/283,665 o DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 23667.196 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed February 15, 2007. '

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The request cannot be approved because no reasons for withdrawal have been provided. The
Office cannot, at this time, determine whether practitioner’s request is one of the mandatory or
permissive reasons enumerated in 37 CFR 10.40. Any subsequent requests must include reasons
for withdrawal." Please note that there is a space provided for on PTO/SB/83 (Request to
Withdraw as Attorney or Agent) to supply practitioner’s reasons.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the above-listed
address until otherwise notified by applicant.

There are no pending Office actions at the present time.

Telephone inquiiries concerning this decision should be directed to Diane Goodwyn at 571-272-
6735. ' ‘

Petitions Exa_n_]iner
Office of Petitions

cc: TODD MATTINGLY
KING & SPALDING, L.L.P.
1100 LOUISIANA, SUITE 4000
HOUSTON TX 77002
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
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COOPER & DUNHAM, LLP

30 ROCKEFELLER PLAZA

20TH FLOOR '

NEW YORK, NY 10112 MAILED
JUL 142009

In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Robin Sperle, et al. :

Application No. 11/283,667 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 21, 2005
Attorney Docket No. 2347/75176

This is a decision on the petition, filed May 22, 2009, which is being treated as a petition under
37 CFR 1.181 (no fee) requesting withdrawal of the holding of abandonment in the above-
identified application.

There is no indication that the person signing the instant petition was ever given a power of
attorney or authorization of agent to prosecute the above-identified application. In accordance
with 37 CFR 1.34(a), the signature appearing on the petition shall constitute a representation to
the United States Patent and Trademark Office that he/she is authorized to represent the
particular party in whose behalf he/she acts. However, if petitioner desires to receive future
correspondence regarding this application, the appropriate power of attorney or authorization of
agent must be submitted. A courtesy copy of this decision is being mailed to petitioner.
Nevertheless, all future correspondence regarding this application file will be directed solely to
the address of record until otherwise instructed.

It is not apparent whether the statement of unintentional delay was signed by a person who would
have been in a position of knowing that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due
date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was
unintentional. Nevertheless, in accordance with 37 CFR 10.18, the statement is accepted as
constituting a certification of unintentional delay. However, in the event that petitioner has no
knowledge that the delay was unintentional, petitioner must make such an inquiry to ascertain
that, in fact, the delay was unintentional. If petitioner discovers that the delay was intentional,
petitioner must so notify the Office.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application was held abandoned for failure to reply to the final Office action mailed April
21, 2008, which set a three (3) month shortened statutory period for reply. A Notice of
Abandonment was mailed on April 13, 2009.

Petitioner asserts that the Office action dated April 21, 2008 was not received.
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A review of the written record indicates no irregularity in the mailing of the Office action, and, in
the absence of any irregularity, there is a strong presumption that the Office action was properly
mailed to the practitioner at the address of record. This presumption may be overcome by a
showing that the Office action was not in fact received. In this regard, the showing required to -
~ establish the failure to receive the Office action must consist of the following:

1. astatement from practitioner stating that the Office action was not received by the
" practitioner; '

2. astatement from the practitioner attesting to the fact that a search of the file jacket
and docket records indicates that the Office action was not received; and

3. acopy of the docket record where the non-received Office action would have been
entered had it been received and docketed must be attached to and referenced in the
practitioner’s statement.

See MPEP § 711.03(c) under subheading "Petition to Withdraw Holding of Abandonment Based
on Failure to Receive Office Action," and “Withdrawing the Holding of Abandonment When
Office Actions Are Not Received,” 1156 Official Gazette 53 (November 16, 1993).

The petition satisfies the above-stated requirements. Accordingly, the application was not
abandoned in fact.

In view of the above, the Notice of Abandonment is hereby vacated and the holding of
abandonment withdrawn.

This is also decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
May 22, 2009, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is DISMISSED.

This application is being referred to the Technology Center technical support staff of Art Unit
2168 for re-mailing the Office action of April 21, 2008. The period for reply will run from the
mailing date of the Office action.

/dab/

David Bucci
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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BIRCH STEWART KOLASCH & BIRCH Mail Date: 05/11/2010
PO BOX 747
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22040-0747

Applicant : Leszek Cieplinski : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7636094 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 12/22/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/283,671 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

11/22/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 518 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)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

. P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
MA' LED www.uspto.gov
KAPLAN GILMAN GIBSON & DERNIER L.L.P. 0CT 02 ZUUB
900 ROUTE 9 NORTH 2100
WOODBRIDGE NJ 07095 TECHNOLOGY CENTER
In re Application of: SASAKI et al. . DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Application No. 11/283,675 PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Filed: November 21, 2005 ’ PROSECUTION HIGHWAY PILOT
For: BATTERY AND AUTHENTICATION PROGRAM AND PETITION TO
REQUESTING DEVICE MAKE SPECIAL UNDER 37 CFR
' ' ' 1.102(d)

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH)
program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed July 25, 2008 to make the above-
identified application special.

The request and petition are DISMISSED.
A grantable request to participate in the PPH program and petition to make special require:

(1) The U.S. application must validly claim priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) to one or
more applications filed in the JPO; -

(2) Applicant must submit a copy of the allowable/patentable claim(s) from the JPO
application(s) along with an English translation thereof and a statement that the
English translation is accurate;

(3) All the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended
to sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the JPO
application(s); ' '

(4) Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;

(5) Applicant must submit a copy of all the office actions from each of the JPO
application(s) containing the allowable/patentable claim(s) along with an English
translation thereof and a statement that the English translation is accurate;

(6) Applicant must submit an IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in
the JPO office action along with copies of documents except U.S. patents or U.S.
patent application publications; and
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(7) The required petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).
The request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition fail to include:
A. Item 3 above. Specifically,

1) Claims 8 an 9 of the instant application differ in scope form the corresponding claims 1 and 2 of the
Japanese allowed application, because:

LS I 1)

a) The allowed Japanese claims 1 and 2 recite “means for receiving”, “means for generating”, “code

generating means for”, etc, whereas the corresponding claims 8 and 9 of instant US application recites “a

3 ¢

portion receiving ...”, “a portion generating..”, etc. , the different claim recitations change the scope of
the respective claims. ‘

Applicant is requested to review all the claims in view of the comments above to make sure that all the
claims are in compliance with guidelines set forth above for a grantable petition to make special.

The Petition is DISMISSED.

Applicant is given a time period of ONE MONTH or THIRTY DAYS, whichever is longer, to correct the
deficiencies. NO EXTENSION OF TIME UNDER 37 CFR 1.136 IS PERMITTED. '

If the deficiencies are not corrected with the time period given, the application will await action in its
regular turn.

Response must submitted by EFS-Web using the document description "Petition to make special under
Pat Pros Hwy".

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Mano Padmanabhan at 571-272-4210.

- All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application should be directed to Patent

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system.

/Mano Padmanabhan/

Mano Padmanabhan

Quality Assurance Specialist, Technology Center 2100, Workgroup 2180
571-272-4210
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_ M A“_ Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
GIBSON & DERNIER L.L.P.
900 ROUTE 9 NORTH
SUITE 504 FEB 18 2009 B
WOODBRIDGE NJ 07095 DIRECTOR OFFICE
: TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600
In re Application of: SASAKI et al.
Application No.: 11/283,675 DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Filed: November 21, 2005 PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
: PROSECUTION HIGHWAY

For: BATTERY AND PROGRAM AND PETITION TO

AUTHENTICATION MAKE SPECIAL UNDER 37 CFR

REQUESTING DEVICE 1.102(d)

This is a decision on the supplemental request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway
(PPH) program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed October 15, 2008, to make the
above-identified application special.

The petition is GRANTED.
A grantable request to participate in the PPH program and petition to make special require:

(1) The U.S. application must validly claim priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) to one or more
applications filed in the JPO;

(2) Applicant must submit a copy of the allowable/patentable claim(s) from the JPO
application(s) along with an English translation thereof and a statement that the English
translation is accurate;

(3) All the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended to
sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the JPO application(s);

(4) Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;
(5) Applicant must submit a copy of the latest office actions (other than “Decision to Grant a

~ Patent”) from each of the JPO application(s) containing the allowable/patentable claim(s) along
with an English translation thereof and a statement that the English translation is accurate;
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(6) Applicant must submit an IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in the
JPO office action along with copies-of documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent application
publications; and

(7) The required petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).

The request to participate in the PPH program and petition are found to comply with the above
requirements. Claims 8 and 9 have been amended to recite “means for” in certain elements
corresponding claims 1 and 2 of the Japanese allowed application, as required by the Decision on
Request mailed on October 2, 2008. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been
accorded "special" status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Ricky Ngo 571-272-3139.

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application is acce351b]e in the
PAIR system at http://www.uspto.gov/ebc/index.html.

The application is being forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with
this decision.

/Ricky Ngo/

Ricky Ngo
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Technology Center 2400
571-272-3139



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

GIBSON & DERNIER LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
900 ROUTE 9 NORTH

SUITE 504
WOODBRIDGE, NJ 07095

Applicant : Dai Sasaki : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7617395 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 11/10/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/283,675 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/21/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 1024 days. The USPTO will
sua sponte issue 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)



. UNI_TED’ 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

OLIFE & BERRIDGE PLC

PO.BOX320850 -« . aOPY M
ALEXANDRIA, VA 223204850 - =~ COPY MAILED

NOV 2 7 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Tomoyoshi Kobayashi, et al. o '
Application No. 11/283,683 ' : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: November 22, 2005 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Attorney Docket No. 1260730062-01000 : :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed November 27, 2009, 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 October 16, 2009 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 regarding this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-1642.
All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of this application should be directed to
the Technology Center.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3754 for processing of the request
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
informati_o_n disclosure statement.

/AMW/

April M. Wise
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

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

HARNESS, DICKEY & PIERCE, P.L.C. Mail Date: 07/06/2010
P.O. BOX 8910

RESTON, VA 20195

Applicant : Stefan Keller—-Tuberg : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7639689 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 12/29/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/283,710 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

11/22/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 1039 days. The USPTO will
sua sponte issue 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)



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

Date Q{@u’é ¥, 9709

Patent No. :7504962

Inventor(s) : Joseph S. Smith

Issued : March 17, 2009

Title :APPARATUS FOR ENCLOSING A SMOKE DETECTOR

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 1.322 and 1.323.

An error on a patent can be corrected by a certificate of correction, if appropriate. Accordingly, a petition under
C.F.R. 1.182 is required to correct the alleged error concerning the inventor’s address. Since this information is
printed solely in accordance with the typewritten information provided on the Declaration, Oath or ADS, and since
the error was the result of applicant’s failure to comply with the requirement that the complete and correct
information be provided accordingly; correction is not warranted consideration under the provisions of Rules 37
CFR 1.322. Consideration under 37 CFR 1.323 in this case should be filed with a petition under 37 CFR. 1.182.

Any petition under 37 CFR 1.182 should be directed to the attention of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents
using the following mailing address or FAX number.

By Mail: Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks
Box PETITIONS
Washington, D.C. 20231

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

EFS web uspto.gov/ebc/index.html :
(must be registered as an e-filer to submit responses)
Technical Support 1-866-217-9197

If the petition under 37 CFR 1.182 is filed and granted the patentee would be entitled to a certificate of correction
under 37 CFR 1.323 (required fee currently $100).



f s .

Any telephone inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Ms. A. Green at (703) 308-9380 ext.
123. ’

ary Diggs, Supervisor
Decisions & Certificates

of Correction Branch N ‘
(703) 308-9390 or (703) 308- 23 70 e (35

Grant K. Rowan

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr LLP
1875 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20006

/arg



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

Date

Patent No. 17504962

Inventor(s) : Joseph S. Smith

Issued . :March 17,2009

Title :APPARATUS FOR ENCLOSING A SMOKE DETECTOR

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 1.322 and 1.323.

An error on a patent can be corrected by a certificate of correction, if appropriate. Accordingly, a petition under
C.F.R. 1.182 is required to correct the alleged error concerning the inventor’s address. Since this information is
printed solely in accordance with the typewritten information provided on the Declaration, Oath or ADS, and since
the error was the result of applicant’s failure to comply with the requirement that the complete and correct
information be provided accordingly; correction is not warranted consideration under the provisions of Rules 37
CFR 1.322. Consideration under 37 CFR 1.323 in this case should be filed with a petition under 37 CFR. 1.182.

Any petition under 37 CFR 1.182 should be directed to the attention of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents
using the following mailing address or FAX number.

By Mail: Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks
Box PETITIONS
Washington, D.C. 20231

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

EFS web uspto.gov/ebe/index.html
(must be registered as an e-filer to submit responses)
Technical Support 1-866-217-9197

If the petition under 37 CFR 1.182 is filed and granted the patentee would be entitled to a certificate of correction
under 37 CFR 1.323 (required fee currently $100).



o-

Any telephone inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Ms. A. Green at (703) 308-9380 ext.
123.

ary glggs, Supervisor

Decisions & Certificates
of Correction Branch

(703) 308-9390 or (703) 308-/57(/

Grant K. Rowan

Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr L.LP
1875 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20006

/arg



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED
MAR 252010

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

WILMERHALE/DC
1875 PENNSYLVANIA AVE NW
WASHINGTON DC 20006

In re Patent No. 7,504,962

Issue Date: March 17, 2009 :

Application No. 11/283,712 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 22, 2005 :

.Attorney Docket No. 0291362.00120US1

This is a decision on the “PETITION PURSUANT TO 37 CFR 1.1827, filed
July 10, 2009.

The petition is GRANTED:

Petitioner has requested to have a Certificate of Correction issued,
correcting the address of inventor Smith.

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

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

g

Cliff Congo
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

| APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING/RECEIPT DATE Il FIRST NAMED APPLICANT I ATTORNEY DOCKET NUMBER

11/283,736 11/22/2005 , Dong-Ju Kang 49168

ROYLANCE ABRAMS, BERDO & GOODMAN, L.L.P.
1300 19TH STREET, N.W.

SUITE 600

WASHINGTON, DC 20036

DATE MAILED: February 12, 2007

DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.138(d) filed February 5, 2007, requesting for a refund
of any previously paid search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The express abandonment is recognized. Any previously paid search fee and excess claims fee are
hereby refunded. ‘

Any inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the Pre-Grant Publication Division at
(703) 605-4283.

~ Barbara J Debpam
Pre-Grant Publication Division

5/20/04



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
- P.O. Box 1450
: Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.uspto.gov

I APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR lATTORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO. ]
11/283,739 11/22/2005 ~ Sung-ryong Shin 49718 5675
7590 01/20/2009 I EXAMINER I
ROYLANCE, ABRAMS, BERDO & GOODMAN, L.L.P. COLES, EDWARD L
1300 19TH STREET, N.W. :
SUITE 600 r ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER ]
WASHINGTON,, DC 20036 - 2625 ’
’ r MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
01/20/2009 PAPER

DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.138(d), requesting for a refund of any previously paid
search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The express abandonment is recognized. Any' previously paid search fee and excess claims fee are
hereby refunded. '

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.

Office of Data Management

Adjustuent date: g1/21/ ’ Ad justaent Date: A1/21/2809 BPOMELL
éy’;’g/el?gils EAVALEU1' 60008047 | 190574 S o ThreF S0, aaedt caelbs te1sa164

. -560.86 0p

: Page 1 of 1
FORM PET651G (Rev. 08/07)



Rggln Ref: @1/21/2089 BPOWELL 8015484788
DA#:182220° Name/Number:11263739

FC: 9284 $560.00 CR



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Paper No.
MCKENNA LONG & ALDRIDGE LLP
1900 K STREET, NW
WASHINGTON DC 20006
MAILED
FEB 25 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of : :
Sung Ho Chu : DECISION ON

Application No. 11/283,756 : PETITION
Filed: November 22, 2005
Attorney Docket No.8737.071.00:

This is a decision on the “PETITION TO WITHDRAW HOLDING OF
ABANDONMENT BASED ON EVIDENCE THAT A REPLY WAS TIMELY FILED,"”
filed September 9, 2008.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to
submit drawings within three months of the mailing date, May 5,
2008, of the Notice of Allowability. This Office action set a
three-month nonextendable statutory period for reply. No
drawings considered received, the above-identified application
became abandoned on August 6, 2008. A courtesy Notice of
Abandonment was mailed on August 28, 2008.

In response, applicant timely filed the instant petition.
Applicant maintains that the corrected drawings were timely
filed as required by, and within the three-month period set in,
the Notice of Allowability (PTO-37), mailed May 5, 2008. 1In
support thereof, applicant submits a copy of their date-stamped
postcard receipt. Further, applicant acknowledges that the
drawings as filed mistakenly referenced an incorrect application
number (with all other identifying information being correct)
and requests that the drawings be transferred from the incorrect
application to this application. ‘

A review of the petition and of the record confirms that the
response, as applicant maintains, was filed on August 1, 2008.
Further, a review of the record reveals that applicants’ filing



Application No. 11/283,756 : Page 2

error has been corrected. The papers filed August 1, 2008,
including the drawings, have been “moved” from the electronic
record of the incorrectly identified application to the record
of the instant application. It is confirmed that, with the
exception of the application number, the response included the
correct identifying information. The drawings are considered
timely filed.

In view thereof, the notice of abandonment mailed August 28,
2008 and the holding of abandonment are hereby WITHDRAWN.

The petition under § 1.181 is GRANTED.
No fee is required on petition under § 1.181.

The Office of Data Management has been advised of this decision.
The application is, thereby, forwarded for consideration of the
replacement drawings filed August 1, 2008 (and resubmitted on
petition filed September 9, 2008) and for processing of this
application into a patent.

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

Office ot Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MCKENNA LONG & ALDRIDGE LLP MAILED

1900 K STREET, NW

WASHINGTON, DC 20006 MAR 0 3 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Sung Ho CHU :

Application No. 11/283,756 : DECISION DISMISSING PETITION

Filed: November 22, 2005 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(q)
Attorney Docket No. 8737.071.00 : : :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(a), filed March 2, 2009, 'ro withdraw
the above-identified application from issue.

The petition is DISMISSED AS MOOT since this application is now abandoned for failure to
submit corrected drawings on or before August 5, 2008 as required by the Notice of
Allowability (PTO-37), mailed May 5, 2008.

In view of the above, the petition to withdraw from issue must be dismissed as involving
a moot issue.

- Petitioner may wish to consider filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.137 to revive this
application.

A petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) requires that petitioner submit (1) the reply in the form
of payment of the issue fee, the publication fee, and corrected formal drawings , (2)
the petition fee of $1620; and (3) an adequate statement of unintentional delay.

Inquiries concerning this decmon may be directed to the underagned at (871) 272-
7253.

/Monica A. Graves/
Petitions Examiner, Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.usplo.gov

MCKENNA LONG & ALDRIDGE LLP
1900 K STREET, NW

WASHINGTON, DC 20006 MA".ED

MAR 11 2009
In re Application of _ : OFFICE OF PET]
Sung Ho CHU : TIONS
Application No. 11/283,756 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: November 22, 2005 X UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c}(2)

Attorney Docket No. 8737.071.00

This is a decision on the reconsideration petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2). filed March
11, 2009, 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 July 16, 2008 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 Nofice of Allowance.'

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-7253.
This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 251 8 for processing of the

request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the
concurrently filed information disclosure statement.

/Monica A. Graves/
Petitions Examiner, Office of Petitions

| R ] . . . .
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

REED SMITH LLP ' MAIL
3110 FAIRVIEW PARK DRIVE, SUITE 1400 :

FALLS CHURCH VA 22042
MAR 1 0 2008

In re Application of DIRECTOR OFFICE
Yoshihiro ImaJ o, et al. 5 TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600
Application No. 11/283,766 DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 22, 2005 TO MAKE SPECIAL

For: LIQUID CRYSTAL DISPLAY DEVICE

.This is a decision on the petition filed January 24, 2006, under Manual of Patent Examination Procedure
§708.02, VIII requesting accelerated examination.

The petition under Manual of Patent Examination Procedure §708.02, VIII, must:

(1) be filed prior to receiving any examination by the examiner,

(2) be accompanied by the required fee- $130,

(3) the claims should be directed to a single invention (if it is determined that the claims pertain to more
than one invention, then applicant will have to make an election without traverse or forfeit accelerated
examination status),

-(4) state that a pre-examination search was made, and fully discuss the search method employed, such as
classes and subclasses searched, publications, Chemical abstracts, patents, etc. A search made by a
foreign patent office satisfies this requirement,

(5) be accompanied by a copy of each of the references most closely related to the subject matter
encompassed by the claims if said references are not already of record,

(6) fully discuss the references, pointing out with the particularity required by 37 C.F.R. §1.111 (b) and
(c), how the claimed subject matter is patentable over the references.

The petitioner 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. The
appllcatlon file is being forwarded to the examiner for appropriate action in due course.

Knstéj Zele
Special Pro Examiner
Technology Center 2600

Communications



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

MUNCY, GEISSLER, OLDS & LOWE, PLLC
PO BOX 1364
FAIRFAX, VA 22038-1364

In re Application of

Martin Jeitner

Application No. 11/283,771

Filed: November 22, 2005

Attorney Docket No. 1005/0102PUS1

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

MAILED

0CT 22 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

" DECISION ON PETITION

TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.

§ 1.36(b), filed September 3, 2009.

The request is DISMISSED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Muncy, Geissler, Olds &
Lowe, PLLC has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on September 22, 2009.
Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the below-listed

address until otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at 571-272-1642.
All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of this application should be directed to

the Technology Center.

[AMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: PREH GMBH
AN DER STADTHALLE
D-97616 BAD NEUSTADT/SAALE,
GERMANY



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

NIXON PEABODY, LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
401 9TH STREET, NW
SUITE 900

WASHINGTON, DC 20004-2128

Applicant : Hajime Tokunaga : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7575959 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 08/18/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/283,775 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/22/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 372 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)



\ 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

pn 1100

Staas & Halsey, LLP

Suite 700

1201 New York Avenue, N.W.

Washington, DC 20005

In re Application of: Jun-Ho Park et al : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 11/283,831 :  TO WITHDRAW FINALITY
Filed: November 22, 2005 L :  OF OFFICE ACTION

For: . METHOD, MEDIUM, AND : UNDER 37 CFR 1.181

APPARATUS FOR SELF- PROPELLED
'MOBILE UNIT WITH OBSTACLE

AVOIDANCE DURING

WALL-FOLLOWING ALGORITHIM

This is a decision on applicant’s petition under 37 CFR 1.181 filed on June 23, 2009 to withdraw
the finality of the Office action dated February 25, 2009. '

The petition is DISMISSED as Moot.

Applicant alleges that the finality of the Office action dated February 25, 2009 was improper
because the amendment dated November 28, 2008 does not raise new issues in claim 1 that
would necessitate a new ground of rejection.

A review of the record shows that the examiner rejected claims 1, 4 and 8 on a 102(b) rejection
on Abramson et al.(US 2003/0120839) in the non-final Office action dated July 29, 2008. Claim
8 depends on claim 4 which depends on claim 1. The amendment of November 28, 2008
rewrites claim 1 to incorporate the subject matter of claim 8. The final rejection mailed on
February 25, 2009 rejected the amended claim 1 on a 103 rejection on Abramson et al. which is a
new ground of rejection. However, the finality of the Office action dated February 25, 2009 was
withdrawn in a non-final Office action dated July 14, 2009. The subject petition was handled as
‘arequest for reconsideration and was granted in the non-final office action dated July 14, 2009.

The petition is DISMISSED as MOOT given that the issues raised in the petition are no longer
pendmg

Any questions or comments with respect to this decision should be forwarded to Jack W. Keith
at (571) 272-6878.
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%/W Wptezke

Kathy Matecki, Director
Patent Technology Center 360
(571) 272-5150

jwk/lm: 12/28/09
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAIL

SUGHRUE MION, PLLC ‘
2100 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N.W. :
SUITE 800 - JAN 297008
WASHINGTON DC 20037 . DIRECTOR'S OFFICE
; TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600
In re Application of : ' L ‘
PAN, HUANXU, et al. : DECISION ON REQUEST TO -
Application No. 11/283,850 : PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Filed: November 22, 2005 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Attorney Doc_k_et No. Q91568 : PILOT PROGRAM AND PETITION
: TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

37 CFR 1.102(d)

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) pilot
program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed December 31, 2007, to make the above-

identified application special.
The request and petition are GRANTED.
A grantable request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition to make special require:

(1) The U.S. application must validly claim priority under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a) to one or more
applications filed in the JPO;

(2) Applicant must submit a copy of the allowable/patentable claim(s) from thejJ PO
application(s) along with an English translation thereof and a statement that the” English
translation is accurate;

(3) All the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended to
sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the JPO appllcatlon(s)

(4) Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;

(5) Applicant must submit a copy of all the office actions from each of the JPO application(s)
containing the allowable/patentable claim(s) along with an English translation thereof and a
statement that the English translation is accurate; '

(6) Applicant must submit an IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in the JPO
office action along with copies of documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent apphcatlon
publications; and

(7) The required petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).



The request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition comply with the above
requirements. Accordlngly, the above-identified application has been accorded “spec1al” status.

Telephone i 1nqu1r1es concemmg this decision should be directed to Kenneth Wleder at 571-272-
2986.

All other i 1nqu1r1es concerning the examination or status of the application should be directed to
Patent Appllcatlon Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. :

The appllcatlon is being forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with
this decision.

A .AM

Kenneth Wieder

Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 2600
Communications
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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BIRCH STEWART KOLASCH & BIRCH Mail Date: 04/20/2010
PO BOX 747
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22040-0747

Applicant : Horng-Long Tyan : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7651744 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 01/26/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/283,872 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/22/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 295 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)
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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BACON & THOMAS, PLLC Mail Date: 05/19/2010
625 SLATERS LANE

FOURTH FLOOR
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314-1176

Applicant : Tai-Xing Yu : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7620412 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 11/17/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/283,877 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

11/22/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 1030 days. The USPTO will
sua sponte issue 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)
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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LITMAN LAW OFFICES, LTD.

P.O. BOX 15035

CRYSTAL CITY STATION

ARLINGTON VA 22215 COPY MAILED

MAY 1 4 2007

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

- BLANCO, Angelica :

Application No. 11/283,886 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 22, 2005 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

Attorney Docket No. 26838.00 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed November 22, 2005, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one of the applicants
is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a statement by applicant. No fee is required

The instant petition includes the declaration of inventor Angelica Blénco, attesting to her age.
Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 571-272-7253.

All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be directed to the
Technology Center.

The application is being forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 3761 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

~

Monica A. es
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov
MERCHANT & GOULD PC
P.O. BOX 2903
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55402-0903 CoPY MAILED
MAR 2 8 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Tomasi :
Application No. 11/283,915 : ON PETITION

Filed: November 21, 2005

Attorney Docket No. 50019.296US01/P06491
For: CIRCUIT TOPOLOGY FOR
REDUCED HARMONIC DISTORTION IN A
SWITCHED-CAPACITOR
PROGRAMMABLE GAIN AMPLIFIER

This is a decision on the correspondence filed February 6, 2006 (certificate of mailing date February
3, 2006) requesting, in effect, withdrawal of the Notice of Omitted Item(s) in a Nonprovisional
Application (Notice), mailed December 30, 2005. The petition will be treated under 37 CFR 182.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.182 is dismissed.

The application was filed on November 21. 2005. However, on December 30, 2005, the Office of
Initial Patent Examination mailed a Notice stating that the application had been accorded a filing date
of November 21, 2005, and advising applicant that Figures SA and 5B described in the specification

~ appeared to have been omitted.

In response, the present petition was filed.

The petition does not allege and is not accompanied by any evidence that any sheets of drawings
containing the labels “Figure SA” and “Figure 5B” were present in the Office on November 21,
2005. While the Brief Description of the Drawings lists Figures SA and 5B, the pertinent drawing
figures in the application file are labeled “Fig. 5 and “Fig. 6”. It is apparent that petitioner referred
to the drawings in an inconsistent manner in the Brief Description of the Drawings and in the
drawing figures.

Therefore, the “Notice” mailed November 21, 2005, was correct in advising applicant that Figures
5A and 5B appeared_to have been omitted. The “Notice” was properly mailed and will not be
withdrawn. The petition fee is required, since the petition was not necessary to correct any PTO
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error. Pursuant to petitioner’s authorization, deposit account no. 13-2725 will be charged the $400.00
petition fee.

To avoid further delay in the examination of the application, a letter to the draftsman correcting the
labeling of the drawing figures should be filed prior to the first Office action.

The application is being returned to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for further processing
with the presently accorded filing date of November 21, 2005. Figures 5A and 5B submitted with the
instant petition will not be processed at this time.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3230.

7 S Wil

E. Shirene Willis
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Patent No.  :737%7283

Inventor(s) : Scott A. Walker et al.

Issued : 5/27/2008 :

Title : COILED TUBING WELLBOR CLEANOUT
Atty.doc./File No.

Request for Certificates of Correction

Consideration has been given to your request for the issuance of a Certificate of Correction,
for the above — identified patent under the provisions of CFR 1.322.

Inspection of the application for the patent reveals that col.17 line 24 is printed in accordance
with the record. Therefore being no fault on the Patent and Trademark Office, It has no
authority to issue a certificate of correction under the provision of 1.322.

In view of the forgoing, your request in this matter, is hereby denied.

Future written correspondence concerning this matter should be filed and directed to
Decisions & Certificates of Correction Branch.

Henry Randall

Cecelia Newman

Decisions & Certificates
of Correction Branch

(703) 308-9390 Ext. 108

HOWREY LLP
2941 FAIRVEIW PARK DRIVE, SUITE 200
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22042

HR/CBN



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450
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KNOBBE MARTENS OLSON &

BEAR LLP
200 MAIN STREET, COPY MALED
IRVINE, CA 92614 DEC 2 8 2007
| OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
David Matthew DENT, et al :
Application No. 11/283,936 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW
Attorney Docket No. RAJAH2.001AUS : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed October 24, 2007.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty)
days would remain between the date of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to
file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time period which can be extended under 37
C.F.R. § 1.136(a).

The request was signed by Daniel Hart on behalf of all attorneys of record who are associated with
customer No. 20995.

All attorneys/agents associated with Customer Number 20995 have been withdrawn.
Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

The request to change the correspondence of record is not acceptable as the requested
correspondence address is not that of: (1) the first named signing inventor; or (2) an intervening
assignee of the entire interest under 37 C.F.R 3.71. All future communications from the Office
will be directed to the first named 51gn1ng inventor at the first copied address below until otherwise
properly notified by the applicant.
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In order to request or take action in a patent matter, the assignee must establish its ownership of the
patent to the satisfaction of the Director. In this regard, a Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) must
have either: (i) documentary evidence of a chain of title from the original owner to the assignee
(e.g., copy of an executed assignment), and a statement affirming that the documentary evidence of
the chain of title from the original owner to the assignee was or concurrently is being submitted for
recordation pursuant to § 3.11; or (ii) a statement specifying where documentary evidence of a
chain of title from the original owner to the assignee is recorded in the assignment records .of the
Office (e.g., reel and frame number).

There are no outstanding Office actions pending at the present time.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Diane Goodwyn at 571-272-
6735.

Petitions Exa_rr_liner
Office of Petitions

cc: DAVID MATTHEW DENT
PUNTA PELICANOS VILLA 49
KM 1.2 CARRETERA LA CRUZ
DE HUANACAXTLE- PUNTA DE MITA
LA CRUZ DE HUANACAXTLE,
NAYARIT MEXICO 63732

cc: RAJAH AND TANN
4 BATTERY ROAD #26-00,
BANK OF CHINA BUILDING
SINGAPORE 049908 ,
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
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INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY GROUP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
FREDRIKSON & BYRON, P.A.

200 SOUTH SIXTH STREET, SUITE 4000

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402

Applicant : Jeff W. Peterson : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7635002 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 12/22/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/283,953 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/21/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 0 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)
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WI(%SH & Fé,_/rkl){(El\%%N LLC
2000 DUKE
SUTE 100 COPY MAILED
ALEXANDRIA VA 1 '
SEP 10 2007

| OFFICE OF PETI
In re Application of : ' TIONS
Steve Silvey : : :
Application No. 1 1/284 011 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 22, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

- Attorney Docket No. SIL-001 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b) filed April 25, 2007.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty)
days would remain between the date of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to
file a response or the expiration date of” the maximum time period which can be extended under 37
C.FR. § 1.136(a).

The request was signed by John L. Welsh on behalf of all attorneys of record who are associated
- with customer No. 21884.

All attorneys/agents associated with the Customer Number 21884 have been withdrawn.
Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

The correspondence address of record has been changed and the new correspondence address is
the address indicated below. . »

There is an outstanding Office action mailed April 25, 2007 that requires a reply from the
apphcant
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at 5 71-272-1642.

AprifM. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: STEVE SILVEY
: 3235 CONTINENTIAL DRIVE
CUMMING, GA 30041
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: ggl\él\odxllssﬂl’ONER FOR PATENTS
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Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

| APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371 (c) DATE |  FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT |~ ATTY.DOCKETNO/TITLE |
11/284,011 11/22/2005 . Steve Silvey SIL-001

CONFIRMATION NO. 5125

21884 M0G0 OO U GO m

WELSH & FLAXMAN LLC I !
2000 DUKE STREET, SUITE 100 0C000000025735466
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

Date Mailed: 09/10/2007

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 04/25/2007.

e The withdrawal as attorney in this application has been accepted. Future correspondence will be mailed to the
new address of record. 37 CFR 1.33.

Office of Il(}(ial Patent Examination (571) 272-4000, or 1-800-PTO-9199
FORMER ATTORNEY/AGENT COPY
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TROXELL LAW OFFICE

SUITE 1404 COPY MAILED

5205

FALLSLgfI[sJEgg(,; \E;zIangou SEP 2 0 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of : DECISION ON PETITION
Yung-Hao Lu :

Application No. 11/284,014

Filed: November 22, 2005

Attorney Docket Number:

BHT-3092-617

This is a decision on the Petition to Revive the Application based
upon unintentional abandonment, filed June 30, 2006.

This Petition is hereby granted.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure
to reply in a timely manner to the Notice to File Missing
Parts of Provisional Application (hereinafter “Notice”),
mailed December 29, 2005. The Notice required an executed
oath or declaration and a late filing fee oath or declaration
surcharge. The Notice set a two (2) month period for reply
from the mail date of the Notice, and also provided for
extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a). No reply having
been received, the application became abandoned March 30,
2006. The mailing of this Decision precedes the mailing of a
Notice of Abandonment.

Applicant files the instant petition, executed oath/declaration and
the appropriate fees.

The application file is being referred to the Office of Initial
Patent Examination for continued processing in due course.

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

bhsghodeee?

L. Woods
Attorney
Office of Petitions
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MYERS BIGEL SIBLEY & SAJOVEC Mail Date: 04/21/2010
PO BOX 37428
RALEIGH, NC 27627

Applicant : Magnus Jendbro : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7634358 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 12/15/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/284,041 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/21/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 931 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)
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- Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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ROBERT J. DEPKE

LEWIS T. STEADMAN

ROCKEY, DEPKE & LYONS, LLC .

SUITE 5450 SEARS TOWER COPY MAILED

CHICAGO IL 60606-6306

- NOV 2 4 2008
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Ken Ozawa ' :
Application No. 11/284,050 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 21, 2005
Attorney Docket Number: 075834.00767

This is a decision on the petition, filed October 9, 2008 which is being treated as a petition
under 37 CFR 1.181, requesting withdrawal of the holding of abandonment in the above-
identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application was held abandoned for failure to properly respond to the final Office
action of December 21, 2007, which set a three (3) month shortened statutory period for
reply. Accordingly, a reply was due on or before March 21, 2008. A Notice of
Abandonment was mailed on June 27, 2008.

Petitioner states that a timely reply was sent via facsimile on June 23, 2008. Petitioner has
provided a copy of the Auto-Reply Facsimile Transmission dated June 23, 2008. A review
of the reply also shows that a statement pursuant to 37 CFR 1.8 was included with the
reply. Petitioner states that a reply to the final Office action is visible-in PAIR. Petitioner
states a reply in the form of an amendment, RCE and three-month extension of time were
submitted on June 23, 2008. ’

Review of the file record shows the originally submitted timely reply sent on June 23,
2008 has been located.

Accordingly, the holding of abandonment for failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office action
of December 21, 2007 is hereby withdrawn and the application restored to pending status.

The address given on the petition differs from the address of record. If appropriate, a change of
address should be filed in accordance with MPEP 601.03. A courtesy copy of this decision is being
mailed to the address given on the petition. However, the Office will mail all future correspondence
solely to the address of record.
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This application is being referred to Art Unit 2873 for appropriate action of the RCE and amendment
in the normal course of business.

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned at (571)
272-3215.

Cheton B Pt

Charlema R. Grant
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

cc: Robert J. Depke
Rockey, Depke & Lyons, LLC
233 S. Wacker Drive, Suite 545
Chicago, 111 60606
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Raul Diaz COPY MAILED
Suite 6B
30 East End Avenue NOV 3 0 2006
New York NY 10028 '

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Diaz et al. :
Application No. 11/284,052 : ON PETITION

Filed: November 22, 2005

Title of Invention: Cabbie Caller liluminated
Signaling Device

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.181 to withdraw the holding of
abandonment, filed September 15, 2006.

The petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment is Dismissed.

Any request for reconsideration should be filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date
of this decision in order to be considered timely. 37 CFR 1.181(f). This time period may
not be extended pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136.

This above-identified application became abandoned for failure to file a response to a
Notice to File Corrected Application Papers which was mailed on December 29, 2005.
The Notice to File Corrected Application Papers set an extendable two (2) month period
for reply. No timely request for extension of time was obtained under the provisions of
37 CFR §1.136(a). Accordingly, this application became abandoned on March 1, 2006.
A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on September 5, 2006.

Petitioner contends the Notice to File Corrected Application Papers mailed on December
29, 2005 was not received.

A review of the record indicates no irregularity in the mailing of the Notice, and in the
absence of any irregularity in the mailing, there is a strong presumption that the Notice of
Allowance was properly mailed to the address of record. This presumption may be
overcome by a showing that the Notice was not in fact received. The showing required
to establish the failure to receive an Office communication must include a statement
from the practitioner stating that the Office communication was not received by the
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practitioner and attesting to the fact that a search of the file jacket and docket records
indicates that the Office communication was not received. A copy of the docket record
where the non-received Office communication would have been entered had it been
received and docketed must be attached to and referenced in practitioner's statement.

For example, if a three month period for reply was set in the nonreceived non-final office
action, a copy of the docket report showing all replies docketed for a date three months
from the mail date of the nonreceived non-final office action must be submitted as
documentary proof of nonreceipt of the Notice." The showing outlined above may not be
sufficient if there are circumstances that point to a conclusion that the non-final office
action may have been lost after receipt rather than a conclusion that the non-final office
action was lost in the mail.

Where applicant is pro se applicant should demonstrate what system is in place upon
receipt of communication from the USPTO. If applicant retains documents in a central
location, makes use of a computer program or calendar such information as well as any
accompanying evidence should be provided on renewed petition. A pro se applicant
must state that the file was searched and that the communication in question has not
been located. The Office is looking for applicant to make a showing that the
communication was not lost after receipt.

Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.4(c), since different matters may be considered by different
branches or sections of the United States Patent and Trademark Office, each distinct
subject, inquiry or order must be contained in a separate paper to avoid confusion and
delay in answering papers dealing with different subjects. Thus petitioner needs to
submit a separate petition for application 29/243,925.

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 facsimile: (671) 273-8300

By delivery service: U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
(FedEx, UPS, DHL, etc.) Customer Service Window,
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

'M.P.E.P. § 711.03(c); See Notice entitled "Withdrawing the Holding of Abandonment
When Office Actions Are Not Received," 1156 O.G. 53 (November 16, 1993).
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Telephone inquiries related to this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571)
272-3215.

it 2- P&

Charlema R. Grant
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

Raul Diaz :

Suite 6B COPY MAILED

30 East End Avenue

New York NYY 10028 JUN 1 8 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of ' o

Diaz et al. .

Application No. 11/284,052 : ON PETITION

Filed: November 22, 2005
Title. Cabbie Caller [lluminated Signaling
Device

This is in response to the communication, filed January 3, 2007 to revive the above-identified
application, which is being treated as a petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment.

The petition is DISMISSED.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision should be submitted within two (2) months frbm
the mail date of this decision and be entitled “Renewed Petition to Withdraw the Holding of
Abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181.” See 37 CFR 1.181({).

On December 29, 2005, the Office mailed a Notice to File Corrected Application Papers
“Notice”, which set a two month shortened statutory period to reply. The application became
abandoned on March 1, 2006, for failure to submit a timely response to the December 29, 2005
Notice. On September 5, 2006 the Office mailed a Notice of Abandonment.

In the present petition, petitioner requests that the Office withdraw the holding of abandonment
due to nonreceipt of the Notice to File Corrected Application Papers. Specifically, petitioner
states that the Notice was not received and there has been a history of nonreceipt of mail.
Petitioner insists that a timely reply was submitted via certified mail on October 13, 2006. The
reply submitted on October 13, 2006 was not timely. The Notice only provided petitioner with
two months to reply. The copy of the Notice sent to you by “Mr. Williams”, did not restart the
time period for reply. Your application was held abandoned on March 1, 2006. It should be
further noted that in addition to drawings the Notice also requires $300.00 in Early Pre-Grant
Publication Fees. Petitioner did not establish that the holding of abandonment should be
withdrawn based on the letter mailed to Mr. Williams. While petitioner has submitted some
evidence that there has been a history of failure to receive mail, this alone is not sufficient. To
establish the holding of abandonment should be withdrawn petitioner should to refer to the
information which follows below.
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DISCUSSION OF PETITION TO WITHDRAW THE HOLDING OF ABANDONMENT

A review of the record indicates no irregularity in the mailing of the Notice, and in the absence
of any irregularity in the mailing, there is a strong presumption that the Office action was
properly mailed to the address of record.

As petitioner is a pro-se applicant, the Office understands that petitioner may not keep a formal
docket record system for his correspondence. Nevertheless, petitioner must provide some sort of
showing explaining the manner in which petitioner receives mail from the USPTO. maintains
explain the system for keeping track of patent matters - where petitioner keeps the
correspondence; where he writes down due dates; how he knows replies are due, etc. In essence,
petitioner must explain how he reminds himself of response due dates and show that the due date
for the Notice of December 29, 2005, was not entered into that system. Petitioner should include
any available documentary evidence of the mail received, covering a reasonable period after
December 29, 2005 to demonstrate nonreceipt of the Notice to File Corrected Application
.Papers. Petitioner should also provide the USPTO with copies of any records or other methods,
which could serve as a reminder of the due date for a response to an Office action, and where
petitioner would have entered the receipt date of the Office action had petitioner received it (for
example, a copy of the outside of a file or a calendar maintained by petitioner), if these
documents are available. Furthermore, petitioner must include a statement from himself, or any
other person at the address who may have handled the Notice to File Corrected Application
Papers, indicating that a search was conducted of the location where the correspondence from the
USPTO would have been kept; however, the Notice to File Corrected Application Papers was
not found. Lastly, petitioner must state that he was, in fact, residing at the correspondence
address of record for a reasonable time after December 29, 2005: the period when he would have
received the Notice of Corrected Application Papers.

In the present petition, petitioner did not submit any statements, documentary evidence, or an
explanation of his method for tracking due dates for filing responses to communications from the
USPTO to show he did not receive the Notice to Filed Corrected Application Papers. Therefore,
the petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment is dismissed.

ALTERNATIVE VENUE

Petitioner is strongly encouraged to consider filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) to revive an
unintentionally abandoned application instead of filing a renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.181
or a petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a).

A grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by:

(1) The reply required to the outstanding Office action or notice, unless previously
filed. In nonprovisional utility application abandoned for failure to respond to a non-final
Office action, the required reply may be met by filing either (A) an argument or
amendment under 37 CFR 1.111 or (B) a continuing application under 37 CFR 1.53(b).

(2) The petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(m), $750.00 for a small entity;
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(3) A statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the
reply until the filing of a grantable petition was unintentional. The Director may require
additional information where there is a question whether the delay was unintentional.

A form for filing a petition to revive an unintentionally abandoned application accompanies this
decision for petitioner’s convenience. If petitioner desires to file a petition under 37 CFR
1.137(b) instead of filing a request for reconsideration, petitioner must complete the enclosed

~ petition form (PTO/SB/64) and pay the $750.00 petition fee.

Petitioner may wish to consider hiring a registered patent attorney or agent to assist in the
prosecution of this application. Additionally, petitioner is encouraged to contact the Inventors
Assistance Center (IAC) by telephone at 800-786-9199 or 571-272-1000, Monday through
Friday from 8:30 AM to 5:30 PM (EST). The IAC provides patent information and services to
the public and is staffed by former Supervisory Patent Examiners and experienced Primary
Examiners who answer general questions concerning patent examining policy and procedure.

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

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

Telephone inquiries related to this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3215.

O@W\W‘“ij

Charlema R. Grant
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

Enclosures: Petition For Revival Of An Application For Patent Abandoned Unintentionally
Under 37 CFR 1.137(b); Form PTO/SB/64, Privacy Act Statement.



. PTO/SB/66 (10-05)
Approved for use through 04/30/2009. OMB 0651-0016
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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.

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

Mail to: Mail Stop Petition
Commissioner for Patents
P.0O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
Fax: (571) 273-8300

¢

NOTE: If information or assistance is needed in completing this form, please contact Petitions Information
at (571) 272-3282.

Patent No. Application Number

Issue Date Filing Date

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

Also complete the following information, if applicable
The above - identified patent:
I__“l is a reissue of original Patent No. , original issue date

original apptication number
origina! filing date

resulted from the entry into the U.S. under 35 U.S.C. 371 of international
application filed on

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING (37 CFR 1.8(a))

| hereby certify that this paper (along with any paper referred to as being attached or enclosed) is being deposited with
the United States Postal Service on the date shown below with sufficient postage as first class mail in an enveiope
addressed to Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, or facsimile
transmitted to the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office on the date shown below.

Date Signature

Typed or printed name of person signing Certificate

[Page 1 of 3]
This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.378(c). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the
USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 1 hour to complete,
including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on
the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS
ADDRESS. SEND TO: Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PT0-9199 and select option 2.
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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.

1. SMALL ENTITY

I:I Patentee claims, or has previously claimed, small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.
2. LOSS OF ENTITLEMENT TO SMALL ENTITY STATUS

D Patentee is no longer entitled to small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.é7(g).
3. MAINTENANCE FEE (37 CFR 1.20(e)-(g))

The appropriate maintenance fee must be submitted with this petition, unless it was paid earfier.

| NOT Small Entity Small Entity
Amount Fee (Code) Amount Fee (Code)
[]s 31/2 yrfee (1551) s 3172 yr fee (2551)
D $ 712yr feé (1552) l:l $__ 7 1/2 yr fee (2552)
[]s 1112yrfee  (1553) Cls__ 11 1/2 yr fee (2553)

MAINTENANCE FEE BEING SUBMITTED $

4. SURCHARGE

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

SURCHARGE BEING SUBMITTED $
5. MANNER OF PAYMENT

L__I Enclosed is a check for the sum of $

D Please charge Deposit Account No. the sum of $ . A duplicate
copy of this authorization is attached.

[:l Payment by credit card. Form PTO-2038 is attached.
6. AUTHORIZATION TO CHARGE ANY FEE DEFICIENCY

The Director is hereby authorized to charge any maintenance fee, surcharge or petition
deficiency to Deposit Account No. . A duplicate copy of this authorization is attached.

[Page 2 of 3]
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U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

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

7. OVERPAYMENT
As to any overpayment made please

D Credit to Deposit Account No.
OR

l:] Send refund check.
WARNING:

Petitioner/applicant is cautioned to avoid submitting personal information in documents filed in a patent application that may
contribute to identity theft. Personal information such as social security numbers, bank account numbers, or credit card
numbers (other than a check or credit card authorization form PTO-2038 submitted for payment purposes) is never required by
the USPTO to support a petition or an application. If this type of personal information is included in documents submitted to
the USPTO, petitioners/applicants should consider redacting such personal information from the documents before submitting
them to the USPTO. Petitioner/applicant is advised that the record of a patent application is available to the public after
publication of the application (unless a non-publication request in compliance with 37 CFR 1.213(a) is made in the application)
or issuance of a patent. Furthermore, the record from an abandoned application may also be available to the public if the
application is referenced in a published application or an issued patent (see 37 CFR 1.14). Checks and credit card
authorization forms PT0-2038 submitted for payment purposes are not retained in the application file and therefore are not
publicly available.

8. STATEMENT
_ The delay in payment of the maintenance fee to this patent was unintentional.

9. PETITIONER(S) REQUEST THAT THE DELAYED PAYMENT OF THE MAINTENANCE FEE BE
ACCEPTED AND THE PATENT REINSTATED.

Signature(s) of Petitioner(s) Date

Typed or printed name(s) Registration Number, if applicable

Telephone Number

Address

Address

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

ENCLOSURES:
l:] Maintenance Fee payment
D Surcharge under 37 CFR 1.20(i)(2) (fee for filing the maintenance fee petition)

]

[Page 3 of 3]
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Privacy Act Statement

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

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

1.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State,
or local law enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential
violation of law or regulation.
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30 East End Avenue
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In re Application of OFFICE OF PET ITIONS
Diaz et al. :
Application No. 11/284,052 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 22, 2005
Title: Cabbie Caller Illuminated Signaling
Device ’

This is a decision on the petition, filed August 21, 2007, which is being treated as a petition
under 37 CFR 1.181 (no fee) requesting withdrawal of the holding of abandonment in the above-
identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

On December 29, 2005, the Office mailed a Notice to F ile Corrected Application Papers
“Notice”, which set a two month shortened statutory period to reply. The application became
abandoned on March 1, 2006, for failure to submit a timely response to the December 29, 2005
Notice. On September 5, 2006 the Office mailed a Notice of Abandonment. Petitions were
dismissed on November 30, 2006 and June 18, 2007.

Petitioner asserts that the Office Communication dated December 29, 2005 was not received.

A review of the written record indicates no irregularity in the mailing of the Office action, and, in
the absence of any irregularity, there is a strong presumption that the Office action was properly
mailed to the practitioner at the address of record. This presumption may be overcome by a
showing that the Office action was not in fact received. In this regard, the showing required to
establish the failure to receive the Office action must consist of the following:

1. astatement from applicant stating that the Office action was not received by the
applicant;

2. astatement from the practitioner attesting to the fact that a search of the file Jjacket
and docket records indicates that the Office action was not received; and
Y
3. acopy of the docket record where the nonreceived Office action would have been
entered had it been received and docketed must be attached to and referenced in the
applicant’s statement.
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See MPEP § 711.03(c) under subheading "Petition to Withdraw Holding of Abandonment Based
on Failure to Receive Office Action," and “Withdrawing the Holding of Abandonment When
Office Actions Are Not Received,” 1156 Official Gazette 53 (November 16, 1993).

" The petition satisfies the above-stated requirements. Accordingly, the application was not
abandoned in fact.

In view of the above, the Notice of Abandonment is hereby vacated and the holding of
abandonment withdrawn.

Since different matters may be considered by different branches or sections of the United States
Patent and Trademark Office, each distinct subject, inquiry or order must be contained in a
separate paper to avoid confusion and delay in answering papers dealing with different subjects.
Each application requires a separate petition. This petition decision is directed only to application
no. 11/284,052. Application no. 29/243,925 remains abandoned.

This application is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Proceésing for re-mailing
the Notice to File Corrected Application Papers of December 29, 2005. The period for reply will
run from the mailing date of the Office action.

WWVM

Charlema Grant
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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MAILED

FROM DIRECTOR'S OFFICE
Christopher J. Whewell MAR 2 62007
Western Patent Group
6020 Tonkowa Trail TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600
Georgetown, TX 78628
In re Application of ' ™ : : PETITION TO WITHDRAW

Mary A. Winchester -~ : = “FINALITY OF OFFICE ACTION

Application No. 11/284,053 : UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.181

Filed: November 22, 2005

Attorney Docket No.: 111405

For: FLEXIBLE CONDUIT STORAGE
ORGANIZER

This is in response to applicant’s petition filed on December 19, 2006, Request for
Withdrawal of Finality of Office Paper Dated 11/17/06.

The petition is DENIED.

Review of the file record shows that a non-final Office action was mailed August 11,
2006. Applicant responded with an amendment on August 28, 2006. The examiner
mailed a Final Office action on November 17, 2006.

Applicant argues that the finality of the December 19, 2006 Office a'cti‘on‘ was premature
and the action should not have been final. Applicaiit states the action should not have
been final since the examiner did not appreciate the claim amendments. This appears
to center around the newly added claim language of mounting holes located on the
device. The examiner pointed out where the holes were located on the prior art device
so it is not understood why applicant feels this new limitation was not properly
addressed. Applicant seems to argue the intended function of the mounting holes but
the examiner properly pointed out the intended use of the holes was not claimed.
Therefore, it is clear the examiner properly addressed the new limitation.

Applicant argues the final rejection states that applicant's amendment necessitated the
new ground(s) of rejection but that there are no new grounds of rejection in the Final.
This is correct. It appears the examiner inadvertently used incorrect phrasing when
formulating the statement of finality. There are no new grounds of rejection in the Final
rejection, however the finality is still proper. The use of incorrect wording in this



instance to inform applicant of the final status of the action does not detract from the
fact that the finality is proper.

Applicant argues that the finality should be removed since the art cited against the
claims does not meet the claimed limitations. This argument is not petitionable; rather it
is a matter for appeal and has no bearing on the appropriateness of the action being
made final.

Accordingly, for the reasons presented above, the petition is denied

Summary: Petition is DENIED.

e 2 A

Wynn Coggins
Patent Technology Center 3600
(571) 272-5350

WCIcf 3/10/07
A
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TUCKER ELLIS & WEST LLP Mail Date: 05/19/2010
1150 HUNTINGTON BUILDING

925 EUCLID AVENUE
CLEVELAND, OH 44115-1414

Applicant : Robert C. Meier : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7620000 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 11/17/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/284,055 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

11/21/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 869 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)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

SCHLUMBERGER OILFIELD SERVICES Mail Date: 04/21/2010
200 GILLINGHAM LANE

MD 200-9

SUGAR LAND, TX 77478

Applicant : Jonathan Brown : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7428925 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 09/30/2008 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/284,077 : OF WYETH

Filed : 11/21/2005 :

The Patentee's Request for Recalculation is DISMISSED.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

or

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

patent at issue in this request.

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

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

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

PTOL-549D (04/10)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.0. Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

LAW OFFICES OF ARTHUR E. JACKSON
P.O. BOX 88 COPY MAILED
HOPEWELL NJ 08525 ,

SEP_07 2007

| OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
William Levine et al. :
Application No. 11/284,078 : ON PETITION
Filed: 21 November 2005 :
Attorney Docket No. HS-001

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed May 17, 2007, to revive the above-
identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure s to timely pay the issue and publication fees on or before
April 24, 2007, as required by the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due, mailed January 24, 2007, which
set a statutory period for reply of three (3) months. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on
April 25, 2007.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the reply in
the form of payment of the Issue and Publication Fees; (2) the petition fee of $750.00; and (3) a
statement of unintentional delay. Accordingly, the Issue and Publication Fee payments are accepted as
having been unmtentlonally delayed.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Charles Smoot at (571) 272-3299, or
in his absence the undersigned at (571) 272-7099.

The application file is being referred to the Publishing Division to be processed into a patent.

e

Petitiond Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

DLA PIPER RUDNICK GRAY CARY US LLP
P.0. BOX 9271
RESTON, VA 20195

In re Application of

Michael S. Gordon et al

Application No. 11/284,082

Filed: November 22, 2005

Attorney Docket No. 313120-P0001

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
NOV 2 1 2006

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION
TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed June 27, 2006, to make the above-
- identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one of the applicants
is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a statement by applicant. No fee is required

The instant petition includes copies of Inventor Michael S. Gordon and David Arthur Lawson’s birth
certificates showing that they are over 65 years of age. Accordingly, the above-identified application has

been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Irvin Dingle at 571-272-3210.

All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be directed to the

Technology Center.

The application is being forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 2834 for action on the

merits commensurate with this decision.
Irvin Dingle%

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

FOLEY AND LARDNER LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
SUITE 500

3000 K STREET NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20007

Applicant : Kyouichi Watanabe : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7659030 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 02/09/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/284,089 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/22/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 1114 days. The USPTO will
sua sponte issue 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)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

DLA PIPER RUDNICK GRAY CARY US LLP
P.O.BOX 9271
RESTON, VA 20195

In re Application of

Michael S. Gordon et al

Application No. 11/284,090

Filed: November 22, 2005

Attorney Docket No. 313120-P0003

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
NOV 2 1 2006

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
DECISION ON PETITION

TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed June 27, 2006, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one of the applicants
is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a statement by applicant. No fee is required

The instant petition includes copies of Inventor Michael S. Gordon and David Arthur Lawson’s birth
certificates showing that they are over 65 years of age. Accordingly, the above-identified application has

been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Irvin Dingle at 571-272-3210.

All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be directed to the

Technology Center.

The application is being forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 3715 for action on the

merits commensurate with this decision.

Irvin Dingle%/
Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions



.: UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Morrison & Foerster LLP
1650 Tysons Boulevard
McLean, VA 22102

In re Application of

Martin Ostermayr et al.

Application No. 11/284,092

Filed: November 22, 2005

Attorney Docket No. 543822019800

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
) P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED

AUG 3 1 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION
TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b), filed April 13, 2007.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or
contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not be
approved unless at least 30 (thirty) days would remain between the date of approval and the later of the expiration date of a
time to file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time period which can be extended under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a).

The request was signed by Deborah S. Gladstein on behalf of all attommeys of record. All attorneys/agents have been

withdrawn. Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

The request to change the correspondence of record is not acceptable as the requested correspondence address is not that of:
(1) the first named signing inventor; or (2) an intervening assignee of the entire interest under 37 C.F.R 3.71. All future
communications from the Office will be directed to the first named signing inventor at the first copied address below until

otherwise properly notified by the applicant.

There is no outstanding Office action at this time.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Williams at 571-272-2991.

S litm®

Terri Williams
Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions
cc: Martin Ostermayr
Ludigstr. 9

Feldkirchen, D-85622

cc: Patterson & Sheridan LLP
3040 Post Oak Boulevard, Suite 1500
Houston, TX 77056
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office

Address; COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
0. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

www o
| APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371 (c) DATE |  FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT [m ATTY. DOCKET NO/TITLE |
11/284,092 11/22/2005 Martin Ostermayr 543822019800
CONFIRMATION NO. 3511
25227 WA G RN T R ORERT N
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP . .
1650 TYSONS BOULEVARD 00000000025633492
SUITE 400

MCLEAN, VA 22102

Date Mailed: 08/30/2007

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 04/13/2007.

o The withdrawal as attorney in this application has been accepted. Future correspondence will be mailed to the
new address of record. 37 CFR 1.33. ‘

. W annA

Office of Initial Patent Examination (571) 272-4000, or 1-800-PTO-9199
FORMER ATTORNEY/AGENT COPY




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

DLA PIPER RUDNICK GRAY CARY US LLP

P.0. BOX 9271 COPY MAILED

RESTON, VA 20195 NOV 2 1 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Michael S. Gordon et al - :
Application No. 11/284,093 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 22, 2005 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER o
Attorney Docket No. 313120-P0002 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed June 27, 2006, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one of the applicants
is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a statement by applicant. No fee is required

The instant petition includes copies of Inventor Michael S. Gordon and David Arthur Lawson’s birth
certificates showing that they are over 65 years of age. Accordingly, the above-identified application has
been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Irvin Dingle at 571-272-3210.

All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be directed to the
Technology Center. '

The application is being forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 3715 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

Py 4

Irvin Dingle
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

FOLEY AND LARDNER LLP

SUITE 500 : MAILED

3000 K STREET NW

WASHINGTON DC 20007 MAY 26 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

THEOBALD, Daniel et al. D

Application No. 11/284,094 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 22, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 051189-0105 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed April 15, 2009. ‘

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. The Office requires the practitioner(s) requesting withdrawal to certify
that he, she, or they have: (1) given reasonable notice to the client, prior to the expiration of the
response period, that the practitioner(s) intends to withdraw from employment; (2) delivered to the
client or a duly authorized representative of the client all papers and property (including funds) to
which the client is entitled; and (3) notified the client of any responses that may be due and the
time frame within which the client must respond, pursuant 37 CFR 10.40(c).

The request was signed by Walter Robinson on behalf of all attorneys of record who are associated
with customer No. 22428. All attorneys/agents associated with the Customer Number 22428 have
been withdrawn. Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

The request to change the correspondence address of record is not acceptable as the requested
correspondence address is not that of: (1) the first named signing inventor; or (2) an intervening
assignee of the entire interest under 37 C.F.R 3.71. All future communications from the Office
will be directed to the first named signing inventor at the first copied address below until otherwise
properly notified by the applicant.

There is an outstanding Office action mailed March 11, 2009 that requires a reply from the
applicant.
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Tredelle Jackson at 571-272-
2783.

Tredelle D. Jackson
Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: DANIEL THEOBALD
50 WHITE STREET
SOMERVILLE MA 02144

cc: VECNA TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
5004 LEHIGH ROAD
COLLEGE PARK MD 20740
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

AUG 1 2008

ARENT FOX PLLC

1050 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N.W.
SUITE 400

WASHINGTON DC 20036

In re Application of :
Rongen et al. : PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL

Serial No.: 11/284,095
Filed: November 22, 2005
Attorney Docket No.: 026392-00039

This is in response to applicants’ petition filed June 5, 2006, to make the above-identified
application special under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.102(d).

Applicants have satisfied the provisions set forth in M.P.E.P. 708.02, VIII. (A), (B), (C), (D),
and (E). The $130.00 petition fee as required by 37 CFR 1.17(h) was received. Therefore, 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.

fl— <

Marianne C. Seidel
Special Program Examiner
Technology Center 1600



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

NUTTER MCCLENNEN & FISH LLP Mail Date: 04/20/2010
SEAPORT WEST

155 SEAPORT BOULEVARD

BOSTON, MA 02210-2604

Applicant : Charles D. Lennox : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7621945 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 11/24/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/284,114 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/21/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 814 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)



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

IS?SII’JI‘I%YS“O&(I)\JD LARDNER LLP '
3000 K STREET NW ‘ COPY MAILED
WASHINGTON DC 20007
SEP 15 2008
In re Application of
BERGE, Bruno et al. :
Application No. 11/284,125 , : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 22, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW
Attorney Docket No. 042098-0106 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b),
filed June 27, 2008.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every attorney/agent
seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on behalf of another/others.
The Office requires the practitioner(s) requesting withdrawal to certify that he, she, or they have: (1)
given reasonable notice to the client, prior to the expiration of the response period, that the practitioner(s)
intends to withdraw from employment; (2) delivered to the client or a duly authorized representative of
the client all papers and property (including funds) to which the client is entitled; and (3) notified the
client of any responses that may be due and the time frame within which the client must respond, pursuant
37 CFR 10.40(c).

The request cannot be approved because there is no indication that the acts noted in the above-identified
certifications have been performed.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the above-listed address until
otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Michelle R. Eason at 571-272- 4231.

W—, l' 2‘4-/\
Michelle R. Eason '

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: MR. JONATHAN P. OSHA
OSHA & LIANGLLP
ONE HOUSTON CENTER
SUITE 2800
1221 MCKINNEY STREET
HOUSTON, TEXAS 77010



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

4350 LA JOLLA VILLAGE DRIVE, 7TH FLOOR
4 A A
SAN DIEGO, CA 92122 ’ COPY MAILED
JAN 2 12009
In re Application of
FEAVER, Aaron, et al. :
Application No. 11/284, 140 ' : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW
Attorney Docket No. 41523-0006US : : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) or
. 37 C.F.R. § 10.40 filed November 20, 2008. .

The request is NOT APPROVED.

A review of the file record indicates that Leslie B. Overman does not have power of attorney in
this patent application nor is there any statement or evidence of record of employment in or
otherwisé being engaged in the proceedings in this patent application. Accordingly, the request
to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is not applicable.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the below-listed
address until otherwise properly notified by the applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Michelle R. Eason at 571-272-
4231.

Michelle R. Eason

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: COOLEY GODWARD KRONISH LLP
ATTN: PATENT GROUP
SUITE 1100
777 - 6TH STREET, NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20001



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COOLEY LLP

ATTN: PATENT GROUP
SUITE 1100

777 - 6TH STREET, NW
WASHINGTON DC 20001

In re Application of

FEAVER, Aaron et al.
Application No. 11/284,140
Filed: November 21, 2005

Attorney Docket No. ENEG-004/00US 310647-
2004 :

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.0. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED

JUL 192010
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION
TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. §

1.36(b), filed July 06, 2010.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The Office will no longer accept address changes to a new practitioner or law firm filed with a
Request, absent the filing of a power of attorney to the new representative. The Office will .
either change the correspondence address of record to the most current address information
provided for the assignee of the entire interest who properly became of record under 37 CFR
3.71 or, if no assignee of the entire interest has properly been made of record under 37 CFR 3.71,
the most current address information provided for the first named inventor.

37 CFR 3.71(c) states:

An assignee becomes of record either in a national patent application or a reexamination
proceeding by filing a statement in compliance with § 3.73(b) that is signed by a party who is

authorized to act on behalf of the assignee.

Therefore, as there is currently no statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) of record in the instant
application, the Office cannot change the correspondence address to the address on the Request

for Withdrawal.
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All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the above-listed
address until otherwise notified by applicant.

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

ANl Do
ichelle R. Eason

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: ENERG2, INC./SEED IP LAW GROUP PLLC
701 FIFTH AVENUE -
SUITE 5400
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98104



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

Perman & Green, LLP MA"_

99 Hawley Lane

Stratford CT 06614 JUL 29 2010
o . DIRECTOR'S OFFICE

In re Application of: : TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600

YU, KUN et al. 5

Application Serial No.: 11/284,141 - DECISION

Filed: November 22, 2005 i ON PETITION

For: GESTURE BASED DOCUMENT EDITOR REQUESTING REFUND

This is a decision on the petition treated under 37 CFR 1.181 filed April 16, 2010 to request a
refund of fees in the amount of $620.00 paid for the third month of a three month extension of
time on March 25, 2010. :

Petitioner asserts, “The charge is erroneous and should not have been made. Applicant filed the
Amendment After Final (Final Office Action Dated 10/26/09) on March 25, 2010. Applicant
paid for a three-month extension of time. Payment for a two-month extension of time should
have been made.”

A review of the file history finds a fee of $1,110.00 was refunded on July 26, 2010 to applicant’s
deposit account and a fee of $490.00 was charged on July 27, 2010 to applicant’s deposit
account. Both transactions were made with reference to the transaction submitted March 25,
2010. The net result is a refund of $620.00.

Therefore, the Petition is DISMISSED AS MOOT.

The application file is being returned to Technology Center 2600 to await next action.

/Michael Horabik/

Michael Horabik

Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 2600
Communications



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COPY MAILED
AKERMAN SENTERFITT

P.0. BOX 3188 DEC 0 4 2007
WEST PALM BEACH, FL 33402-3188 .
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

GAUL, Stephen J. :

- Application No. 11/284,149 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005 : TO WITHDRAW
Attorney Docket No. 7302-7 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b), filed
November 14, 2007. '

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every attorney/agent seeking to
withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw
will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty) days would remain between the date of approval and the later of the
expiration date of a time to file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time period which can be extended
under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a).

The request was signed by Neil R. Jetter on behalf of all attorneys of record who are associated with customer No.
30448. All attorneys/agents associated have been withdrawn. Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record
at this time. -

The request to change the correspondence of record is not acceptable as the requested correspondence address is not
that of: (1) the first named signing inventor; or (2) an intervening assignee of the entire interest under 37 C.F.R 3.71.
All future communications from the Office will be directed to the first named signing inventor.

There is an outstanding Office action mailed October 03, 2007 that requires a reply from the applicant.

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

ichelle R. Eason

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: STEPHEN J. GAUL
670 SABAL ROAD
MELBOURNE VILLAGE, FL 32904

cc: FOGG & POWERS, LLC
10 SOUTH FIFTH STREET
SUITE 1000
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandnia, VA 22313-1450

www.1splo.gov
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TREXLER, BUSHNELL, GIANGIORGI,

BLACKSTONE & MARR, LTD.
105 WEST ADAMS STREET COPY MAILED
SUITE 3600 MAR 2 9 2006

CHICAGO, IL 60603
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of Maunsell et al. :

Application No. 11/284,208 : Decision on Petition
Filing Date: January 24, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 1170/40200A/110A-DIV

This is a decision on the petition filed January 24, 2006, to consider two sheets of drawings to be
part of the application and to accord the above-identified application a filing date of January 24,
2006, the date the drawings were filed with the Office.

The petition is granted.
The application was filed on November 21, 2005.

On December 30, 2005, the Office mailed a Notice stating that Figures 1 to 6 described in the
specification did not appear to be included as part of the application filed. The Notice stated
that, unless a petition was filed, the application would be examined without the missing
drawings.

In response, the present petition supplies the drawings and requests that the date that the
drawings are being supplied be the filing date of the application.

The application will be accorded a filing date of January 24, 2006. The 2 sheets of drawings will
be entered as part of the application.

The Office of Initial Patent Examination will further process the file with a filing date of January
24, 2006, using the application papers filed on November 21, 2005, and the copy of the two
sheets of drawings filed on January 24, 2006.

Telephone/inq%liries regarding this communication should be directed to Petitions Attorney
Steven-Brantley at (571) 272-3203.

Charles Steven Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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SONNENSCHEIN NATH & ROSENTHAL LLP
P.0. BOX 061080 COPY MAILED
WACKER DRIVE STATION, SEARS TOWER

CHICAGO IL 60606-1080 JUL 0 3 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :

Moskowitz, David W. : DECISION ON PETITION

Application No. 11/284,227 : TO WITHDRAW

Filed: November 21, 2005 : FROM RECORD
Attorney Docket No. 60019190-1019 :

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
"§ 1.36(b), filed March 14, 2006.

The request is NOT APPROVED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to the attorneys associated with
Customer Number 26263 has been revoked by the assignee of the entire interest of the patent
application. Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the first below-listed
address until otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Petitions Examiner Liana
Chase at 571-272- 3206. All other inquires concerning either the examination or status of the
application should be directed to the Technology Center.

a\)ld Bucci

D
WPetitions Examiner

Office of Petitions
cc:

BLACKWELL SANDERS PEPER MARTIN LLP
720 OLIVE STREET

SUITE 2400

ST. LOUIS MO 63101

DAVID W. MOSKOWITZ, MD, MA, FACP
C/O GENOMED, INC.

9665 OLIVE BOULEVARD, SUITE 310
ST. LOUIS, MO 63132



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Hu Lung Tan
25755 48th Avenue

Aldergrove BC V4W 1J6 CA CANADA COPY MAILED

MAR 0 1 2007
In re Application of ' : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Lung Tan HU :
Patent No. 7,143,725 : ON PETITION

Issue Date: December 5, 2006
Application No. 11/284,228
Filed: November 22, 2005
Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the communication filed February 24, 2007, which is being treated as a
petition under 37 CFR 1.181(a)(3), requesting acceptance of the Issue and Publication Fee
payment submitted October 17, 2006.

The petition is DISMISSED.

Petitioner specifically requests that the check submitted with the Issue and Publication Fee

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.splo.gov

payment be accepted because despite the fact that the check was drawn on a Canadian bank and

failed to indicate that the funds were in U.S. Dollars, the account was a U.S. Dollar account.

Petitioner has submitted in support of his position a letter from Aida Chong of the Canadian
Imperial Bank of Commerce stating that the account in question was in fact a U.S. Dollar
Personal Account since September 20, 2002. Petitioner further contends that the lack of
indication of U.S. Dollars on the check was a printer error that has been corrected as evidenced
by a copy of another check with the identical account number and having U.S. Dollar Account
printed thereon. :

37 CFR 1.23(a) states:

All payments of money required for United States Patent and Trademark Office fees,
including fees for the processing of international applications (§ 1.445), shall be made in
U.S. dollars and in the form of a cashier’s or certified check, Treasury note, national bank
notes, or United States Postal Service money order. If sent in any other form, the Office
may delay or cancel the credit until collection is made. Checks and money orders must be
made payable to the Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office. (Checks
made payable to the Commissioner

of Patents and Trademarks will continue to be accepted.) Payments from foreign
countries must be payable and immediately negotiable in the United States for the full
amount of the fee required. Money sent to the Office by mail will be at the risk of the
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sender, and letters containing money should be registered with the United States Postal
Service.

In view of the above, the check submitted with the Issue and Publication Fee payment was
payable and immediately negotiable in the United States for the full amount of the fee required.
However, as the check in question was returned to petitioner, petitioner must submit another
check in the amount of $1,000 for payment of the Issue and Publication Fees by submitting a
renewed petition. No further copy of the PTOL-85 Part B will be required, as petitioner has
already submitted such. Furthermore, upon receipt of appropriate payment of the Issue and -
Publication Fees by renewed petition the application will not be considered to have been
abandoned as petitioner had properly submitted the Issue and Publication Fees and the USPTO
failed to accept the payment. Petitioner must attach a copy of thls decision with the payment of
the Issue and Publication Fees.

The Office apologizes for any inconvenience this may have caused petitioner.

It is further noted that the Petitions Examiner has redacted petitioner’s bank account numbers
appearing in the petition and that said account numbers were identical.

Any renewed petition may be addressed as follows:

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

By hand: U. S. Patent and Trademark Office
: Customer Service Window, Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

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

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to David Bucci at (571) 272-
7099.
s

Jrian Hearn

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Hu Lung Tan A D

25755 48th Avenue COPY MAILE

Aldergrove BC V4W 1J6 CA CANADA SEP 17 2007 |
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Lung Tan HU s

Patent No. 7,143,725 ‘ N : ON PETITION

Issue Date: December 5, 2006
Application No. 11/284,228
Filed: November 22, 2005
Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.181(a)(3), filed March 15, 2007,
re%u6esting acceptance of the Issue and Publication Fee payment originally submitted October 17,
2006. ‘ '

The petition is GRANTED.

Petitioner has satisfied the requirements of the previous petition decision mailed February 24,
2007 which required petitioner to submit another check in the amount of $1,000 for payment of
the Issue and Publication Fees by submitting a renewed petition.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to David Bucci at (571) 272-

7099. / i :
Brian Hearn .

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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LEO J. AUBEL
111 RIVERSHIRE LANE it
LINCOLNSHIRE, IL 60069 COPY MAILED
APR 1'0 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Beckwith, Robert W. :

Application No. 11/284,239 : ON PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005 :

Attorney Docket No. P85CIP2

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed November 21, 2005, to make
the above-identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. §
708.02, Section IV,

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP §
708.02, Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one
of the applicants is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a statement by
applicant. No fee is required.

The instant petition includes a copy of the applicant’s birth certificate. Accordingly, the above-
identified application has been accorded “special” status.

g;b?hone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 571-272-

All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be
directed to the Technology Center.

This matter is being referred to the Technology Center Art Unit 2611 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

na Chase
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

P
DATE & ‘ (D‘ \q/oc( Paper No_': D

TOSPEOF ARTUNIT ___&\1°7 .
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: “ [RB% ?\(Og Patent No.: 7 <’£ ("{ 762/% |

Md to this request for a certificate of correction within 7@
FORIFWFILES: Please  Checke  Drawwyg

Please review the requested changes/corrections as shown in the COCIN document(s) in
the IFW application image. No new matter should be introduced, nor should the scope or
meaning of the claims be changed.

Please complete the response (see below) and forward the completed response to scanning
using document code COCX. '

FOR PAPER FILES:

Please review the requested changes/corrections‘ as shown in the attached certificate of .-
correction. Please complete this form (see below) and forward it with the file to:

Certificates of Correction Branch (C of C)
Randolph Square 9C62-D
Palm Location 7580

Crnis Ufoung

Certificates of Correction Branch
703-756-1542

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

¢ Approved - All changes apply.
O Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
O Denied ' State the reasons for denial below. | |
Comments:
/Kevin L Ellis/ 2117
SPE Art Unit

PTOL-306 (REV. 7/03) U'S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Patent and Trademark Office
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EATON CORPORATION
EATON CENTER

1111 SUPERIOR AVENUE
CLEVELAND, OH 44114

COPY MAILED
In re Application of MAR 2 8 2007
Zurface, et al. . OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Application No. 11/284,269
DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005

Attorney Docket No. 04-ECD-278

This is a decision on the petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181(a), filed
on January 26, 2006.

The petition is granted.

This application was held abandoned on December 2, 2006, after no reply was received to the Corrected
Notice of Allowance and Issue Fee Due mailed September 1, 2006. The notice set forth a statutory period
for reply of three months from its mailing date. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on December 27,
2006. The instant petition was filed on January 26, 2006. Petitioner maintains that the notice of
September 1, 2006, was never received and provides a copy of the relevant docket records as proof of the
same.

Section 711.03(c)(11) of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (“MPEP”) provides that in order to
establish non-receipt of an Office action so as prove that the imposition of a holding of abandonment is
improper, petitioner must: 1) provide a statement to the Office indicating that the Office action was not
received by petitioner; 2) include in the statement an attestation to the fact that a review of the file jacket
and docket records maintained by petitioner indicates that the Office action was not received; and 3)
provide a copy of the docket record where the non-received Office communication would have been
entered had it been received and docketed.

Petitioner has met the burden of proof as established by Section 711.03(c)(II) of the MPEP. The holding
of abandonment is, therefore, withdrawn.

The application file will be directed to the Technology Center 3700, GAU 3748 for further processing
including remailing of the Notice of Allowance and Issue Fee Due and resetting of the time period set for

reply.



In re Application of Zurface, et al. Page 2
11/284,269

Questions concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3222.

ya c. A
Kenya A. McLaug
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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EATON CORPORATION
EATON CENTER
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CLEVELAND, OH 44114

COPY MAILED

AUG 2 8 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Zurface et al. : :
Application No. 11/284,269 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005 : :

Attorney Docket No. 04-ECD-278

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed August 1, 2008, to revive the above-identified
design application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the reply in the form
of an Amendment and a Terminal Disclaimer; (2) the petition fee of $1,540.00; (3) a proper statement of
unintentional delay.

A request for a terminal disclaimer was submitted without the fee of $130.00 as required by 37 CFR 1.137(d).
However, petitioner has authorized payment of this fee in the documents filed August 1, 2008. Therefore, the
request for a terminal disclaimer is accepted and has been made of record.

Further, an extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136 must be filed prior to the expiration of the maximum
extendable period for reply. See In re Application of S., 8 USPQ2d 1630, 1631 (Comm’r Pats. 1988). Since the
$1,050.00, three month extension of time fee submitted with the petition on August 1, 2008 was subsequent to
the maximum extendable period for reply, this fee is unnecessary and will be refunded to petitioner’s deposit
account. However, since petitioner failed to submit the required $130.00 terminal disclaimer fee, the $130.00 fee
will be subtracted from the $1,050.00 refund amount. Thus the refund will be adjusted to the amount of $920.00.

Additionally, the address given on the petition differs from the address of record. A courtesy copy of this
decision is being mailed to the address given on the petition; however, the Office will mail all future
correspondence solely to the address of record.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Joan Olszewski at (571) 272-7751.



Application No. 11/284,269 _ ' Page 2

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3748 for appropriate action by the Examiner in the
normal course of business on the amendment submitted August 1, 2008.

IMAAD&& (L

Liana Walsh
Petitions Examiner
" Office of Petitions

cc: Eaton Corporation
Anna M. Shih
26201 Northwestern Highway
South Field, MI 48076
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QUALCOMM INCORPORATED Mail Date: 04/29/2010
5775 MOREHOUSE DR.

SAN DIEGO, CA 92121

Applicant : Rajiv Laroia : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7610024 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 10/27/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/284,285 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

11/21/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 406 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)
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DORSEY & WHITNEY, LLP COPY MAILED
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DEPARTMENT

370 SEVENTEENTH STREET -SEP 14 2009
SUITE 4700

DENVER CO 80202-5647 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Scott P. Thompson et al. :

Application No. 11/284,327 ; ON PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005 :

Attorney Docket Number: 186333/US

This is a decision on the petition filed July 31, 2009 under 37 CFR 1.48 which is being
treated under 37 CFR 1.182, to correct the name of the first inventor due to error on the
part of the applicant.

The petition is GRANTED.

Petitioner submits that the application and declaration as originally filed incorrectly
identified the first inventor as Scott W. Thompson but that his legal name which hasn’t
been changed is Scott P. Thompson. Petitioner submits a statement explaining how the
error was occasioned and a statement that the error was not with deceptive intent.
Additionally, a supplemental oath or declaration properly identifying the first inventor
and signed by all of the inventors was submitted on Jul 31, 2009. Petitioner requests a
correction of the file record.

In view of the instant request, the following inventor name data has been changed.
Inventor 1) Scott P. Thompson

The fee for a petition under 37 CFR 1.182 is set at $400 not $130 as has been
indicated in the petition. Per the authorization contained in the petition, deposit account
no. 04-1415 has been charged in the amount of $400 for the instant petition.

A corrected filing receipt is included with this decision and this matter is being referred
to Technology Center 3655.

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter should be directed to the undesigned Petitions

Attorney at (571) 272-3212.
oo s o Dl

Patricia Faison-Ball
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT: Corrected Filing Receipt

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov
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APPLICATION FILING or GRP ART
NUMBER 371(c) DATE UNIT FIL FEE RECD ATTY.DOCKET.NO TOT CLAIMS|IND CLAIMS
11/284,327 11/21/2005 3634 1530 186333/US 22 2
CONFIRMATION NO. 6079
20686 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

INTELLECTUAL PROPERT e
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DEPARTMENT

370 SEVENTEENTH STREET m‘(ﬂmﬂmmmwwuul

SUITE 4700

DENVER, CO 80202-5647

Date Mailed: 09/11/2009

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
submit a written request for a Filing Receipt Correction. 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)
Scott P. Thompson, Longmont, CO;
Robert Wagner, Longmont, CO;
Assignment For Published Patent Application
Carefree/Scott Fetzer Company, Broomfield, CO
Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 20686

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant

Foreign Applications

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 12/27/2005

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

is US 11/284,327
Projected Publication Date: Not Applicable
Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No

page 1 0of 3



Title

SYSTEM FOR CONNECTING AWNING CANOPY TO SUPPORT SURFACE
Preliminary Class

160

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 result in 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 consult 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 CFR5.13 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
it is 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 3 of 3
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Commissioner for Patents
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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OLTMAN, FLYNN & KUBLER COPY MAILED
SUITE #415 JUN 15 2009
915 MIDDLE RIVER DRIVE

FORT LAUDERDALE FL 33304 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Saverio Scalzi :

Application No. 11/284,335 : ON PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005 :

Attorney Docket No.: 13309

This is a decision on the petition filed May 8, 2009 under 37 CFR 1.137(b)," to revive
the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application became abandoned for failure to timely reply to the non-Final Office Action
mailed April 24, 2008. A shortened statutory period of three months was set for replying
to the non-Final Office Action. No extensions of time having been requested, this
application became abandoned July 25, 2008. Accordingly, a Notice of Abandonment was
mailed November 6, 2008.

This matter is being referred to Technology Center 3746 for appropriate action on the
amendment filed May 8, 2009.

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned Petitions
Attorney at (§71) 272<3212. :

) %} 4 JW

Patricia Faison-Ball

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

IEffective December 1, 1897, the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) now provide that where the delay in reply was unintentional,
a petition may be filed to revive an abandoned application or a lapsed patent pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b). A grantable petition filed
under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by:

(1) the required reply, unless previously filed. In a nonprovisional application abandoned for failure to prosecute, the required
reply may be met by the filing of a continuing application. In a nonprovisional application filed on or after June 8, 1995, and abandoned
for failure to prosecute, the required reply may also be met by the filing of a request for continued examination in compliance with §
1.114. In an application or patent, abandoned or lapsed for failure to pay the issue fee or any portion thereof, the required reply must be
the payment of the issue fee or any outstanding balance thereof. In an application abandoned for failure to pay the publication fee, the
required reply must include payment of the publication fee.

(2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(m);

(3) a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable
petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional. The Commissioner may required additional information where there is a
question whether the delay was unintentional; and

(4) any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d)) required pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(c)).



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY MANAGEMENT Mail Date: 04/20/2010
BOEING MANAGEMENT COMPANY

P.0O. BOX 2515

MAIL CODE 110-SD54

SEAL BEACH, CA 90740-1515

Applicant : Philip Smereczniak : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7641153 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 01/05/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/284,337 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/21/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 661 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)
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SABIC - O8CV - CPP '

SABIC INNOVATIVE PLASTICS — IP LEGAL COPY MAILED

ONE PLASTICS AVENUE

PITTSFIELD, MA 01201-3697 MAY 2 3 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Sanjay Braj Mishra et al :

Application No. 11/284,352 o : ON PETITION

Filed: November 21, 2005
Attorney Docket No. 160021-2

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed January 18, 2008, to revive the
above-identified application. '

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Restriction
Requirement mailed June 1, 2007 which set a shortened statutory period for reply of one (1)
month or thirty (30) days (whichever is later). No extensions of time under the provisions of

B 38 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on July 2,
2007. -

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Irvin Dingle at (571) 272-
3210.

This matter isjjreferred to Technology Center AU 1794 for further processing.
in Dingle

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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SCHWEGMAN, LUNDBERG & WOESSNER, P.A. Mail Date: 05/20/2010
P.O. BOX 2938
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402

Applicant : Imad Libbus : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7630760 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 12/08/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/284,370 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

11/21/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 449 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)
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WILLIAM COLLARD - |
COLLARD & ROE, P.C. COPY MAILED
1077 NORTHERN BOULEVARD . DEC 0 5 2006

ROSLYN, NY 11576
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Lechner et al. :

Application No. 11/284388 : ON PETITION
Filing or 371(c) Date: 11/21/2005 :

Pat. Num./Pub. Num: 7,069,892

Issue Date: 07/04/2006

Title of Invention: CAMSHAFT FOR :

AUTOMOTIVE ENGINES IN PARTICULAR :

This is a decision on the “Petition for Suspension of the Rules to Permit Acceptance of a
Supplemental Declaration Correcting the Citizenship of One of the Inventors Provided After
Issuance of the Patent”, filed August 14, 2006.

The petition is dismissed.

Background

Patentee files the instant petition to correct the citizenship of inventor Martin Lechner.
Applicant does not identify the rules for which he seeks waiver. A review of the Supplemental
Oath/Declaration filed with the petition reveals that Applicant has also changed the residence of
the inventor Martin Lechner.

It is initially noted that the provisions of 35 U.S.C. §§ 115 and 116, and 37 CFR §§ 1.63 and 1.67
refer to applications for patents. These sections have no bearing on an issued patent. Moreover,
the requirement to execute the oath, including citizenship, is set by statute, and therefore may not
be waived. In addition, this is not a type of minor mistake that is correctable via a certificate of
correction'.

Mistakes in a patent which are not correctable by Certificate of Correction may be correctable
via filing a reissue application (see MPEP § 1401 - § 1460).

' The mistake must be:

(N of a clerical nature,

2) of a typographical nature, or
3) a mistake of minor character.



.Application No. 11/284388 ' Page 2

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

Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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WILLIAM COLLARD

COLLARD & ROE, P.C.

1077 NORTHERN BOULEVARD COPY MAILED
ROSLYN, NY 11576 FEB 07 2007

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of
Lechner et al. :
Application No. 11/284388 : ON PETITION
Filing or 371(c) Date: 11/21/2005 :
Pat. Num./Pub. Num: 7,069,892

- Issue Date: 07/04/2006
Title of Invention: CAMSHAFT FOR :
AUTOMOTIVE ENGINES IN PARTICULAR :

“This is a decision on the “Renewed Petition Under 37 C.F.R. 1.182 and 1.183 to Permit
Acceptance of a Supplemental Declaration Correcting the Citizenship of One of the Inventors
Provided After Issuance of the Patent”, filed December 18, 2006.

The petition is dismissed as immaterial.

Background

Patentee filed a petition to correct the citizenship of inventor Martin Lechner on August 14,
2006.

The petition was dismissed in a decision mailed December 12, 2005. The Decision dismissing
the petition noted that the provisions of 35 U.S.C. §§ 115 and 116, and 37 CFR §§ 1.63 and 1.67
refer to applications for patents, and have no bearing on an issued patent. Moreover, the
requirement to execute the oath, including citizenship, is set by statute, and therefore may not be
waived. As such, this is not a type of minor mistake that is correctable via a certificate of
correction'. The Decision informed Applicant that mistakes in a patent which are not correctable
by Certificate of Correction may be correctable via filing a reissue application (see MPEP §
1401 - § 1460).

' The mistake must be:

)] of a clerical nature,

2) of a typographical nature, or
3) a mistake of minor character.



Application No. 11/284388 _ Page 2

The present renewed petition

Patentee files the present renewed petition and asserts that the error is a clerical error of minor
character correctable via certificate of correction, and does not involve such changes to the
patent that would constitute new matter or would require reexamination.

Analysis

An oath or declaration executes an application and has no nearing on an issued patent. See, 37
CFR 1.63. Because the application has matured into a patent, there is no application requiring
execution, and no rule to waive. As such, the petition under 1.183 is dismissed.

Additionally, a Certificate of Correction is issued to correct mistakes that appear in the patent.
See, 35 U.S.C. § 255. Because citizenship of an inventor does not appear in the patent, a
Certificate of Correction is inapplicable to effect the requested correction.

Conclusion

The Office will place the supplemental declaration filed with the present petition in the patented
file, which is laid open for public inspection.

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

iz

Attorney
Office of Petitions
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
APPLICANT: LECHNER, M. ET AL - 5 (PCT)
PATENT NO.: 7,069,892 SERIAL NO.: 11/284,388
ISSUED:  July 4,2006 FILED: NOVEMBER 21, 2005
TITLE: CAMSHAFT FOR AUTOMOTIVE ENGINES IN PARTICULAR

RESPONSE TO DECISION ON RENEWED PETITION UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.182 AND
1.183 TO PERMIT ACCEPTANCE OF A SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION
CORRECTING THE CITIZENSHIP OF ONE OF THE INVENTORS PROVIDED
AFTER ISSUANCE OF THE PATENT

Mail Stop Petition
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
Dear Sir:

Patentee responds to the Decision on the Renewed Petition in the above-identified patent
dated February 7, 2007. The February 7, 2007 Decision dismissed the patentee’s Renewed
Petition to accept a supplemental Declaration to correct the citizenship of co-inventor Martin
Lechner, which was incorrectly indicated as German in the Declaration filed while the case was
pending, as immaterial. In particular, the Renewed Petition was dismissed on the bases that: 1)
since the application has matured into a patent, there is no application requiring execution and no

rule to waive; and 2) since the citizenship of the inventors does not appear in the patent, a

Certificate of Correction is inapplicable to effect the requested correction.



Patentee submitted along with the Petition and Renewed Petition, a supplemental
Declaration correctly setting forth the citizenship of co-inventor Martin Lechner as Austrian.
The February 7, 2007 Decision provides that the supplemental Declaration will be placed in the
official file of the above-identified patent, which is laid open for public inspection. Patentee
considers the presence of the supplemental Declaration setting forth the correct citizenship of Mr.
Lechner in the official file of the patent, which may be inspected by the public, to be sufficient to
remedy the inadvertent failure of the previous Declaration to correctly set forth the citizenship of
Mr. Lechner. Accordingly, patentee hereby withdraws its request for a Certificate of Correction.

Respectfully submitted,

Martin LECHNER ET AL.

Frederigk J. Dorchak, Reg/ No‘.’ﬁ9,29
Attorpty for Applicant

COLLARD & ROE, P.C.
1077 Northern Boulevard
Roslyn, New York 11576
(516) 365-9802

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the U.S. Postal Service
as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450,
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, on February 15, 2007. '

R:\Patents\L\LECHNER, M. ET AL 5\Resp to Decision to Pet 2-12-07.wpd
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KATTEN MUCHIN ROSENMAN LLP
575 MADISON AVENUE COPY MAILED
NEW YORK, NY 10022-2585 NOV 2 4 2008

In re Applicafion of

MATSUURA, et al. . : ‘
Application No. 11/284,413 . DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Attorney Docket NO. sCET 22.236(100809-00297)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), fled November 20, 2008, 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 October 29, 2008 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 Nofice of Allowance.!

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-7253.
This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2837 for processing of the

request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the
concurrently filed information disclosure statement.

onl . Grave

. Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

Y 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.
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
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r APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR - I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. l CONFIRMATION NO. |
11/284,414 11/21/2005 Jeffrey Jacob Cemnohous 54509.0038 6286
57600 7590 08/20/2008
: EXAMINER
HOLLAND & HART LLP : r : I
60 E. South Temple, Suite 2000 : CHANG, VICTOR 8
P.O. Box 11583
Salt Lake City, UT 84110 | ARTUNIT | rarernumper |
1794
| MAIL DATE l DELIVERY MODE I

08/20/2008 PAPER

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

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Mailed:
In re application of :
CERNOHOUS : ' ' ; DECISION ON

Serial No. 11/284,414 : PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005 :
For:  FOAMING ADDITIVES

This is a decision on the PETITION TO THE DIRECTOR TO REVIEW REQUIREMENT FOR
RESTRICTION made final in the office action mailed August 28, 2007.

On December 28, 2006, a restriction requirement was mailed by the examiner. The restriction
requirement listed two categories of species and directed applicant to elect a single species from
each category. Applicant responded on January 26, 2007 and elected the “sodium bicarbonate
and/or sodium carbonate” blowing agent from category I and composition E from category II.
Applicant stated in the response that claims 1-11, 14-24, 27-38 and 44 read on the elected
species. In an office action mailed August 28, 2007, the examiner set forth that claims 1-37 and
39-47 were withdrawn from consideration as being directed to a non-elected species. The
examiner made the requirement final.

On May 15, 2008 the instant petition under 37 CFR 1.181 was timely filed to formally request
that the examiner withdraw the restriction requirement. '

DECISION

The MPEP states in part:

806.04 [R-3] Genus and/or Species< Inventions

Where an application includes claims directed to different embodiments or species

that could fall within the scope of a generic claim, restriction between the species may be
proper if the species are independent or distinct. However, 37 CFR 1.141 provides that
an allowable generic claim may link a reasonable number of species embraced thereby.
The practice is set forth in 37 CFR 1.146.

806.04(h) Species Must Be Patentably Distinct From Each Other [R-3] - 800 Restriction in
Applications Filed Under 35 U.S.C. 111; Double Patenting

806.04(h) Species Must Be Patentably Distinct From Each Other [R-3]



11/284,414

In making a requirement for restriction in an application claiming plural species, the examiner should group
together species considered clearly unpatentable over each other.

Where generic claims are **>allowable<, applicant may claim in the same application additional species as
provided by 37 CFR 1.141. >See MPEP § 806.04. Where an applicant files a divisional application
claiming a species previously claimed but nonelected in the parent case pursuant to and consonant with a
requirement to restrict a double patenting rejection of the species claim(s) would be prohibited under 35
U.S.C. 121. See MPEP § 821.04(a) for'rejoinder of species claims when a generic claim is allowable.<

Where, however, ** claims to a different species, or * a species disclosed but not claimed
in a parent case as filed and first acted upon by the examiner, >are voluntarily presented
in a different application having at least one common inventor or a common assignee
(i.e., no requirement for election pertaining to said species was made by the Office)<
there should be close investigation to determine **>whether a double patenting rejection
would be appropriate<. See MPEP § 804.01 and § 804.02. ’

803 Restriction - When Proper

If the search and examination of an entire application can be made without serious burden, the examiner
must examine it on the merits, even though it includes claims to independent or distinct inventions.

808.02 Establishing Burden [R-5] - 800 Restriction in Applications Filed Under 35 U.S.C. 111;
Double Patenting

808.02 Establishing Burden [R-5]

Where, as disclosed in the application, the several inventions claimed are related, and such related
inventions are not patentably distinct as claimed, restriction under 35 U.S.C. 121 is never proper ( MPEP &
806.05). If applicant voluntarily files claims to such related inventions in different applications, double
patenting may be held.

Where the * inventions as claimed are shown to be independent or distinct under the criteria of MPEP §
806.05(c) - § 806.06, the examiner, in order to establish reasons for insisting upon restriction, must explain
why there would be a serious burden on the examiner if restriction is not required. Thus the examiner must
show by appropriate explanation one of the following: ’

(A) Separate classification thereof: This shows that each invention has attained recognition in the art as a
separate subject for inventive effort, and also a separate field of search. Patents need not be cited to show
separate classification. '

(B) A separate status in the art when they are classifiable together: Even though they are classified
together, each invention can be shown to have formed a separate subject for inventive effort when the
examiner can show a recognition of separate inventive effort by inventors. Separate status in the art may be
shown by citing patents which are evidence of such separate status, and also of a separate field of search.

(C) A different field of search: Where it is necessary to search for one of the inventions in a manner that is
not likely to result in finding art pertinent to the other invention(s) (e.g., searching different
classes/subclasses or electronic resources; or employing different search queries, a different field of search
is shown, even though the two are classified together. The indicated different field of search must in fact be
pertinent to the type of subject matter covered by the claims. Patents need not be cited to show different
fields of search.
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Where, however, the classitication is the same and the field of search is the same and there is no clear
indication of separate future classification and field of search, no reasons exist for dividing among
independent or related inventions.

In the present application, the examiner withdrew claims 1-37 and 39-47 from consideration.
The petition clearly shows on page 4, that at least independent claims 44 and 45 read on the
elected species, i.e. are not patentably distinct from the elected species, and thus should not have
been indicated to be patentably distinct species and withdrawn from consideration.

Additionally, the examiner has not established that any serious burden exists to examine all of
the claims as required by MPEP Section 803 such as by providing evidence of different
classification of the species. See MPEP 808.02 above.

'Accordingly, the restriction requirement is improper and should be withdrawn. The instant

petition is GRANTED. The examiner is directed to withdraw the requirement and prepare a
new office action. ‘ :

_ Jacqueline M. Stone, Director

Technology Center 1700
Chemical and Materials Engineering

HOLLAND & HART LLP

60 E. South Temple, Suite 2000
P.O. Box 11583 )

Salt Lake City UT 84110
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57600 7590 04/1412009
EXAMINER
HOLLAND & HART LLP r J
60 E. South Temple, Suite 2000 CHANG, VICTOR §
P.O. Box 11583
Salt Lake City, UT 84110 L ART UNIT | paeernumser |
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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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~ Mailed: Fx f 4_/“ 3
Inre appncat'mn oT :
CERNOHOUS : DECISION ON

Serial No. 11/284,414 : PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005 :
For: FOAMING ADDITIVES

This is a decision on the PETITION TO THE DIRECTOR TO REVIEW REQUIREMENT FOR
RESTRICTION.

On August 20, 2008 a petition decision was mailed in which the examiner was direct to
withdraw the restriction requirement. Instead the examiner mailed a final rejection in which he
withdrew the species restriction requirement with respect to only claims 44 and 45.

On February 17, 2009 the instant petition under 37 CFR 1.181 was timely filed to formally
request that the Director overturn the Examiner’s determination that only claims 38,44 and 45
read on the elected species and only these should be examined.

DECISION

The restriction requirement done by the examiner is incorrect and cannot be maintained. First it
is recognized that the examiner indicated that claim 1 is generic to the proposed species, yet did
not examine claim 1. Further, the application contains claims to a foaming additive, a foamed
material, a melt processable composition and methods. The examiner attempts to improperly-
restrict these inventions as species only. Other clear errors in this restriction requirement include
restricting claims 27 and 41 as species when they are clearly combination/subcombination claims
which require two-way distinctness for restriction; and restricting claim 38 from the claim 27 on
which it depends.

Additionally, the examiner has not established that any serious burden exists to examine all of
the claims as required by MPEP Section 803 such as by providing evidence of different
classification of the species. See MPEP 808.02 above.

Accordingly, the restriction requirement is improper and should be withdrawn. The instant
petition is GRANTED. The examiner is directed to withdraw the requirement with respect to
all claims and prepare a new office action on the merits.
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KATTEN MUCHIN ROSENMAN LLP
575 MADISON AVENUE

NEW YORK, NY 10022-2585 | COPY MAILED
NOV 2 0 2008

In re Application of
Hiromitsu Matsuura, et al. :
Application No. 11/284,426 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: November 21, 2005 . : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Attorney Docket No. SCET 22.235 (100809-
00296)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(0)(2), filed November 18, 2008, 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 July 17, 2008 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 regarding this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-1642.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2837 for processing of the request
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
information disclosure statement.

/AMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

1 . , . .
The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and returning the new Part
B — Fee(s) Transmitial 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.
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Paper No.
FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKI, LLP COPY MAILED
666 FIFTH AVE
NEW YORK NY 10103-3198 DEC 22 2009
In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Krempel-Hesse et al. :
Application No. 11/284,439 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 21, 2005 : PURSUANT TO
Attorney Docket No.: AFILM-202 : 37 C.F.R. § 1.181(a)
Title: MAGNETRON SPUTTER :
CATHODE

This is a decision on the petition filed November 4, 2009,
pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.181(a), requesting that the holding of
abandonment in the above-identified application be withdrawn.

This petition pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.181(a) is DISMISSED.

BACKGROUND

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to
reply in a timely manner to the non-final Office action, mailed
March 11, 2009, which set a shortened statutory period for reply
of three months. No response was received, and no extensions of
time under the provisions of 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a) were
requested. Accordingly, the above-identified application became
abandoned on June 12, 2009. A notice of abandonment was mailed
on September 25, 2009.

RELEVANT PORTIONS OF THE C.F.R. AND MPEP

37 C.F.R. § 1.134 sets forth, in toto:

An Office action will notify the applicant of any non-statutory or
shortened statutory time period set for reply to an Office action.
Unless the applicant is notified in writing that a reply is



¢

Application No. 11/284,439 Page 2 of 5
Decision on Petition .

required in less than six months, a maximum period of six months
is allowed.

37 C.F.R. § 1.135 sets forth, in toto:

(a) If an applicant of a patent application fails to reply within
the time period provided under § 1.134 and § 1.136, the
application will become abandoned unless an Office action
indicates otherwise.

(b) Prosecution of an application to save it from abandonment
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this section must include such
complete and proper reply as the condition of the application may
require. The admission of, or refusal to admit, -any amendment
after final rejection or any amendment not responsive to the last
action, or any related proceedings, will not operate to save the
application from abandonment.

(c) When reply by the applicant is a bona fide attempt to advance
the application to final action, and is substantially a complete
reply to the non-final Office action, but consideration of some
matter or compliance with some requirement has been inadvertently
omitted, applicant may be given a new time period for reply under
§ 1.134 to supply the omission.

Section 711.03(c) (I) (A) of the MPEP sets forth, in toto:

In Delgar v. Schulyer, 172 USPQ 513 (D.D.C. 1971), the court
decided that the Office should mail a new Notice of Allowance in
view of the evidence presented in support of the contention that
the applicant's representative did not receive the original Notice
of Allowance. Under the reasoning of Delgar, an allegation that an
Office action was never received may be considered in a petition
to withdraw the holding of abandonment. If adequately supported,
the Office may grant the petition to withdraw the holding of
abandonment and remail the Office action. That is, the reasoning
of Delgar is applicable regardless of whether an application is
held abandoned for failure to timely pay the issue fee ( 35 U.S.C.
151) or for failure to prosecute ( 35 U.S.C. 133).

To minimize costs and burdens to practitioners and the Office, the
Office has modified the showing required to establish nonreceipt
of an Office action. The showing required to establish nonreceipt
of an Office communication must include a statement from the
practitioner describing the system used for recording an Office
action received at the correspondence address of record with the
USPTO. The statement should establish that the docketing system is
sufficiently reliable. It is expected that the record would
include, but not be limited to, the application number, attorney
docket number, the mail date of the Office action and the due date
for the response.

Practitioner must state that the Office action was not received at
the correspondence address of record, and that a search of the
practitioner's record(s), including any file jacket or the
equivalent, and the application contents, indicates that the
Office action was not received. A copy of the record(s) used by
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the practitioner where the non-received Office action would have
been entered had it been received is required.

A copy of the practitioner's record(s) required to show non-
receipt of the Office action should include the master docket for
the firm. That is, if a three month period for reply was set in
the nonreceived Office action, a copy of the master docket report
showing all replies docketed for a date three months from the mail
date of the nonreceived Office action must be submitted as
documentary proof of nonreceipt of the Office action. Xf no such
master docket exists, the practitioner should so state and provide
other evidence such as, but not limited to, the following: the
application file jacket; incoming mail log; calendar; reminder
system; or the individual docket record for the application in
question.

The showing outlined above may not be sufficient if there are
circumstances that point to a conclusion that the Office action
may have been lost after receipt rather than a conclusion that the
Office action was lost in the mail (e.g., if the practitioner has
a history of not receiving Office actions).

Evidence of nonreceipt of an Office communication or action (e.g.,
Notice of Abandonment or an advisory action) other than that
action to which reply was required to avoid abandonment would not
warrant withdrawal of the holding of abandonment. Abandonment
takes place by operation of law for failure to reply to an Office
action or timely pay the issue fee, not by operation of the
mailing of a Notice of Abandonment. See Lorenz v. Finkl, 333 F.2d
885, 889-90, 142 USPQ 26, 29-30 (CCPA 1964); Krahn v.
Commissioner, 15 USPQ2d 1823, 1824 (E.D. Va 1990); In re
Application of Fischer, 6 USPQ2d 1573, 1574 (Comm'r Pat. 1988).

(Emphases added) .

ANALYSIS

With this petition, Practitioner has stated that the non-final
Office action was not received at the correspondence address of
record,' and that a search of the “file and docket records”
indicates the same.’ This statement is being construed to mean
that Petitioner personally reviewed both the file jacket and its
contents, and Petitioner must notify the Office if this is not a
correct interpretation of the statement contained in this

petition.

Petitioner has further included a copy of the individual docket
report that is associated with this particular application.

1 Petition, page 1.
2 Crawford declaration of facts, paragraph 4.
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Petitioner’s assertion of non-receipt has not been adequately
supported, as will be now pointed out.

First, Petitioner has not provided a statement describing the
system used for recording an Office communication received at
the correspondence address of record with the USPTO.

Second, Petitioner has not established that the docketing system
is sufficiently reliable.

On renewed petition, Petitioner should provide a statement which
explains how the docketing system which his firm utilizes serves
to ensure that the correspondence recorded therein is responded

to in a timely manner.

Third, Petitioner has not provided a copy of the master docket
for the firm, or stated that no such master docket exists and
submitted other forms of evidence listed in the portion of the
MPEP reproduced above (other than the individual docket report
that is associated with this particular application).

CONCLUSION

The time period for filing a renewed petition is governed by 37
C.F.R. § 1.181(f). Therefore, if reconsideration of this
decision. is desired, any response to this decision must be
submitted within TWO MONTHS from the mail date of this decision,
and extensions of time under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a) are not
permitted. The reply should include a cover letter entitled
“Renewed Petition pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.181(a)”. This is
not a final agency action within the meaning of 5 U.S.C § 704.

The renewed petition should indicate in a prominent manner that
the attorney handling this matter is Paul Shanoski, and may be
submitted by mail,?® hand-delivery,® or facsimile.® Registered
users of EFS-Web may alternatively submit a response to this
decision via EFS-Web.°®

If responding by mail, Petitioner is advised not to place the
undersigned’s name on the envelope. Only the information that
appears in the footnote should be included - adding anything

3 Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for Patents, United States Patent and
Trademark Office, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA, 22313-1450.

4 Customer Window, Randolph Building, 401 Dulaney Street, Alexandria, VA,
22314.

5 (571) 273-8300- please note this is a central facsimile number.

6 https://sportal.uspto.gov/authenticate/authenticateuserlocalepf.html
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else to the address will delay the delivery of the response to
the undersigned.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed
to the undersigned at (571) 272-3225.7 All other inquiries
concerning examination procedures should be directed to the
Technology Center.

/Paul Shanoski/
Paul Shanoski
Senior Attorney
Office of Petitions

7 Petitioner will note that all practice before the Office should be in
writing, and the action of the Office will be based exclusively on the
written record in the Office. See 37 C.F.R. § 1.2. As such, Petitioner is
reminded that no telephone discussion may be controlling or considered
authority for any of Petitioner’s further action(s).



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

i APPLICATION NUMBER || B FILING/RECEIPT DATE I FIRST NAMED APPLICANT L _ATTORNEY DOCKET NUMBER ||

11/284,441 11/21/2005 Michael Graeve MB 521

KLAUS J. BACH
4407 TWIN OAKS DRIVE
- MURRYSVILLE PA 15668

DATE MAILED: February 15, 2007
DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.138(d) filed February 6, 2007, requesting for a refund
of any previously paid search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The express abandonment is recogmzed Any previously paid search fee and excess clalms fee are
hereby refunded.

Any inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the Pre-Grant Publication Division at

Barbara J. Debgam
Pre-Grant Publication Division

5/20/04
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| APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE FIRST.NAMED INVENTOR |ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO. |
11/284,443 11/21/2005 Steffen Henzler MB 520' 6153
7590 08/06/2009 | EXAMINER —I
KLAUS J. BACH JOYCE, WILLIAM C
4407 TWIN OAKS DRIVE
MURRYSVILLE, PA 15668 I ART UNIT [ PaperNumBER |
3656
| MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE ]
08/06/2009 -~ PAPER

DECISION DISMISSING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment will not be recognized

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.138(d), requesting for a refund of any previously paid
search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

The petition is dismissed.

The express abandonment will not be recognized for the reason(s) indicated below:

1. 14" The petition was not filed in sufficient time to permit the appropriate officials to recognize the
abandonment before an examination has been made of the application. See 37 CFR 1.138(d).

2. U The petition was not signed by a party authorized by 37 CFR 1.33(b)(1), (3) or (4).
3. O The application is not an application filed under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after December 8, 2004.

4. O The petitioh for express abandonment under 1.138(d) is dismissed because the applicant did
not pay any search fee and excess claims fees in the above-identified application.

uiries should be directed to the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.

Office [of Data Management

Page 1 of 1
FORM PETE51D (Rev. 08/07)
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LAPPLICATION NO. ] FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR IATFORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO. 1
11/284,443 11/21/2005 Steffen Henzler MB 520 6153
7590 08/14/2009 | EXAMINER l
KLAUS J. BACH JOYCE, WILLIAM C
4407 TWIN OAKS DRIVE '
MURRYSVILLE, PA 15668 | ART UNIT | PaPERNUMBER |
3656 ‘
| MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE I
08/14/2009 PAPER

DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.138(d), requesting for a refund of any previously paid
search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

- The petition is granted.

The express abandonment is recognized. Any previously paid search fee and excess claims fee are
hereby refunded. : '

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.
/‘ué/é’/c
4 /
J

Patent Publicatiéon Branch
Office of Data Management

Adieetnent Date: 84/14/28R UE proootnast dater Wy \ascesy  BPOBELL :
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Page 1 of 1
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CARLSON, GASKEY & OLDS, P.C. Mail Date: 07/26/2010
400 WEST MAPLE ROAD
SUITE 350

BIRMINGHAM, MI 48009

Applicant : Josef Baumgartner : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7650127 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 01/19/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/284,462 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

11/21/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 944 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)
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Workman Nydegger Mail Date: 04/21/2010
1000 Eagle Gate Tower

60 East South Temple
Salt Lake City, UT 84111

Applicant : Scott Eric Moore : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7568579 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 08/04/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/284,472 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 11/22/2005 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 923 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)
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EXXONMOBIL RESEARCH & ENGINEERING COMPANY
P.O. BOX 900

1545 ROUTE 22 EAST MAILED

ANNANDALE, NJ 08801-0900

APR 2 6 2010
In re Application of : OFFICE
Mark D. WINEMILLER, et al. : : OF PET]TIONS
Application No. 11/284,475 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: November 22, 2005 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b)
Attorney Docket No. GPK-0506 :

This is a decision on the renewed petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR l 137(b),
filed January 22, 2010, to revive the above-identified application.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the non-final
Office action mailed, July 6, 2009, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three {3)
months.  No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained.
Accordingly, the application became abandoned on October 7, 2009.

The petition is DISMISSED.

The petition does not set forth petitioner's registration number.

37 CFR 1.33 (b) states that:

Amendments and other papers filed in the application must be signed by:
(1) An attorney or agent appointed in compliance with § 1.34(b);

(2) A registered attorney or agent not of record who actsin a
Representative capacity under the provisions of § 1.34(q);

* Kk ok K ok

37 CFR 1.34 states:

“When a patent practitioner acting in a representative capacity appears in
person or signs a paper in practice before the United States Patent and
Trademark Office in a patent case, his or her personal appearance or signature
shall constitute a representation to the United States Patent and Trademark
Office that under the provisions of this subchapter and the law, he or she is
authorized to represent the particular party on whose behalf he or she acts. In
filing such a paper, the patent practitioner must set forth his or her registration
number, his or her name and signature. Further proof of authority to actin a
representative capacity may be required.”
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Further, a grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by: (1) the required
reply. unless previously filed; (2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17{m); (3) a statement
that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a
grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional; and (4) any terminal disclaimer
{and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d)) required by 37 CFR 1.137(d). Where there is a question'as
to whether either the abandonment or the delay in filing.a petition under 37 CFR 1.137 was
unintentional, the Director may require additional information. See MPEP 711.03(c)(ll}{(C) and
(D).

The requisite petition fee has been submitted. However, this petition does not comply with 37
CFR 1.137(b) since the petition lacks item (3).

An unsigned amendment {or other paper) or one not properly sign.ed by a person having
authority to prosecute the application is not entered. Therefore, the statement of unintentional
delay in an improperly filed petition cannot be accepted.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS from
the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted. The
reconsideration request shouid include a cover letter entitied "Renewed Petition under 37 CFR
1.137(b)." This is not a final agency action within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. § 704.

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 hand: U. S. Patent and Trademark Office -
Customer Service Window, Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

The centralized facsimile number is (571) 273-8300.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Monica A. Graves at (571)
272-7253. :

e e

Thurman K. Page
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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EXXONMOBIL RESEARCH & ENGINEERING COMPANY

P.O. BOX 900 MAILED
1545 ROUTE 22 EAST .
ANNANDALE, NJ 08801-0900 JUN 17 20id

' OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of |

Mark D. WINEMILLER, et al. :

Application No. 11/284,475 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 22, 2005 : : UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b)
Attorney Docket No. GPK-0506 :

Ll

This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed May 21, 2010, to
revive the above-identified application.

The petition is DISMISSED.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2)
MONTHS from the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a)
are permifted. The reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled
“Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b).” This is not a final agency action within the
meaning of 5 U.S.C. § 704.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the non-
final Office action mailed, July 6, 2009, which set a.shortened statutory period for reply .
of three (3) months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were
obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on October 7, 2009.

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by: (1) the required
reply, unless previously filed; (2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17({m}); (3) a
statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the
reply untit the fiing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was
unintentional; and (4) any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d)})
required by 37 CFR 1.137(c). Where there is a question as to whether either the
abandonment or the delay in filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.137 was unintentional, the
Commissioner may require additional information. See MPEP 711.03(c)(ll){(C) and (D).
The instant petition lacks items (1) and (3) above.
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Turning first to item (3) above, the statement of unintentional delay is not considered at
this time to be a properly submitted statement. In this regard, the petition containing
the statement o