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I APPLICATION NO. [ FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR IC\TI'ORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO. I
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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.

Patent Public¢ation Branch
Office of Data Management
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.0. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.USPL0.g0V

| APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR P\TTORNEY DOCKET No.| CONFIRMATION NO. | _
11/480,852 07/06/2006 Takashi Enomoto 292942US2SCONT 4378
7590 07/31/2008 | EXAMINER |
OBLON, SPIVAK, MCCLELLAND MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. SANGHAVI, HEMANG
1940 DUKE STREET ‘
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314 ' v I ART UNIT ] PAPER NUMBER l

2874

| NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
07/31/2008 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 pald
search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application. G

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.

Patent Publication Branch
Office of Data Management

ﬂd}ustent date: 07/30/2008 WKING1
0771072006 HLE333 00000025 11480852
02 FC:1111 -500.00 0P

Refund Ref:
07/30/2008 0030059115

Credit Card Refund Total: $500.00
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.0O.Box |

Alcxandna Vlrgmla 22313-1450
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| APPLICATION NO.J FILING DATE l FIRST NAMED INVENTOR FTTORNEY DOCKET NO.I CONFIRMATION NOJ
11/480,879 ' 07/06/2006 Martin Koenemann 293428US0 3885

7590 12/18/2008 r EXAMINER l

OBLON, SPIVAK, MCCLELLAND MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. SUCH, MATTHEW W

1940 DUKE STREET
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314 , I ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER J
' 2891
[ NOTIFICATION DATE [ DELIVERY MODE I
12/18/2008 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 paid search fee and excess claims fee are
hereby refunded.

inquiries shoyifl be directed to the Office of Data Management at (671) 272-4200.
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atent/Publication Branch
Office §f Data Management
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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

MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP
600 13TH STREET, NW

WASHINGTON DC 20005-3096 COPY MAJ LED
MAR 15 2019

In re Application of

Masayuki Nakamura, et al. :

Application No. 11/480,909 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: July 6, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)

Attorney Docket No. 071971-0676

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed, March 15, 2010 to withdraw
the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on February 3, 2010 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 Terri Johnson at (571) 272-2991.
This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2814 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

¢ Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP ~ MAILED

600 13TH STREET, NW

WASHINGTON, DC 20005-3096 . JUN 23 2010
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of .

Masayuki NAKAMURA, et al. :

Application No. 11/480,909 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: July 6, 2006 . : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Attorney Docket No. 071971-0676 :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed June 22, 2010, 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 May 19, 2010 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 2814 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

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 223131450

WWW.USPLO. oV

I APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR FTTORNEY DOCKET NQ.I CONFIRMATION NO. ]
11/480,916 ’ 07/06/2006 Nobuyuki Baba 293297US2 5236
7590 02/19/2009 I EXAMINER ]
OBLON, SPIVAK, MCCLELLAND MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. CHU, KIM KWOK
1940 DUKE STREET
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314 L ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER 1
! 2627

INOTIFICAT]ONDATE ] DELIVERY MODE ]
02/19/2009 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 paid search fee and excess claims fee are
hereby refunded. .

inquiries should bgA/directed to the Officé of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.

Officq of Data Management
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

WWW.USpLo.gov

HODGSON RUSS LLP

THE GUARANTY BUILDING
140 PEARL STREET -

SUITE 100

BUFFALO NY 14202-4040

COPY MAILED
NOV 09 2009

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Patent No. 7,578,384

Issue Date: August 25, 2009 : ,
Application No. 11/480,986 : ON PETITION
Filed: July 6, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 041281.00012

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

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

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

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

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

/Liana Walsh/
Liana Walsh
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

HODGSON RUSS LLP

THE GUARANTY BUILDING
140 PEARL STREET COPY MAILED

SUITE100
BUFFALO NY 14202-4040 APR 0 9 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Sergio Fandella

Application No. 11/480987

Filing or 371(c) Date: 07/06/2006

Attorney Docket Number: :

041281.00016 : ON PETITION

This is a decision on the Petition to the Commissioner Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.181 to Withdraw
Holding of Abandonment, filed February 25, 2009.

This Petition is hereby granted.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to timely and properly reply to
the non-final Office action, mailed June 16, 2008. The Office action set a three (3) month period
for reply, and provided for extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a). No response having been
received, the application became abandoned on September 17, 2009. A Notice of Abandonment
was mailed February 2, 2009.

Applicant’s Assertion

Applicant files the present petition and asserts that a timely response to the Office action was
filed on December 18, 2008 (Certificate of Mailing dated December 15, 2008), including a three
(3) month extension of time and fee. In support of this assertion, applicant files a copy of the
reply, which includes a Certificate of Mailing under 37 CFR 1.8, executed by David L. Principe;
a copy of a statement from David L. Principe attesting to the mailing of the Amendment and
Response on December 15, 2008 in accordance with the procedures set forth in 37 CFR 1.8,
along with a copy of a return-receipt postcard which acknowledges receipt by this Office of an
Amendment and Response (8 pages), on December 18, 2008.

Review of Office records

. A review of Office records also reveals that the Office received the Amendment and Response
on December 18, 2008 (Certificate of Mailing dated December 15, 2008). Office records also



Application No. 11/480987 Page 2

reveal that the application included an authorization on filing to charge any additional fees under
37 CFR 1.17, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.36(a)(3).

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

No petition fee has been charged and none is due. The three (3) month extension of time fee has
been charged to Applicant’s deposit account as authorized in the Fee Transmittal filed with the
application on July 6, 2006.

The application will be referred to Technology Center Art Unit 3651 for continued examination
in the normal course of business.

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

/Derek L. Woods/
Derek L. Woods
Attorney

Office of Petitions



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

KENYON & KENYON LLP COPY MAILED b

1500 K STREET N.W. ¥

SUITE 700 ° _ APR 0 8 2009

WASHINGTON, DC 20005 s
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Noritaka Miyamoto, et al. :

Application No. 11/481,015 : DECISION DISMISSING PETITION
Filed: July 6, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Attorney Docket No. 960/211 :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.3 13(c)(2), filed April 6, 2009, to withdraw the .
above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is DISMISSED AS MOOT.

Unfortunately, the petition was not referred to the appropriate deciding official for decision until

after the issuance of this application into a patent. However, petitioner’s attention is directed to
37 CFR 1.313(d), which states:

A petitién under this section will not be effective to withdraw the application
from issue unless it is actually received and granted by the appropriate
officials before the date of issue. (Emphasis added)

In this case, the petition was not received in the Office of Petitions for consideration until April
6, 2009 at 5:41 pm. Therefore, as the case has now issued, the petition to withdraw from issue
cannot be granted.

The request for continued examination (RCE) filed concurrently with the petition is improper in
view of the issuance of this application into a patent and will not be processed. Accordingly, the
$810 filing fee and the $130 petition fee submitted are unnecessary and will be refunded in due
course. :

The Information Disclosure Statement has been made of record in the file of the above-identified
application without further consideration. See 37 CFR 1.97(1).



Application No. 11/481,015 _ Page 2 -

Petitioner is advised, those while petitions to withdraw from issue may be E-Filed to the
Commissioner for Patents, as was done in this case, applicants were cautioned to hand carry or
fax petitions to withdraw from issue directly to the Office of Petitions and follow up with a
phone call to ensure timely processing of the petition. See MPEP § 1308.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-1642.
All other inquiries regarding this application should be directed to the Office of Data
Management at 571-272-4100.

[TAMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions




. PATENT
U.S. Application No. 11/481,015
Attorney Docket No. 960/211

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

In re the Application of: Noritaka MIYAMOTO, et al. Conf. No. 4356
Group Art Unit: 3741

Application No.: 11/481,015

Examiner: M. J. McMahon

Filed: 06 July 2006

Docket No.: 960/211

For: : INSERT CASTING COMPONENT, CYLINDER BLOCK,

METHOD FOR FORMING COATING ON INSERT
CASTING COMPONENT, AND METHOD FOR
MANUFACTURING CYLINDER BLOCK

PETITION FOR WITHDRAWAL FROM ISSUE
UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.313(c)(2)

Mail Stop - PETITIONS
Commissioner For Patents

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

Sir:

Applicants hereby petition for the wfthdrawal of this application from issue. The
application is to issue on 07 April 2009 as U.S. 7,513,236. The reason for the request for
withdrawal from issue is to permit consideration of the Request for Continued Exarmnauon
(“RCE”), and an Information Disclosure Statement.

The Office is hereby authorized to charge the petition fee for consideration of this
petition under §1.17(h), and any additional fees under 37 C.F.R. §1.16 or §1.17 or credit any

overpayment to Deposit Account No. 11-0600.
| The Examiner is invited to call the undersigned at 202.220.4420 to discuss any
information concerning this application.

Respectfully submitted,

4/08/2889_ CKHLOK
B et et Beungs Tl6as 11481615

Date: 06 April 2009 By:  /Daniel G. ﬁwﬁl R b1 00 Ck
Daniel G. Shanley
(Reg. No. 54,863)

KENYON & KENYON LLP

1500 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20005

Telephone:  (202) 220-4200)

Facsimile: (202) 220-4201)

DCO1 777764 v1

- Aﬁ;ﬁm‘ ) ]



UNITED STATES PATENT & TRADEMARK OFFICE

Washington, D.C. 20231

REQUEST FOR PATENT FEE REFUND

1 Date of Request: 04/08/09 2 Serial/Patent # 10/481,015
¢ PAPER s DATE

3 Please refund the following fee(s): NUMBER FILED 6 AMOUNT
Filing $
Amendment $
Extension of Time $
Notice of Appeal/Appeal $

X Petition PETWDISS | 04/06/09 $ 130.00
Issue $
Cert of Correction/Terminal Disc. $
Maintenance $
Assignment $
X Other RCEX 04/06/09 $ 810.00
" oF rerunp | s 940.00
8 TO BE REFUNDED BY:

10 REASON: Treasury Check
Overpayment X Credit Deposit A/C #:
Duplicate Payment o |111}--10]6]010

X No Fee Due (Explanation):

PETITION DISMISSED AS MOOT. PETITION FILED LATE

11 REFUND REQUESTED BY:

TYPED/PRINTED NAME: April M. Wise TITLE: Petitions Examiner
SIGNATURE: /APRILMWISE/ PHONE : 571-272-1642
OFFICE: Office of Petitions

APPROVED:

*******************'k***********************************;i******i*********

THIS SPACE RESERVEDWA?{E USE ONLY:
0 DATE:
o

5/{79

Instructions for completion of this form appear on the back.  After completion, attach
white and yellow copies to the official file and mail or hand-carry to:

FORM PTO 1577
(01/%0)

Office of Finance
Refund Branch
Crystal Park One, Room 802B

YR

¥ sy

a -



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

an A =
OBLON, SPIVAK, MCCLELLAND, MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. L;uxs} [ ”)

1940 DUKE STREET 500
ALEXANDRIA VA 22314 win 27 ¢
ftemet S

In re Application of :
Ito et al. : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Application No. 11/481,047 : PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Filed: 06 June 2006 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Attorney Docket No. MNL-2018-1406 : 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 3 November 2006, to make the above-

identified application special.
The request and 'petition are DISMISSED.
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. 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 pilot program and petition fail to include:

Applicant did not submit an IDS listing all 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. The missing document cited by the JPO examiner and not provided in the IDS is
JP-A-H06-084565.

Applicant is given a time period of ONE MONTH or THIRTY DAYS, whichever is longer,
from the mailing date of this decision 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 be faxed to Greg Vidovich at 571/273-4415.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Greg Vidovich at 571/272-
4415. )

Greg Vidovicté

Training Quality Assurafnce Specialist
Technology Center 370



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

WWWIISP‘OSOV

NIXON & VANDERHYE, PC
901 NORTH GLEBE ROAD, 11TH FLOOR

ARLINGTON VA 22203 o MAILED

. In re Application of . : - MAR 12 2607
Ito et al. ' . : DECISION ON REQUEST TO  Directors Otfice
Application No. 11/481,047 : PARTICIPATE IN PATENT Group 3700
Filed: 06 June 2006 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY

Attorney Docket No. MNL-2018-1406 : 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 3 November 2006, to make the above-
identified application special. .

It is noted that a decision was mailed 27 February 2007. However, this decision was mailed to
the wrong address. For purposes of responding, the mailing date of this decision will determine
the time period discussed hereinafter. '

The request and petition are DISMISSED.
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. 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 pilot program and petition fail to include:



Applicant did not submit an IDS listing all 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. The missing document cited by the JPO examiner and not provided in the IDS is

JP-A-H06-084565.

Applicant is given a time period of ONE MONTH or THIRTY DAYS, whichever is longer,
from the mailing date of this decision 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 be faxed to Greg Vidovich at 571/273-4415.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Greg Vidovich at 571/272-
4415. '

/;

e
Greg Vidovich O
Training Quality Assurgfice Specialist
Technology Center 37



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

NIXON & VANDERHYE, PC

901 NORTH GLEBE ROAD, 11TH FLOOR

ARLINGTON VA 222030 3 /37/07
- Inre Application of : .

TAUCHI, TAKASHI et al : DECISION ON REQUEST TO

Application No. 11/481,047 - = PARTICIPATE IN PATENT

Filed: Jul. 6, 2006 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY

Attorney Docket No. MNL 2018-1406 : 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 renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed Mar. 13, 2007, to make the

above-identified application specxal
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. 119(a) to one or more
applications filed in the JPO;

(2) Applicant must submit a copy of the a]lowable/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 sufﬁmently correspond or be amended to
sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the JPO apphcatlon(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 pilot program and petition comply with the above
requirements Receipt of the IDS and a copy of Japanese patent publication, JP-A-H06-084565,
1s acknowledged. Accordingly, the above identified application has been accorded “special”

status.



Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Henry C. Yuen, at 571-272-
4856.

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application should be directed to
the examiner, Mr. Hai Huynh, 571-272-4844.

- The application is being forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with

this decision.

Kardn M. Young, Direictor
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Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd. Mail Date: 04/30/2010
c/o LEASON ELLIS

81 Main Street, Suite 503
White Plains, NY 10601

Applicant : Wenlin Zhang : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7633918 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 12/15/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/481,057 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

07/06/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 702 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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Paper No.
TOWNSEND AND TOWNSEND AND CREW, LLP
TWO EMBARCADERO CENTER
EIGHTH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-3834 COPY MAILED
NOV 2 2 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :

Baxter et al. : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 11/481,062

Filed: July 3, 2006 :

Atty Docket No.020375-035210US:

This is a decision on the PETITION IN RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF
INCOMPLETE NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION filed August 28, 2006,
which is properly considered as a petition under

§ 1.53(e) (2). Petitioners request that the Office accord the
above-identified application a filing date of July 3, 2006.

Application papers in the above-identified application were
deposited on July 3, 2006. However, on August 4, 2006, the
Initial Patent Examination Division mailed applicants a NOTICE
OF INCOMPLETE NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION. Applicants were
thereby notified that the application papers had not been
accorded a filing date because the application was filed without
drawings. In addition, applicants were advised that an abstract
was not provided with the application.

Applicants maintain that all of the missing items (drawings and
abstract) were submitted with the application on July 3, 2006.
In support thereof, applicants submit a copy of their return
postcard.

A postcard receipt, which itemizes and properly identifies the
items, which are being filed, serves as prima facie evidence of
receipt in the Office of all items listed thereon on the date
stamped thereon by the Office. However, it is important that
the return postcard itemize all of the components of the
application. If the postcard does not itemize each of the
components of the application; it will not serve as evidence
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that any component, which was not itemized, was received by the
United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO). For example,
merely listing on the postcard “a complete application” or
“patent application” will not serve as a proper receipt for each
of the required components of an application (e.g.,
specification (including claims), drawings (if necessary), oath
or declaration and the application filing fee) or missing
portions (e.g., pages, sheets of drawings) of an application if
one of the components or portion of a component is found to be
missing by the USPTO. Each separate component should be
specifically and properly itemized on the postcard. Furthermore,
merely incorporating by reference in the postcard receipt, the
items listed in a transmittal letter will not serve as prima
facie evidence of receipt of those items. See MPEP 503.

A review of petitioners’ postcard receipt reveals that: 1) it
was date stamped as received in the USPTO on July 3, 2006, and
the items filed therewith were assigned Application No.
11/481062; 2) it specifically identifies the items being filed,
including “Seven (7) sheets of drawings” and 3) it lacks any
annotation of non-receipt of any item denoted on the postcard.
Thus, petitioners have shown that the items denoted, including 7
sheets of drawings, were filed on July 3, 2006.

However, the postcard does not denote the number of pages of
specification or that an abstract was being filed. Given the
failure to specifically identify the other components of the
patent application, the postcard is not persuasive evidence of
the filing of an Abstract on page 23.

It is concluded that the application-as-filed on July 3, 2006
included drawings and is entitled to a filing date of July 3,
2006.

Receipt of the Abstract on petition is acknowledged.

Accordingly, the petition is GRANTED to the extent indicated
herein.

Given the basis for granting the petition, the petition fee is
subject to refund. Although authorized, no petition fee will be
charged to petitioner’s Deposit Account.

The application is being forwarded to the Office of Initial
Patent Examination (OIPE) for:
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* correction of the filing date to July 3, 2006 using the
application papers received in the Office and presently
accorded that date; and the 7 sheets of drawings re-
supplied on petition filed August 28, 2006;

e for indication in Office records, as appropriate, that 7

sheets of drawings were present in the application on
filing; and

e for processing of the Abstract filed August 28, 2006.

Applicants will receive appropriate notifications regarding the

fees owed, if any, and other information in due course from
OIPE.

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

Office of Petitions
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Washington DC 20006

In re Application of

Stanley Schmulewitz
Application No. 11/481,065
Filed: July 6, 2006

Attorney Docket No. 060226

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
OCT 2 0 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 July 6, 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 a copy of the applicant’s birth certificate. Accordingly, the above-identified

application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Williams at 571-272-2991.

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.

Amelia Au 'é"“l

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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FISH & RICHARDSON PC
P.0. BOX 1022
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55440-1022

MAILED

MAR 2 62010
In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
John D. Joannopoulos, et al. :
Application No. 11/481,077 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: July S, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Attorney Docket No. 01997-359001 / MIT
11757

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed, March 24, 2010 to withdraw
the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on February 9, 2010 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 Terri Johnson at (571) 272-2991.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2836 for processing of the request
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
information disclosure statement.

Terri JohnS$on
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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NUTTER MCCLENNEN & FISH, LLP
WORLD TRADE CENTER WEST
155 SEAPORT BOULEVARD

BOSTON, MA 02210-2604 | COPY MAILED
' SEP 19 2008

In re Application of

Kevin H. Murphy Jr., et. al. :

Application No. 11/481,089 : ON PETITION

Filed: July §, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 102767-42

This is a decision on the petition, filed February 5, 2008, which is being treated as a petition under
37 CFR 1.137(b) to revive the instant nonprovisional application for failure to timely notify the U.S.
Patent and Trademark (USPTO) of the filing of an application in a foreign country, or under a
multinational treaty that requires publication of applications eighteen months after filing. See 37.
CFR 1.137(f).

The petition is DISMISSED.

Petitioner states that the instant non-provisional application is the subject of an application filed in a
foreign country and the U. S. Patent and Trademark Office was unintentionally not notified of this
filing within 45 days subsequent to the filing of the subject application in a foreign country. A
review of the file record shows that a Request to Rescind was filed on February 5, 2008. However,
petitioner has not provided the exact filing date of the foreign application. Before a proper
determination on the merits of the petition can be decided, petitioner must supply the filing date of
the foreign application in a renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b).

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. No additional
petition fee is required.
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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: 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 the undersigned at (571).272-

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Nutter McClennen & Fish, LLP

World Trade Center West
155 Seaport Boulevard
Boston, MA 02210-2604 COPY MAILED
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Kevin J. Murphy Jr., et. al. :
Application No. 11/481,089 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 5, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b)

Attorney Docket No. 102767-42

This is a decision on the renewed petition filed October 7, 2008, which is being treated as a
petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) to revive the instant nonprovisional application for failure to
timely notify the U.S. Patent and Trademark (USPTO) of the filing of an application in a foreign
country, or under a multinational treaty that requires publication of applications eighteen months
after filing. See 37 CFR 1.137(f).

The petition is GRANTED.

Petitioner states that the instant nonprovisional application is the subject of an application filed in
an eighteen-month publication country on July 5, 2007. However, the USPTO was unintentionally
not notified of this filing within 45 days subsequent to the filing of the subject application in an
eighteen-month publication country.

In view of the above, this application became abandoned pursuant to 35 U.S.C. §
122(b)(2)(B)(1ii) and 37 CFR 1.213(c) for failure to timely notify the Office of the filing of an
application in a foreign country or under a multilateral international agreement that requires
publication of applications 18 months after filing.

A petition to revive an application abandoned pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b)(2)(B)(iii) for failure
to notify the USPTO of a foreign filing must be accompanied by:

(1) the required reply which is met by the notification of such filing in a foreign
country or under a multinational treaty;

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

(3) a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date
of the reply until the filing of a grantable petition was unintentional.
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The instant petition has been found to be in compliance with 37 CFR 1.137(b). Accordingly, the
failure to timely notify the USPTO of a foreign or international filing within 45 days after the
date of filing of such foreign or international application as provided by 35 U.S.C. §
122(b)(2)(B)(iii) and 37 CFR 1.213(c) is accepted as having been unintentionally delayed.

The previous Request and Certification under 35 U.S.C. § 122(b)(2)(B)(i) has been rescinded. A
Notice Regarding Rescission of Nonpublication Request and/or Notice of Foreign Filing, which
sets forth the projected publication date of March 5, 2009 accompanies this decision.

This application is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2442 for examination in due
course. :

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
320%.
Andrea Smith

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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[ APPLICATIONNUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE [ FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT | ATTY.DOCKETNO/TITLE |
11/481,089 07/05/2006 Kevin J. Murphy JR. 102767-42
CONFIRMATION NO. 3974
21125 NONPUBLICATION RESCISSION
NUTTER MCCLENNEN & FISH LLP LETTER

WORLD TRADE CENTER WEST

155 SEAPORT BOULEVARD S

BOSTON, MA 02210-2604
Date Mailed: 11/24/2008

Communication Regarding Rescission Of
Nonpublication Request and/or Notice of Foreign Filing

Applicant's rescission of the previously-filed nonpublication request and/or notice of foreign filing is acknowledged.
The paper has been reflected in the Patent and Trademark Office's (USPTO's) computer records so that the
earliest possible projected publication date can be assigned.

The projected publication date is 03/05/2009.

If applicant rescinded the nonpublication request before or on the date of "foreign filing,"* then no notice of foreign
filing is required.

If applicant foreign filed the application after filing the above application and before filing the rescission,
and the rescission did not also include a notice of foreign filing, then a notice of foreign filing (not merely a
rescission) is required to be filed within 45 days of the date of foreign filing. See 35 U.S.C. § 122(b)(2)(B)(iii), and

Clarification of the United States Patent and Trademark Office's Interpretation of the Provisions of 35 U.S.C. §
122(b)(2)(B)(ii)-(iv), 1272 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 22 (July 1, 2003).

If a notice of foreign filing is required and is not filed within 45 days of the date of foreign filing, then the
application becomes abandoned pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 122(b)(2)(B)(iii). In this situation, applicant should either
file a petition to revive or notify the Office that the application is abandoned. See 37 CFR 1.137(f). Any such
petition to revive will be forwarded to the Office of Petitions for a decision. Note that the filing of the petition will
not operate to stay any period of reply that may be running against the application.

Questions regarding petitions to revive should be directed to the Office of Petitions at (571) 272-3282.

! Note, for purpose of this notice, that "foreign filing" means "filing an application directed to the same invention in another
country, or under a multilateral international agreement, that requires publication of applications 18 months after filing".

/amsmith/

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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STMicroelectronics Inc.
c/o WOLF, GREENFIELD & SACKS, PC

Federal Reserve Plaza . COPY MAILED

600 Atlantic Avenue

BOSTON MA 02210-2206 JAN 0 8 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Sozzani - :

Application No. 11/481,099 : ON PETITION

Deposited: July 5, 2006

Attorney Docket No. S1022.71105US00
For: PROTECTION OF A DIGITAL
QUANTITY CONTAINED IN AN
INTEGRATED CIRCUIT COMPRISING A
JTAG INTERFACE

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.53(¢), filed August 11, 2006 (certificate of
mailing date August 8, 2006), requesting that the above-identified application be accorded a
filing date of July 5, 2006. :

The petition under 37 CFR 1.53(e) is GRANTED.

The application was deposited on July 5, 2006. On July 31, 2006, the Office of Initial Patent
Examination mailed a Notice informing petitioner that no filing date had been accorded to the

application papers deposited on July 5, 2006 because no drawings were present, as is required by
35U.8.C. 113.

In response to the Notice, petitioner timely filed the present petition. Petitioner requests that the
above-identified application be accorded a filing date of July 5, 2006 on the basis that 2 sheets of
drawing figures were received in the Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) on July 5, 2006. In
support, the petition is accompanied by a copy of applicant’s itemized postcard receipt showing
an Office of Initial Patent Examination generated barcode citing July 5, 2006 as the date of
receipt. The postcard lists, inter alia, that the filing included 2 sheets of drawings.

The return postcard constitutes prima facie evidence that 2 sheets of drawings were filed on July
5,2006. MPEP 503. Accordingly, the request is granted. Pursuant to petitioner’s authorization,
the $400.00 petition fee will be refunded to deposit account no. 23-2825.
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It is noted that the application contains method claims. Therefore, even if petitioner did not have
a postcard receipt proving drawings were filed on July 5, 2006, the application would have been
entitled to a filing date without drawings.

The application is being returned to Office of Initial Patent Examination for further processing,
with a filing date of July 5, 2006, using the copy of the 2 sheets of drawings submitted with the
instant petition. Office records will be corrected to show that 2 sheets of drawings were present
on filing. '

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

Mot Wbl franrt.

Shirene Willis Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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SALIWANCHIK LLOYD & SALIWANCHIK COPY MAILED
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PO Box 142950 AUG 0 4 2009
GAINESVILLE, FL 32614 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :

Bum : DECISION ON APPLICATION
Application No. 11/481,103 : FOR PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT

Filed: July 5, 2006 -
Atty Docket No. SUN.DE.201

This is in response to the “Application for Patent Term Adjustment Under 37 CFR §1.705(b)”
filed May 20, 2009. Applicant requests the initial determination of patent term adjustment be
corrected from zero (0) days to one hundred thirty-three (133) days.

The application for patent term adjustment is granted to the extent indicated herein.

The Office has updated the PALM screen to reflect that the correct Patent Term Adjustment
(PTA) determination at the time of the mailing of the Notice of Allowance is 0 days, including
58 days of Office Delay and 174 days of Applicant Delay. A copy of the updated PALM screen,
showing the correct determination, is enclosed.

On February 25, 2009, the Office mailed a Determination of Patent Term Adjustment under 35
U.S.C. 154(b) in the above-identified application. Applicant was advised of a patent term
adjustment to date of 0 days. In response, applicant timely filed this application for patent term
adjustment with, or prior to, payment of the issue fee.! :

Applicant requests the patent term adjustment be corrected to 133 days.

Applicant asserts the Office’s delay should be increased 75 days pursuant to 37 CFR 1.703(a)(2)
as a result of the Office action mailed November 20, 2008. Applicant also asserts the reply filed
January 20, 2009, should not have resulted in a reduction in patent term adjustment of 75 days
due to Applicant Delay. '

The application history has been reviewed and it has been determined that the initial patent term
adjustment of 0 days is correct.

' PALM Records indicate that the Issue Fee payment was received on May 21, 2009.
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Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.703(a)(2), Office Delay includes,

The number of days, if any, in the period beginning on the day after the date that is four
months after the date a reply under § 1.111 was filed and ending on the date of mailing of
either an action under 35 U.S.C. 132, or a notice of allowance under 35 U.S.C. 151,
whichever occurs first.

In this case a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 was filed May 6, 2008. A final Office action was mailed
August 6, 2008, and included a correct address. The USPS returned the envelope undelivered
and the copy of the envelope fails to indicate the reason the envelope was returned. In other
words, the record fails to indicate the Office action was not delivered due to an error by the

Office.

The fact the Office action was not received does not change the fact the Office issued an Office
action within four months of applicant filing a reply on May 6, 2008. Since the Office properly
mailed an Office action on August 6, 2008, only three months after a reply was filed on May 6,
2008, an adjustment under 37 CFR 1.703(a)(2) is not warranted.

Applicant asserts the reply filed January 20, 2009, should not have resulted in a reduction in
patent term adjustment of 75 days. 37 CFR 1.704(b) provides for a reduction when an applicant
takes more than 3 months to respond to any notice or action by the Office making any rejection,
objection, argument or other request. This period is properly calculated based on the date of the
re-mailing of the Office action. In view of applicant not receiving the undelivered Office action,
the Office mailing a new Office action, and the Office restarting the time period, the three-month
time period under 37 CFR 1.704(b) began November 20, 2008. The January 20, 2009 reply was
filed within three months of the November 20, 2008 Office action. Therefore, the filing of the
January 20, 2009 reply should not have resulted in a reduction under 37 CFR 1.704(b). The
period of reduction of 75 days is being removed.

Although a reduction is not warranted as a result of the filing of the January 20, 2009 reply, a
review of the record indicates a reduction of 174 days is appropriate due to the substitute
declaration filed October 27, 2008.

Per 37 CFR 1.704(c)(8), circumstances that will result in a reduction in the period of adjustment
include:

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

Applicant filed a reply to the February 6, 2008 non-final Office action on May 6, 2008.
Applicant filed a substitute declaration and power of attorney on October 27, 2008. The
substitute declaration and power of attorney is a paper filed after a reply has already been filed.
Therefore, a reduction of 174 days pursuant to 37 CFR 1.704(c)(8) is appropriate for the period
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beginning on May 7, 2008, and ending on October 27, 2008. A period of reduction of 174 days
is being entered. o

In view of the previous discussion, the patent term adjustment at the time of mailing of the notice
of allowance is zero (0) days,” including 58 days of Office delay and 174 days of applicant delay.

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

Applicants are reminded that any delays by the Office pursuant to 37 CFR 1.702(a)(4) and
1.702(b) and any applicant delays under 37 CFR 1.704(c)(10) will be calculated at the time of
the issuance of the patent and applicants will be notified of the revised patent term adjustment to
be indicated on the patent in the Issue Notification letter that is mailed to applicants
approximately three weeks prior to issuance.

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

Telephone inquiries specific to this decision should be directed to Senior Petitions Attorney
Steven Brantley at (571) 272-3203.

Office of Petitions

Enclosure:  Copy of revised PALM screen

2 The Office does not set forth negative balances of patent term adjustment on the Determination of Patent Term
Adjustment under 35 U.S.C. 154(b).
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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

BROOKS KUSHMAN P.C. Mail Date: 04/21/2010
1000 TOWN CENTER

TWENTY-SECOND FLOOR
SOUTHFIELD, MI 48075

Applicant : Stephan Beutlhauser : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7601791 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/13/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,113 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 422 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
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 .
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COPY MAILET
MAR 1 4 2008

Akerman Senterfitt

P.O. Box 3188

West Palm Beach, FL 33402-3188 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of o | - .

Sally Shea , : _
Application No. 11/481,118 : ON PETITION

Filed: July 5, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 8102-1-1

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(6) to accept an unintentionally delayed claim
under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) for the benefit of priority of the prior-filed provisional application set forth in
the amendment filed concurrently with the instant petition.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(6) is GRANTED.

A petition for acceptance of a claim for late priority under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(6) is only applicable to those
applications filed on, or after, November 29, 2000. Further, the petition is appropriate only after the
expiration of the period specified in 37 CFR 1.78(a)(5)(ii). In addition, the petition under 37 CFR
1.78(a)(6) must be accompanied by:

1. - the reference required by 35 USC 119(e) and paragraph (a)(5) of this section
to the prior-filed provisional application, unless previously submitted. '
2. the surcharge set forth in 1.17(t), and

3. a statement that the entire delay between the date the claim was due under

paragraph (a)(5)(ii) of this section and the date the claim was filed was unintentional.

The instant nonprovisional application was filed after November 29, 2000, and the claim herein for the
benefit of priority to the prior-filed provisional application is submitted after the expiration of the period
specified in 37 CFR 1.78(a)(2)(ii). Also, the reference to the prior filed application, found in the
Application Data Sheet filed April 10, 2007, was submitted during the pendency of the instant
nonprovisional application for which the claim for benefit of priority is sought. See 35 U.S.C. § 119(e).
Accordingly, having found that the instant petition for acceptance of an unintentionally delayed claim for
benefit of priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) to the prior-filed provisional apphcatlon satisfies the
conditions of 37 CFR 1.78(a)(6), the petition is granted.

The granting of the petition to accept the delayed benefit claim to the prior-filed application under
37 CFR 1.78(a)(6) should not be construed as meaning the instant application is entitled to the
benefit of the prior-filed application. In order for the instant application to be entitled to the



In re Application of Sally Shea Page 2
11/481,118 :

benefit of the prior-filed application, all other requirements under 35 U.S.C.§ 119(e) and 37 CFR
1.78(a)(4) and (a)(5) must be met. Similarly, the fact that the corrected Filing Receipt
accompanying this decision on petition includes the prior-filed application should not be construed
as meaning that applicant is entitled to the claim for benefit of priority to the prior-filed application
noted thereon. Accordingly, the examiner will, in due course, consider this benefit claim and
determine whether the instant application is entitled to the benefit of the earlier filing date.

A corrected Filing Receipt, which includes the priority claim to the prior-filed provisional application,
accompanies this decision on petition.

Any inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to Kenya A. McLaughlin, Petitions Attorney, at
(571) 272-3222.

This matter is being referred to Technology Center 3700, Art Unit 3728 for further processing, including
consideration by the examiner of applicant’s entitlement to claim benefit of priority under 35 U.S.C.§
119(e) to the prior-filed provisional application.

nthony Knight
Supervisor
Office of Petitions

Enclosure: Corrected Filing Receipt
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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APPLICATION FILING or GRP ART
. NUMBER 371(c) DATE UNIT FIL FEE REC'D ATTY.DOCKET.NO TOT CLAIMSJIND CLAIMS
~ T1/481,118  07/05/2006 3728 565 8102-1-1 6 ]
‘ CONFIRMATION NO. 3807
30448 REPLACEMENT FILING RECEIPT

AKERMAN SENTERFITT

WEST PALM BEACH. FL 33402.3188 | AR 0 R WAGL A T

Date Mailed: 03/03/2008

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

Applicant(s) _
Sally Shea, Fort Lauderdale, FL;
Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 30448

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant
This applIn claims benefit of 60/696,594 07/05/2005

Foreign Applications

if Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 07/31/2006

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

is US 11/481,118
Projected Publication Date: Not Applicable
" Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No
** SMALL ENTITY **

page 10of 3



Title

Personal hygiene dispensing packet
Preliminary Class

206

PROTECTING YOUR INVENTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES |

Since the rights granted by a U.S. patent extend only throughout the terrltory 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 specuf ¢
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 fi iling receipt contains further mformatlon and
guidance as to the status of applicant's license for forelgn 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 consuit 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, appllcants may
call the U.S. Government hotline at 1-866-999-HALT (1-866-999-4158).

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

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

page 2 of 3



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

This license is to be retained by the licensee and may be used at any time on or after the effective date thereof unless
itis revoked. This license is automatically transferred to any related appllcatlons(s) filed under 37 CFR 1.53(d). This
hcense 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



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

DELPHINE M. JAMES
2656 SOUTH LOOP WEST #170

HOUSTON TX 77054 COPY MAILED
SEP 0 52008

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Kazem Azodi, et al. :
Application No. 11/481,125 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 5, 2006 - TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Attorney Docket No. N/A : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed July 5, 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 a copy of the applicant’s. Accordingly, the above-identified application has
been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Williams at 571-272-2991.

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 3754 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

)yl

err1 Williams
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
NIXON PEABODY LLP - PATENT GROUP
CLINTON SQUARE
PO BOX 31051 COPY MAILED
ROCHESTER NY 14603-1051
APR 0 2 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Fleisher, et al. :
Application No. 11/481,128 : DECISION REFUSING STATUS
Filed: July 5, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47 (a)

Attorney Docket No. 19603/5441

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a), filed
March 5, 2007.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) is DISMISSED.

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

Failure to respond will result in abandonment of the application.
Any extensions of time will be governed by 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) requires: (1) proof
that the non-signing inventor cannot be reached after diligent
effort or refuses to sign the oath or declaration after having
been presented with the application papers (specification,

claims, drawings, oath or declaration); (2) an acceptable oath or
declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63; (3) the petition fee;
and (4) a statement of the last known address of the non-signing
inventor. Rule 47 applicant has not met requirement (1) above.



Application No. 11/481,128 Page 2

Rule 47 applicant has not demonstrated diligent effort in finding
the non-signing inventor Christian Wood. With respect to showing
diligent effort, “an affidavit or declaration of facts should be
submitted that fully describes the exact facts which are relied
on to establish that a diligent effort was made.”' Here, Rule 47
applicant states that the application papers were mailed to the
last known address of Wood, but was returned as undeliverable.
Knowing that Wood is no longer at that residence, Rule 47
applicant has not provided any information of the steps taken to
subsequently locate him. Applicant has provided no documentary

evidence, such as a copy of an internet search, to support such a
finding?.

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

By mail: Mail Stop Petitions
Commissioner for Patents
P.0. Box 1450
Alexandria VA 22313-1450

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

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

o

Cliff Congo
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

' MPEP 409.03(d).

2 such documentary evidence should be made part of the affidavit or

declaration. See id.
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Commissioner for Patents
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NIXON PEABODY LLP - PATENT GROUP
CLINTON SQUARE

PO BOX 31051

ROCHESTER NY 14603-1051

COPY MAILED
NOV 2 9 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of , : _
Fleisher, et al. : DECISION ACCORDING STATUS

Application No. 11/481,128 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(a)
Filed: July 5, 2006 : )
Attorney Docket No. 19603/5441 : /

s

This is in response to the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a),
filed November 2, 2007.1

The petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) is GRANTED.

Applicants filed a petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) on

March 5, 2007, to have the signing inventors execute the oath or
declaration on behalf of non-signing inventors Wood and Fleisher.
However, the petition was dismissed in a decision mailed on

April 2, 2007. The decision explained that Rule 47 applicant had
not demonstrated diligent effort in finding Wood. Rule 47
applicant did establish that Fleisher refused to sign the
declaration, however.

With the instant renewed petition, Rule 47 applicant has provided
a declaration executed by inventor Wood. The réquirements for a
grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.47 with respect to Fleisher
were previously fulfilled in the March 5, 2007 petition.

' The petition was filed in response to a decision on petition mailed

April 2, 2007. The instant petition was made timely by obtaining a five month
extension of time. '
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The above-identified application and papers have been reviewed
and found to be in compliance with 37 CFR 1.47(a). Accordingly,
the above-identified application is hereby accorded Rule 1.47(a)
status. As provided in 37 CFR 1.47(c), this Office will forward
notice .of this application's filing to non-signing inventor
Fleisher at the last known address provided in the March 5, 2007
petition. Notice of the filing of this application will also be
published in the Official Gazette.

As there is no fee for a renewed petition, the $200 petition fee
has been refunded to Deposit Account No. 14-1138.

The matter is being forwarded to Group Art Unit 1621 to await
applicants’ reply to the non-final Office action mailed
August 10, 2007.

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

Ul Ay

Cliff Congo
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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CHRISTIAN A FLEISHER
630 NORTH BROADWAY #1
SARATOGA SPRINGS NY 12866

COPY MAILED

NOV 2 9 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Christian A. Fleisher, Alfred Center,
Eric Johnson, Andrew Nady, Christian _
Wood 4 :
Apglication No. 11/481,128 : LETTER
Filed: July 5, 2006 :

- Title: Continuous Transesterification
Process

Dear Mr. Fleisher:

You are named as a joint inventor in the above-identified United
States patent application filed under the provisions of 35 USC 116
(United States Code) and 37 CFR 1.47(a), Rules of Practice in Patent
Cases. Should a patent be granted on the application you will be
designated therein as a joint inventor.

As a joint inventor, you are entitled to inspect any paper in the file
wrapper of the application, order copies of all or any part thereof
(at a prepaid cost per 37 CFR 1.19) or make your position of record in
the application. Alternatively, you may arrange to do any of the
preceding through a registered patent attorney or agent presenting
written authorization from you. If you care to join the application,
agent of record would presumably assist.you. Joining in the
application would entail the filing of an appropriate oath or
declaration by you pursuant to 37 CFR 1.63.

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to
Petitions Attorney Cliff Congo at (571)272-3207. Requests for
information regarding your application should be directed to the File
Information Unit at (703) 308-2733. Information regarding how to pay
for and order a copy of the application, or a specific paper in the
application, should be directed to the Certification Division at (703)
308-9726 or 1-800-972-6382 (outside the Washington D.C. area).

o

Cliff Congo
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
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WWW.uspto.gov

SIEMENS CORPORATION Mail Date: 04/21/2010
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DEPARTMENT

170 WOOD AVENUE SOUTH
ISELIN, NJ 08830

Applicant : Klaus Engel : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7616199 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 11/10/20009 : TERM ADJUSIMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,129 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 610 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

DICKE, BILLIG & CZAJA D
FIFTH STREET TOWERS MAILE

100 SOUTH FIFTH STREET, JUN 0 8 2009
SUITE 2250 4
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Martin BROX, et al :

Application No. 11/481,157 . DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 5, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No.

1438.133.101/IF02P188US

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
April 23,2009, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to timely pay the issue and publication fees on or
before February 18, 2009, as required by the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due, mailed
November 18, 2008, which set a statutory period for reply of three (3) months. Accordingly, the
application became abandoned on February 19, 2009.

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 Fee of $1510 and Publication Fee of $300; (2) the
petition fee of $1620; and (3) the required statement of unintentional delay.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Diane Goodwyn at (571) 272-
6735.

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

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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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

BUSKOP LAW GROUP, P.C.

1776 YORKTOWN

SUITE 550 ‘

HOUSTON TX 77056 | COPY MAILED

NOV 2 8 2006

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of '

Michael John Padgett :

Application No. 11/481,166 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: July 5, 2006 ' : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

Attorney Docket No. 771.018 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(i) & (ii), filed July 5, 2006, to make the
above-identified application special based on the invention (a) materially enhancing the quality of the
environment as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section V and (b) materially contributing to certain
categories related to energy resource as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section VI.

The petitions are DISMISSED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(¢)(2)(i) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section V: Environmental Quality, must state that special status is sought because the invention
materially enhances the quality of the environment by contributing to the restoration or maintenance of
basic life-sustaining. natural elements. If the disclosure is not clear on its face that the claimed invention
materially enhances the quality of the environment by contributing to the restoration or maintenance of
one of the basic life-sustaining natural elements, the petition must be accompanied by a statement by the
applicant, assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice before the Office explaining how the
materiality standard is met. No fee is required.

The instant petition fails to show the invention meets the materiality standard. The instant invention is
broadly directed to using 3D seismic data in hydrocarbon exploration. Cléarly, any attempt involving
exploration of potentially productive sites for hydrocarbon deposits necessarily involves clearing of the
surrounding areas, digging, etc. Such activities are clearly disruptive to the environment. Additionally, the
use of seismic data in hydrocarbon exploration is known in the prior art and the statements in the petition
as well as in the supporting affidavit by the inventor fail to explain how the instant invention materially
enhances the quality of the environment by contributing to the restoration or maintenance of one of the
basic life-sustaining natural elements as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section V.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(ii) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section VI: Energy, must state that special status is sought because the invention materially contributes to
(A) the discovery or development of energy resources, or (B) the more efficient utilization and
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conservation of energy resources. Examples of inventions in category (A) would be developments in
fossil fuels (natural gas, coal, and petroleum), hydrogen fuel technologies, nuclear energy, solar energy,
etc. Category (B) would include inventions relating to the reduction of energy consumption in combustion
systems, industrial equipment, household appliances, etc. enhances the quality of the environment by
contributing to the restoration or maintenance of basic life-sustaining natural elements. If the application
disclosure is not clear on its face that the claimed invention materially contributes to category (A) or (B),
the petition must be accompanied by a statement under 37 CFR 1.102 by the applicant, assignee, or an
attorney/agent registered to practice before the Office explammg how the materlallty standard is met. No
fee is required.

The instant petition fails to meet the materiality standard of 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(ii). That the instant
invention is directed towards exploration of hydrocarbons does not in itself render the invention to be
deemed as materially contributing to category (A) or (B), as set forth above, since using seismic data in
hydrocarbon exploration is known in the prior art. The instant petition as well as the supporting affidavit
by the inventor states that the instant invention contributes to the development of energy resources but the
materiality standard of the rule has not been met, i.e., petitioner has failed to explain how the claimed
invention contributes in a significant, substantial, or notlceable manner to category (A) or (B), as set forth
above.

This lack of meeting the materiality standards of 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2) (i) and (ii) does not permit the
applicant to enjoy the benefit of advanced examination.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Ramesh Krishnamurthy at 571-272-
4914, or to the undersigned at 571-272-7099.

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 3663 for action in its
regular turn.

Petitt Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
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BUSKOP LAW GROUP, P.C.

1776 YORKTOWN COPY MAILED

SUITE 550

HOUSTON TX 77056 NOV 2 8 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Michael John Padgett :

Application No. 11/481,167 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: July 5, 2006 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

Attorney Docket No. 771.020 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(i) & (ii), filed July 5, 2006, to make the
above-identified application special based on the invention (a) materially enhancing the quality of the
environment as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section V and (b) materially contributing to certain
categories related to energy resource as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section VI.

* The petitions are DISMISSED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(i) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section V: Environmental Quality, must state that special status is sought because the invention
materially enhances the quality of the environment by contributing to the restoration or maintenance of
basic life-sustaining natural elements. If the disclosure is not clear on its face that the claimed invention
materially enhances the quality of the environment by contributing to the restoration or maintenance of -
one of the basic life-sustaining natural elements, the petition must be accompanied by a statement by the
applicant, assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice before the Office explaining how the
materiality standard is met. No fee is required.

The instant petition fails to show the invention meets the materiality standard. The instant invention is
broadly directed to using 3D seismic data in hydrocarbon exploration. Clearly, any attempt involving
exploration of potentially productive sites for hydrocarbon deposits necessarily involves clearing of the
surrounding areas, digging, etc. Such activities are clearly disruptive to the environment. Additionally, the
use of seismic data in hydrocarbon exploration is known in the prior art and the statements in the petition
as well as in the supporting affidavit by the inventor fail to explain how the instant invention materially
enhances the quality of the environment by contributing to the restoration or maintenance of one of the
basic life-sustaining natural elements as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section V.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(ii) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section VI: Energy, must state that special status is sought because the invention materially contributes to
(A) the discovery or development of energy resources, or (B) the more efficient utilization and
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conservation of energy resources. Examples of inventions in category (A) would be developments in
fossil fuels (natural gas, coal, and petroleum), hydrogen fuel technologies, nuclear energy, solar energy,
etc. Category (B) would include inventions relating to the reduction of energy consumption in combustion
systems, industrial equipment, household appliances, etc. enhances the quality of the environment by
contributing to the restoration or maintenance of basic life-sustaining natural elements. If the application
disclosure is not clear on its face that the claimed invention materially contributes to category (A) or (B),
the petition must be accompanied by a statement under 37 CFR 1.102 by the applicant, assignee, or an
attorney/agent registered to practice before the Office explaining how the materiality standard is met. No
fee is required.

The instant petition fails to meet the materiality standard of 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(ii). That the instant
invention is directed towards exploration of hydrocarbons does not in itself render the invention to be
deemed as materially contributing to category (A) or (B), as set forth above, since using seismic data in
hydrocarbon exploration is known in the prior art. The instant petition as well as the supporting affidavit
by the inventor states that the instant invention contributes to the development of energy resources but the
materiality standard of the rule has not been met, i.e., petitioner has failed to explain how the claimed
invention contributes in a significant, substantial, or noticeable manner to category (A) or (B), as set forth
above.

This lack of meeting the materiality standards of 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2) (i) and (ii) does not permit the
applicant to enjoy the benefit of advanced examination.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Ramesh Krishnamurthy at 571-272-
4914, or to the undersigned at 571-272-7099.

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 3663 for action in its
regular turn.

o)

" Petitiond Examiner
Office of Petitions
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NOVO NORDISK, INC. COPY MAILED
PATENT DEPARTMENT NOV 0.6 2006
100 COLLEGE ROAD WEST | -
PRINCETON, NJ 08540 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Nehlin, et al. :

Application No. 11/481,169 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: July 5, 2006 :

Attorney Docket N0.6731.204-US

This is a decision on the petition filed September 29, 2006, that is responsive to the “Notice of Incomplete
Nonprovisional Application” (the “Notice™) mailed July 31, 2006.

On July 5, 2006, the application was deposited.

On July 31, 2006, the Office of Initial Patent Examination mailed the Notice stating that no filing date had
been accorded the application because drawings were not found with the original disclosure, but appeared
to be required to understand the invention claimed. The Notice allowed a non-extendable period for
response of two months from its mailing date. The instant petition was filed on September 29, 2006.
Petitioner argues that the application should be accorded a filing date of July 5, 2006.

It has been determined that drawings are not necessary to understand at least one claim within the
meaning of the first sentence of 35 USC 113. It has been PTO practice to treat an application that
contains at least one process or method claim as an application for which a drawing is not necessary for
an understanding of the invention under 35 U.S.C. 113 (first sentence). A review of the record reveals that
Claim 1 in the disclosure is a method claim. Therefore, the application is deemed to be an application
that does not require drawings for an understanding of the invention claimed. Accordingly, the
application, as filed, was entitled to the filing date of July 5, 2006.

Deposit account 14-1447 will be refunded $400.00.

The application is being forwarded to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for issuance of a corrected
filing receipt and for further processing with a filing date of July 5, 2006.

Any inquiries related to this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3222.

W& G Lb@ww
Kenya ®. McLaughlin

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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THE FARRELL LAW FIRM, LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
290 Broadhollow Road

Suite 210E
Melville, NY 11747

Applicant : Seung-Young Park : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7606182 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/20/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,170 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 582 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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| APPLICATION NO. ] FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR hTTORNEY DOCKET NO.I CONFIRMATION NO. —|
11/481,171 07/05/2006 James G. Ryan SOU03 P-136 4909
7590 07/10/2009 I EXAMINER —I
VAN DYKE, GARDNER, LINN & BURKHART, LLP KUNTZ, CURTIS A
SUITE 207
2851 CHARLEVOIX DRIVE, S.E. I ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER I
GRAND RAPIDS, MI 49546 2614
| " MAIL DATE 1 DELIVERY MODE |
07/10/2009 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.

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

Patent[Publication Branch
Office ¢f Data Management
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Commissioner for Patents
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VISHAY/SILICONIX C/O MURABITO, HAO & BARNES, LLP
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COPY MAILED

AUG 2 7 2009
In re Application of . OFFCE OF PETITIONS
Rossano Carta, et. al. :
Application No. 11/481,194 : DECISION ON PETITIONS
Filed: July 5, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) AND (a)(6)

Attorney Docket No. VISH-IR255

This is a decision on the renewed petitions under 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(3) and 1.78(a)(6),
filed July 24, 2009, to accept an unintentionally delayed claim under 35 U.S.C. §§120 and
119(e) for the benefit of the prior-filed applications set forth in the concurrently filed
amendment.

The petition is DISMISSED.

A petition for acceptance of a claim for late priority under 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(3) and
1.78(a)(6) is only applicable to those applications filed on or after November 29, 2000 and
after the expiration of the period specified in 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(2)(ii) and 1.78(a)(5)(ii). In
addition, the petition under 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(3) and 1.78(a)(6) must be accompanied
by: :

(1) the reference required by 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and 119(e) and 37
CFR §§ 1.78(a)(2)(i) and 1.78(a)(5)(i) of the prior-filed
application, unless previously submitted;

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

(3) a statement that the entire delay between the date the claim
was due under 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(2)(ii) and 1.78(a)(5)(ii) and
the date the claim was filed was unintentional. The Director
may require additional where there is a question whether the
delay was unintentional.

The petition does not comply with item (1).
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The amendment is not acceptable as drafted since it improperly incorporates by
reference the prior-filed applications. An incorporation by reference statement added
after an application’s filing date is not effective because no new matter can be added to
an application after its filing date (see 35 U.S.C. § 132(a)). If an incorporation by
reference statement is included in an amendment to the specification to add a benefit
claim under 35 U.S.C. § 120 after the filing date of the application, the amendment
would not be proper. When a benefit claim under 35 U.S.C. § 120 is submitted after the
filing of an application, the reference to the prior application cannot include an
incorporation by reference statement of the prior application. See Dart Industries v.
Banner, 636 F.2d 684, 207 USPQ 273 (C.A.D.C. 1980). Note MPEP §§ 201.06(c) and
608.04(b). '

Before the petition under 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(3) and 1.78(a)(6) can be granted, a
renewed petition and either an Application Data Sheet or substitute amendment
(complying with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.121 and 37 CFR 1.76(b)(5)) to correct the
above matters are required.

Fu‘rther correspondence with respect to this decision should be addressed as follows:

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

By hand: Customer Service Window
Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
40l Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

By fax: (671) 273-8300
ATTN: Office of Petitions

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

/Andrea Smith/
Andrea Smith
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
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VISHAY/SILICONIX C/O MURABITO, HAO & BARNES, LLP
2 N. MARKET STREET

THIRD FLOOR MAILED
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NOV 1 2 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Rossano Carta, et. al. :
Application No. 11/481,194 : DECISION ON PETITIONS

Filed: July 5, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) AND (a)(6)
Attorney Docket No. VISH-IR255 :

This is a decision on the renewed petitions under 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(3) and 1.78(a)(6), filed
September 21, 2009 and September 23, 2009, to accept an unintentionally delayed claim under 35
U.S.C. §§120 and 119(e) for the benefit of the prior-filed applications set forth in the concurrently
filed amendment.

The petitions are GRANTED.

A petition for acceptance of a claim for late priority under 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(3) and 1.78(a)(6) is
only applicable to those applications filed on or after November 29, 2000. Further, the petition is
appropriate only after the expiration of the period specified in 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(2)(ii) and
1.78(a)(5)(ii). In addition, the petition under 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(3) and 1.78(a)(6) must be
accompanied by:

(1) the reference required by 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and 119(e) and 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(2)(i)
and 1.78(a)(5)(i) of the prior-filed application, unless previously submitted;

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

(3) a statement that the entire delay between the date the claim was due under 37 CFR
§§ 1.78(a)(2)(ii)) and 1.78(a)(5)(ii) and the date the claim was filed was unintentional.
The Director may require additional information where there is a question whether
the delay was unintentional.

Additionally, the instant nonprovisional application must be pending at the time of filing of the
reference to the prior-filed provisional application as required by 37 CFR 1.78(a)(5)(ii). Further,
the nonprovisional application claiming the benefit of the prior-filed provisional application must
have been filed within twelve months of the filing date of the prior-filed provisional application.

All the above requirements having been satisfied, the late claim for benefit of priority under 35
U.S.C. §§ 120 and 119(e) is accepted as being unintentionally delayed.
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The granting of the petition to accept the delayed benefit claim to the prior-filed
applications under 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(3) and 1.78(a)(6) should not be construed as meaning
that this application is entitled to the benefit of the filing date of the prior-filed applications.
In order for this application to be entitled to the benefit of the prior-filed applications, all
other requirements under 35 U.S.C. §§120 and 1.78(a)(1) and (a)(2) and under 35 U.S.C.
§119(e) and 37 CFR 1.78(a)(4) and (a)(5) must be met. Similarly, the fact that the corrected
Filing Receipt accompanying this decision on petition includes the prior-filed applications
should not be construed as meaning that applicant is entitled to the claim for benefit of
priority to the prior-filed applications noted thereon. Accordingly, the examiner will, in due
course, consider this benefit claim and determine whether the application is entitled to the
benefit of the earlier filing date.

A corrected Filing Receipt, which includes the priority claim to the prior-filed applications,
accompanies this decision on petition.

This application is being forwarded to Technology Center Art Unit 2826, for consideration by the
examiner of the claim under 35 U.S.C. § §120 and 119(e) of the prior-filed nonprovisional and
provisional applications and 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.
This application is also being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2826 for a decision on the
Request under 37 CFR 1.48 filed on October 19, 2009.

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

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT: Corrected Filing Receipt
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APPLICATION FILING or GRP ART
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11/481,194 07/05/2006 2826 1130 VISH-IR255 11 1
CONFIRMATION NO. 3329
36538 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

VISHAY/SILICONIX C/O MURABITO, HAO & BARNES LLP ||[|||[||||"||||||||||
2\ WARET STREET T
SAN JOSE, CA 95113

Date Mailed: 11/12/2009

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)
Rossano Carta, Torino, ITALY;
Luigi Merlin, Torino, ITALY;
Diego Raffo, Cogorno (GE), ITALY;
Assignment For Published Patent Application
International Rectifier Corporation
Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 36538

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant
This application is a CIP of 11/255,021 10/20/2005 PAT 7,394,158
which claims benefit of 60/620,756 10/21/2004
This application 11/481,194
claims benefit of 60/696,634 07/05/2005

Foreign Applications

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 08/01/2006

The country code and number of your priority application, to be used for filing abroad under the Paris Convention,
is US 11/481,194

Projected Publication Date: Not Applicable
Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No
page 1 0of 3




Title

Schottky diode with improved surge capability
Preliminary Class

257

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

page20of3



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 56.13 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 6.12,
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



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
LAW OFFICES OF BORIS G. TANKHILEVICH
SUITE A
536 N. CIVIC DRIVE .
WALNUT CREEK, CA 94597 - COPY MAILED
JAN 1 9 2007
QFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of : A -
Korenbilt et al. : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 11/481,197 : TO MAKE SPECIAL
Filed: July 3, 2006 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)

Attorney Docket No. Terahertz-1

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(iii), filed August 9, 2006, to make
the above-identified application special based on the invention materially contributing to
countering terrorism as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section XI.

The petition is DISMISSED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(iii) and MPEP §
70%.02, Section XI: Inventions for Countering Terrorism, should state that special status is
sought because the invention materially contributes to countering terrorism. International
terrorism as defined in 18 U.S.C. 2331 includes: :

activities that - (A) involve violent acts or acts dangerous to human life that are a
violation of the criminal laws of the United States or of any State, or that would be a
criminal violation if committed within the jurisdiction of tl?:e United States or of any
State; [and] (B) appear to be intended - (i) to intimidate or coerce a civilian population;
(ii) to influence the policy of a government by intimidation or coercion; or (iii) to affect -
the conduct of a government by assassination or kidnapping...

If the disclosure it not clear on its face that the claimed invention is materially directed to
countering terrorism, the petition must be accompanied bf, a statement by the applicant, assignee
or a registered attorney/agent explaining how the materiality standard is met. The types of
technology for counterin% terrorism could include, but are not limited to, systems for
detecting/identifying explosives, aircraft sensors/security systems, and vehicular
barricades/disabling systems. No fee is required. :

The USPTO?’s final rule amending 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2) states:

The materially standard does not permit an applicant to speculate as to how a
hypothetical end-user might specially apply t%e invention in a manner that could counter
terrorism. Nor does such standard permit an applicant to enjoy the benefit of advance
examination merely because some minor aspect of the claimed invention may be directed
to countering terrorism...[Response to Comment 65] applicants should not expect to have
their petitions granted without a clear demonstration that the claimed invention is
materially related to countering terrorism. 69 Fed. Reg. 56511 (Sept. 21, 2004)



Application No. 11/481,197 - Page 2

Petitioner’s submission fails to meet the criteria set out with respect to countering terrorism in
MPEP § 708.02(XI). The specification and claims as originally filed indicate the invention is
directed to generation of terahertz waves. The petition states, the “Terahertz technology has the
potential to detect explosives packaged or buried within materials because the explosives have
unique Terahertz spectral properties when compared to the surrounding materials.” Further, the

etition states, “The spectral fingerprints of explosive materials can be expected in the Terahertz

and, and the Terahertz imaging can be applied for landmine detection.” As stated above, the
materially standard does not permit an appiicant to speculate as to how a hypothetical end-user
might specially apply the invention in a manner that could counter terrorism. “Identifying” and
“detecting” do not equate to “countering.” Further steps would be required to actually offset or
nullify terrorism. As a result, no advancement in the technology of countering terrorism has
been persuasively shown. '

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

By FAX: - (571) 273-8300

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Petitions Examiner Liana
Chase 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 the Technology Center Art Unit 3663 for action in its
regular turn. ‘ _ '

Of_ﬁce 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

LAW OFFICES OF BORIS G. TANKHILEVICH

SUITE A "COPY MAILED

536 N. CIVIC DRIVE

WALNUT CREEK CA 94597 AUG 1 8 2008
OFFICE OF PET] ITIONS

In re Application of

Yehiel KORENBLIT et al. :

Application No. 11/481,197 ' DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: July 03, 2006
Attorney Docket No. TERAHERTZ-1 -

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
July 07, 2008, 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 May 22, 2008, as required by the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due, mailed February
22, 2008, which set a statutory period for reply of three (3) months. Accordingly, the application
became abandoned on May 23, 2008.

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 fee of $720.00 and the publication fee of $300.00, (2)
the petition fee of $770.00; and (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay. Accordingly, the
issue and publication fee payments are accepted as being unintentionally delayed.

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

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

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.USpto.gov

APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. |
11/481,208 07/05/2006 Issei Yoshida JP920050055US1 ’ 3319
67158 7590 11/13/2008 5
. . EXAMINER
IBM - ARC L |
SHIMOKAJI & ASSOCIATES, P.C. FADOK, MARK A
8911 RESEARCH DRIVE : — Py —
IRVINE, CA 92618 | ARTUN | ]
3625 .
I NOTIFICATION DATE I DELIVERY MODE ]
11/13/2008 ELECTRONIC

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.
Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the

following e-mail address(es):

patents@shimokaji.com
MSHIMOKAJI@SHIMOKAIJL.COM

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



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

/]

SHIMOKAIJI & ASSOCIATES, P.C. Noy 15,
8911 RESEARCH DRIVE . 22008
IRVINE CA 92618 : EChingy g
In re Application of: . DECISION ON REQUEST TO

Yoshida, Issei : PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Application No.: 11/481,208 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY PILOT
Filed: July 05, 2006 : PROGRAM AND PETITION TO
Attorney Docket: JP920050055US1 : MAKE SPECIAL UNDER 37 CFR

For: System, Detecting Method : 1.102(d)
and Program :

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 30, 2008 to make the above-
identified application special.

The request and petition are 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 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 comply with the above requirements. -
‘Therefore, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status and is
being forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with this
decision

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Robert Weinhardt at
571-272-6633. All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application
should be directed to the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system.

W
Robert Weinhardt
TC3600

Business Practice Specialist




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

JOHN LEZDEY & ASSOCIATES
Suite 118

2401 West Bay Drive
Largo FL 33770

In re Application of

Gregg Siegel et al.
Application No. 11/481,210
Filed: July 5, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 1050-11
Title: TREATMENT OF URINARY
TRACT INFECTIONS

CoOMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

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

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

WWW.USPTO.G0V

Paper No.

COPY MAILED
JAN 2 2 2008

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION
UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(f)

This is a decision on the petition filed on September 20, 2007,

pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(f),

application.

to revive the above-identified

A grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR § 1.137(f) must be

accompanied by:

(1) Notification of the filing of an application in a
foreign country or under a multinational treaty that
requires 18 month publication?;

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

and;

(3) A statement that the entire delay in filing the notice
from the date that the notice was due under 35 U.S.C.

§122(b) (2) (B) (iii)

until the date the notice was filed

was unintentional. The Commissioner may require
additional information where there is a question

1 See PTO/SB/36 and paragraph on PTO/SB/64a for further information. Both
may be downloaded at http://www.uspto.gov/web/forms/index.html.
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Decision on Petition

whether the delay was unintentional.

Petitioner states that the present nonprovisional application is
the subject of an application filed in an international
application on February 6, 2007. However, the United States
Patent and Trademark Office was unintentionally not notified of
this filing within 45 days subsequent to the filing of the
subject application in an international application.

On June 18, 2007, a Notice of Rescission of Nonpublication
Request was filed with the Office. Unfortunately, notification
of the filing of the international application did not accompany
this filing.

In view of the above, this application became abandoned pursuant
to 35 U.S.C. § 1.22(b) (2) (B) (iii) and 37 C.F.R. § 1.213(c) for
failure to timely notify the Office of the filing of an
application under a multilateral international agreement that
requires publication of applications 18 months after filing.

The petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(f) is GRANTED.

Petitioner has submitted the notification of an international
filing, paid the petition fee, and has made the proper statement
of unintentional delay.

The present petition has been found to be in compliance with 37
C.F.R. § 1.137(f). Accordingly, the failure to timely notify
the Office of a foreign or international filing within 45 days
after the date of filing of such international application as
provided by 35 U.S.C. §§ 122(b) (2) (B) (iii) and 1.213(c) is
accepted as having been unintentionally delayed.

The previous Request and Certification under 35 U.S.C.
§ 122(b) (2) (B) (i), filed with the original application papers,
has been rescinded.

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 present application can receive
further processing in due course.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed
to the undersigned at (571) 272-3225°. All other inquiries

2 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
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concerning examination procedures or status of the application
should be directed to the Technology Center.

/Paul Shanoski/
Paul Shanoski
Senior Attorney
Office of Petitions

reminded that no telephone discussion may be controlling or considered
authority for any further action(s) of Petitioner.



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

{

' COOLEY GODWARD KRONISH LLP
ATTN: PATENT GROUP
300 10T H STREET, NW

'WASHINGTON DC 20036-2402 COPY MAILED
SEP 17 2007

In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
SMIRNOV, Alexei V. : |
Application No. 11/481,228 : DECISION ON PETITION

* Filed: July 05, 2006 | : TO WITHDRAW
Attomey Docket No. ADEN-006/00US/AE2005- FROM RECORD

D . .

This 4is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed July 06, 2007.

The request is NOT APPROVED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to COOLEY GODWARD
KRONISH LLP has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on July 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 Tredelle Jackson at 571-272-
2783

etitions Examdner
Office of Petitions

cc: NEUGEBOREN LAW FIRM PC
1035 PEARL STREET
SUITE 400
BOULDER, CO 80302



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

COPY MAILED
II%S% chRlIggARDSON, P.C.
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55440-1022 | AUG 2 4 2007

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Joseph A. Clark, et al. :
Application No. 11/481,231 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 5, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 95,821 : FROM RECORD

This is a demsmn on the Request to Withdraw as attomey or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b) filed April 2, 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 perlod which can be extended under 37
C.FR. § 1.136(a).
The request was signed by Scott R. Boalick on behalf of himself.

. Scott R. has been withdrawn as attorney or agent of record,; all dther attorneys remain of record.
The correspondence address of record remains unchanged.

There are no pending Office actions at the present time.

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

Pétitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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TOWNSEND AND TOWNSEND AND CREW, LLP
TWO EMBARCADERO CENTER

EIGHTH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-3834

In re Application of

FOWLOW, Bradley

Application No. 11/481,237

Filed: July 03, 2006

Attorney Docket No. 021380-000710US

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
JUL 112007
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 05, 2007 and April 10, 2007.

The request is NOT APPROVED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Townsend and Townsend and
Crew, LLP has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on June 18, 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 Michelle R. Eason at 571-272-

4231.

Wl a o
erri Williams

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: . CARR & FERRELL LLP
2200 GENG ROAD
PALO ALTO, CA 94303
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: ggt\gMIISASIONER FOR PATENTS

. Box

50
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW,uspto.gov

| APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371 (c) DATE [ FrsTnamEDAPPLICANT | ATTY.DOCKETNO/TITLE |
11/481,237 07/03/2006 Bradley G. Fowlow 021380-000710US

CONFIRMATION NO. 1462

20350 AN AL AR

TOWNSEND AND TOWNSEND AND CREW, LLP ! !
TWO EMBARCADERO CENTER 0C000000024706914
EIGHTH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-3834

Date Mailed: 07/06/2007

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 06/18/2007.

o 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).

Mohalls L. Fangn

Office of Initial Patent Examination (571) 272-4000, or 1-800-PTO-9199
FORMER ATTORNEY/AGENT COPY
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: ggl\gM[lSS[ONER FOR PATENTS

0. Box

450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
Www,uspto.gov

| APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371 (c) DATE | FrsTnameDAppLicant | ATTY.DOCKETNOTITLE |
11/481,237 07/03/2006 Bradley G. Fowlow 021380-000710US
CONFIRMATION NO. 1462
22830 l l ”
o RN

2200 GENG ROAD
PALO ALTO, CA 94303

Date Mailed: 07/06/2007

NOTICE OF ACCEPTANCE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY

This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 06/18/2007.

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. '

el 9 Som

Office of Initial Patent Examination (571) 272-4000, or 1-800-PTO-9199
ATTORNEY/APPLICANT COPY




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandna, VA 22313-1450

WwWw.usplo.gov

CARR & FERRELL LLP
2200 GENG ROAD
PALO ALTO, CA 94303
MAILED
0CT 14 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of : ,
Bradley G. Fowlow : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 11/481,237 : TO WITHDRAW
Filed: July 3, 2006 : FROM RECORD

Attorney Docket No. PA4220US

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 25, 2008.

The request is NOT APPROVED because it is moot.

A review of the file record indicates that on January 28, 2009 the power of attorney to
Carr & Ferrell, LLP was revoked by the assignee 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 be directed to the below-listed address
until otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to the undersi%ned at 571-
272-7751. All other inquires concerning either the examination or status of the
application should be directed to the Technology Center.

o

Joan Olszewski
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton LLP
990 Marsh Road :
Menlo Park CA 94025



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

John P. O’Banion
O’Banion & Ritchey, LLP
400 Capitol Mall

Suite 1550

Sacramento, CA 95814

In re Application of

Robert W.Bower

Application No. 11/481,238

Filed: 07/3/2006

Attorney Docket No. BOW5075.04A4

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspio.gov

COPY MAILED
MAY 0 5 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON REQUESTS
TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the request to withdraw as attorney or agent under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b); filed

November 6, 2007.

The requests.are NOT APPROVED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to John P. O’Banion and all
attorneys/agents of record have been revoked by the applicant of the patent application on
December 27, 2007. Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) are moot.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the below-listed

address until otherwise notified by applicant.

Télephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Kimberly Inabinet at 571-272-

4618.

imberly Inab eW

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Steven Vosen
1563 Solano Avenue #206
Berkeley, CA 94707
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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

GARDERE WYNNE SEWELL LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY SECTION

3000 THANKSGIVING TOWER
1601 ELM ST
DALLAS, TX 75201-4761

Applicant : Vincent Knopik : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7643808 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 01/05/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,240 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 781 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

CONLEY ROSE, P.C. Mail Date: 04/22/2010
5601 GRANITE PARKWAY, SUITE 750

PLANO, TX 75024

Applicant : Shibi Huang : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7643474 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 01/05/2010 : TERM ADJUSIMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,241 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 265 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

FISH & RICHARDSON P.C.

P.O. BOX 1022 MAILED
55440-1022

MINNEAPOLIS MN MAR 05 2010

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Michael R. DUPELLE et al. :

Application No. 11/481 245 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: July 05, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 04644-189001

This is a decision on the petition, filed July 14, 2009, which is being treated as a petition under
37 CFR 1.8(b), requesting withdrawal of the holding of abandonment in the above-identified
application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application was held abandoned for failure to timely respond to the Office action of
December 11, 2008, which set a three (3) month shortened statutory period for reply. A three (3)
month extension of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) was obtained. Accordingly,
the application became abandoned on June 12, 2009.

Petitioner states that a response to the Office action dated December 11, 2008 was mailed to the
office in a timely manner. Petitioner has provided the Office with a copy of the post card receipt
dated June 15, 2009, with a Certificate of Mailing dated June 11, 2009.

A review of the Office records indicates that the response was timely filed with a three (3) month
extension of time, which makes the reply timely filed. '

The file record does not include the originally submitted papers. Failure to receive
correspondence which includes a certificate of mailing or certificate of facsimile transmission is
addressed in 37 CFR 1.8(b), reproduced below:
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In the event that correspondence is considered timely filed by being mailed or
transmitted in accordance with paragraph (a) of this section, but not received
in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office after a reasonable amount of time
has elapsed from the time of mailing or transmitting of the correspondence, or
after the application is held to be abandoned, or after the proceeding is
dismissed, terminated, or decided with prejudice, the correspondence will be
considered timely if the party who forwarded such correspondence:

(1) Informs the Office of the previous mailing or transmission of
the correspondence promptly after becoming aware that the
Office has no evidence of receipt of the correspondence;

(2) Supplies an additional copy of the previously mailed or transmitted
correspondence and certificate; and

(3) Includes a statement which attests on a personal knowledge
basis or to the satisfaction of the Director to the previous timely
mailing or transmission. If the correspondence was sent by
facsimile transmission, a copy of the sending unit’s report
confirming transmission may be used to support this statement.

The petition satisfies the above requirements of 37 CFR 1.8(b). Accordingly, the holding of
abandonment for failure to timely file a reply to the Office action of December 11, 2008 is hereby
withdrawn and the application restored to pending status.

The copy of the reply received with the petition will be accepted in place of the reply shown to have
been mailed (or transmitted by facsimile) on June 15, 2009, with a Certificate of Mailing dated June
11, 2009.

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

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3766 for appropriate action in the normal
course of business on the reply received with petition.

Thurman K. Pale
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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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

SMITH, GAMBRELL & RUSSELL Mail Date: 04/21/2010
1130 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N.W., SUITE 1130

WASHINGTON, DC 20036

Applicant : Yuji Kamikawa : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7593625 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 09/22/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,253 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/06/2006 : 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)
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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

COATS & BENNETT, PLLC Mail Date: 04/21/2010
1400 Crescent Green, Suite 300

Cary, NC 27518

Applicant : Julie Tabor Thompson : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7597332 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/06/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,271 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : 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)



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

Alexandna VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

RICHARD L. MILLER
12 PARKSIDE DRIVE
DIX HILL, NY 11746-4879

In re Application of

Albert Chao et al. :
Application No. 11/481,301 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 5, 2006 : TO ACCEPT LATE

For: SOLAR POWERED ILLUMINATED : PAPER
SIGN HAVING AT LEAST ONE :
INTERCHANGEABLE CHARACTER

This is a decision in response to the’ submission denominated “Petition under 37 CFR
1.181 that the Commissioner direct the PTO to accept reply brief as if it were timely
received due to an error by the Patent and Trademark Office” received February 8,
2010. This correspondence is being treated as a petition to withdraw the holding of
abandonment for failure to receive an Office action.

The petition is DISMISSED.

A review of the file record reveals that a Notification of Non-Compliant Appeal Brief was
mailed to practitioner on June 8, 2009. The Notification set a one month or thirty days
response period. Extensions of this time period may be granted under 37 CFR 1.136.
Since no response to the June 8, 2009 Office communication was filed, the application
was held abandoned, although no formal notice of abandonment has yet been mailed.

Petitioner asserts that the Office action having a mail date of June 8, 2009 was not

— = - received from the U.S. Postal Service by the practitioner at the correspondence address
of record. The Office action of June 8, 2009 was discovered by the practitioner “while
using Patent Application Information (PAIR) service of the USPTO.” Filed concurrently
with the petition is a response to the June 8, 2009 Office communication. Petitioner
requests that the Office accept the response as being timely.

There is a strong presumption that Office communication properly addressed and
delivered to the United States Postal Services, was in fact delivered to the addressee.
An allegation that the Office communication was not received must be overcome by a
showing that it was not received.
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The showing required to establish non-receipt of an Office communication must include
all of the following requirements:

(1) A statement from the practitioner stating the Office communication was not
received by the practitioner;

(2) A statement attesting to the fact that a search of the file jacket and docket
records indicates that the Office communication was not received: and

(3) 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.

The docket records indicated above must include a copy of the list of all responses in
the practitioner’s office with the due date of July 8, 2009. See Notice entitled
“Withdrawing the Holding of Abandonment When Office Actions Are Not Received,”
1156 OG 53 (November 16, 1993).

The petitioner has failed to comply with requirement (2) and (3) indicated above.

As to condition (2), practitioner has failed to make a statement attesting to the fact that a
search of the file jacket and docket records indicates that the Office communication was
not received.

As to condition (3), a copy of a docket record has not been provided.

Accordingly, the abandonment of the application will not be withdrawn and the response
submitted with the petition will not be accepted as being timely filed.

Applicant may wish to consider filing a petition to revive under 37 CFR 1.137(a)
(unavoidable delay) or 37 CFR 1.137(b) (unintentional delay) as discussed below.

l. Unavoidable Delay.

A grantable petition to revive an abandoned application under 37 CFR 1.137(a)
must be accompanied by: (1) the required reply (unless previously filed), which
may be met by the filing of a continuing application in a nonprovisional

~ application abandoned for failure to prosecute; (2) the petition fee required by 37
CFR 1.17(1); and (3) an adequate 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.
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The showing requirement can be met by submission of statements of fact establishing
that the delay in filing the reply was unavoidable. This includes a satisfactory showing
that the cause of the delay resulting in failure to reply in a timely fashion to the Office
action was unavoidable. Diligence during the time period between abandonment and
filing of the petition to revive must also be shown.

As an alternative to filing a petition for unavoidable abandonment, a petition for revival
of an application abandoned unintentionally under 37 CFR 1.137(b) might be
appropriate.

I. Unintentional Delay.

A grantable petition to revive an abandoned application under 37 CFR 1.137(b)
must be accompanied by: (1) the required reply (unless previously filed), which
may be met by the filing of a continuing application in a nonprovisional
application abandoned for failure to prosecute; (2) the petition fee required by 37
CFR 1.17(m); and (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 petition fee required by law for filing a petition under unavoidable standard is $540.
The fee for a petition under the unintentional standard is $1620. If applicant has, or can
qualify as a "small entity” and does so prior to or together with the payment of the fee,
the fee will be one-half of the amount indicated.

If not previously filed, the reply to the outstanvding Office action must accompany the
petition to revive.

The required items should be promptly submitted under a cover letter entitled "Petition
to Revive".

Further correspondénce with respéct to a petition to revive should be addressed as
follows: _

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

By FAX: (571) 272-8300
' Attn: Office of Petitions

Telephone inquiries regarding a petition to revive should be directed to the Office of
- Petitions Staff at (571) 272-3282.
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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.”

Inquiries related to this decision may be directed to Teri Luu, Quality Assurance
Specialist, at (571) 272-7045

David Talbott, Director

Patent Technology Center 3600
(5671) 272-5150

DTAI: 03/24/10

T
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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

THE GATES CORPORATION Mail Date: 04/21/2010
IP LAW DEPT. 10-A3

1551 WEWATTA STREET
DENVER, CO 80202

Applicant : Yahya Hodjat : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7625290 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date 1 12/01/2009 : TERM ADJUSIMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,320 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 353 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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SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE : 03/01/10
TOSPEOF :ARTUNIT __2878 _
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 11481328 __ Patent No.: 7621646

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

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

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

FOR PAPER FILES:

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

Certificates of Correction Branch (C of C)
Randolph Square 9D40-D
Palm Location 7580

eufcanifaxsthe] (ol5 741527029990

.Q’amonb Wazwmo
Certificates of Correction Branch

703-756-1574

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

M Approved All changes apply.

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

QO Denied State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:

Arape | Gp= - 2878
(g SPE 77 Art Unit
PTOL-306 (REV. 7/03) U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Patent and Trademark Office
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

RAYMOND J. WERNER COPY MAILED
2056 NW ALOCLEK DRIVE, SUITE 314 AUG 21 2008

HILLSBORO, OR 97124

In re Application of

Michael R. Cummiskey, et al. :

Application No. 11/481,329 : ON PETITION
Filed: July 3, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. LEI.PO01

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

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to timely respond to a Notice to File Corrected
Application Papers mailed August 1, 2006. The Notice set a period for reply of two (2) months
from the mail date of the Notice to submit a replacement drawing. No extension of time under
the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136§a) was obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned
on October 2, 2006. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on April 4, 2007. On May 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
reply in the form of replacement drawing of Figure 1; (2) the petition fee of $770; and (3) an
adequate statement of unintentional delay.

The application is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing (OPAP) for
review of the drawing provided May 5, 2008.

Telephone inquires related to this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
?204. Telephone inquiries related to processing at OPAP should be directed to their hotline at
571) 272-4000.

o,

rinkley
Petitions E iner
Office of Petitions

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov
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Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandna VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

J.E. MCTAGGART

U.S. PATENT AGENT

6650 CRESCENT STREET COPY MAILED

SUITE 4

VENTURA CA 93003 AUG 1 3 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Musser, James : :

Application No. 11/481,343 : ON PETITION

Filed: July 6, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 1456

- This is a decision on the petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(b), filed March 24, 2008, to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

;F;(l) 6phone 1nqu1r1es concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-

This matter is being referred to Technology Center 2837 for further examination on the merits.
Q(i i kR
iana Walsh

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

KELLEY DRYE & WARREN LLP
400 ALTLANTIC STREET , 13TH FLOOR
STAMFORD CT 06901

In re Application of

Robert G. Titemore et al.

Application No. 11/481,359

Filed: July 5, 2006

Attorney Docket No. 018632.0124. NPUS00

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED

JuL 1 52009
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

CFR § 1.36(b), filed June 17, 2009.

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 request cannot be approved because the Office no longer accept address changes to
a new practitioner/customer number or law firm filed with a request, absent the filing

of a power of attorney to the new representative.

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 JoAnne Burke at

% ns Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

MAILED
KELLEY DRYE & WARREN LLP COPY
400 ALTLANTIC STREET , 13TH FLOOR SEP 2 9 2009
STAMFORD CT 06901 i

OFFCE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Robert G. Titemore et al. :
Application No. 11/481,359 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 5, 2006 ; TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 018632.0124.NPUS00 : FROM RECORD

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

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 request cannot be approved because the address for neither the first named
inventor nor the assignee of record was not provided in the request. The Office will
only accept changes to the most current address information provided for the assignee
of the entire interest that properly became of record under 37 CFR 3.71 or, the most
current address of the first named inventor.

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 JoAnne Burke at

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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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

l APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR [ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO. I
11/481,366 07/05/2006 Debargha Mukherjee 200505605-1 3758
7590 04/17/2008 ) l EXAMINER |
HEWLETT PACKARD COMPANY DASTOURI, MEHRDAD
P O BOX 272400, 3404 E. HARMONY ROAD
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ADMINISTRATION [ ARTUNT | PaPERNUMBER |
FORT COLLINS, CO 80527-2400 P
| NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
04/17/2008 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 paid search fee and excess claims fee are
hereby refunded.

Telephonejiquiries shoulg’be d'rec%o the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.

-

/0

Pateny Publication Branch
Office{of Data Management

Page 1 of 1
FORM PET651G (Rev. 08/07)
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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

DEAN D. SMALL Mail Date: 04/29/2010
THE SMALL PATENT LAW GROUP LLP

225 S. MERAMEC, STE. 725T
ST. LOUIS, MO 63105

Applicant : Michael Kogan : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7638775 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 12/29/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/481,377 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

07/05/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 617 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 QOFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.go

Robert P. Lenart
Pietragallo, Bosick & Gordon LLP

38th Floor : '

One Oxford Centre, 301 Grant Steet COPY MAILED

Pittsb PA 1

ittsburgh 5219 JAN 0 5 2007

o OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of 4

Shukla et al. : '

Application No. 11/481388 : DECISION GRANTING

Filing or 371(c) Date: 07/05/2006 : STATUS UNDER

Attorney Docket No. ' : 37 CFR 1.47(a)

SEAG 78282 :

This is in response to a Petition Under 37 CFR 1.47, filed October 4, 2006, to allow the other
inventor(s) to proceed with the application on behalf of himself or herself and the nonsigning
inventor.

The petition is granted.

The above-identified application and papers have been reviewed and found in compliance with
37 CFR 1.47(a). This application is hereby accorded Rule 1.47(a) status.

Petitioner has shown that the non-signing inventor, Nisha Shukla, refuses to join in the
application. '

As provided in Rule 1.47(a), this Office will forward notice of this application's filing to the non-

signing inventor at the addresses given in the Petition. Notice of the filing of this application
will also be published in the Official Gazette.

The application file is being referred to tﬁe‘Ofﬁce of Initial Patent Examination for continued
processing.

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

3232.
Qreﬁ i; %oogs
Attorney

Office of Petitions
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MS. NISHA SHUKLA

584 S. AIKEN AVENUE -

PITTSBURGH, PA 15232 COPY MAILED
JAN 0 5 2007

In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Shukla et al. : »

Application No. 11/481388 : LETTER

Filing or 371(c) Date: 07/05/2006

Attorney Docket No.

SEAG 78282

- Dear Ms. Shukla:

You are named as an inventor in the above-identified United States patent application filed under
the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 116 (United States Code? and 37 CFR 1.47(a), Rules of Practice in
Patent Cases. Should a patent be granted on the application you will be designated therein as a
joint inventor. :

As an inventor you are entitled to inspect any paper in the file wrapper of the application, order
copies of all or any part thereof (at a prepaid cost per 37 CFR 1.19§ or make your position of
record in the application. Alternatively, you may arrange to do any of the preceding through a
registered patent attorney or a%ent presenting written authorization from you. Joining in the

%ﬂ-pllliclaggn would entail the filing of an appropriate oath or declaration by you pursuant to 37

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to the undersigned at (571)
272-3232. Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File
Information Unit at (703) 308-2733. Information regarding how to pay for and order a copy of
the agglication, or a specific paper in the application, should be directed to Certification Division
at (703) 308-9726 or 1-800-972-6382 (outside the Washington D.C. area).

'!gerek L. Woods

Attorney
Office of Petitions

CC: Robert P. Lenart
Pietragallo, Bosick & Gordon LLP
38th Floor
One Oxford Centre, 301 Grant Steet
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
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FISH & RICHARDSON P.C. Mail Date: 04/20/2010
P.O. BOX 1022

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55440-1022

Applicant : David N. Craige III : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7590456 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 09/15/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,415 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 259 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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TRASKBRITT, P.C. Mail Date: 04/20/2010
P.0. BOX 2550

SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84110

Applicant : Nisar A. Khan : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7662776 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 02/16/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,423 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : 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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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

FISH & RICHARDSON P.C. Mail Date: 04/20/2010
P.O. BOX 1022

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55440-1022

Applicant : Michael Parascandola : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7603173 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/13/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,430 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 358 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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STMICROELECTRONICS INC
C/O WOLF GREENFIELD & SACKS PC
600 ATLANTIC AVENUE

BOSTON MA 02210-2206 COPY MAILED
MAY 0 2 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :

Teglia, et al. : DECISION ACCORDING STATUS
Application No. 11/481,432 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47 (a)
Filed: July 5, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 81022.71035US00:

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a), filed
March 5, 2007.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) is GRANTED.

Petitioner has shown that inventor Pomet has refused to execute
the declaration after having been mailed the application papers
to his last known addresses.

The above-identified application and papers have been reviewed
and found to be in compliance with 37 CFR 1.47(a). Accordingly,
the above-identified application is hereby accorded Rule 1.47(a)
status. As provided in 37 CFR 1.47(c), this Office will forward
notice of this application's filing to the non-signing inventor
at the last known address provided on the declaration. Notice of
the filing of this application will also be published in the
Official Gazette.




Application No. 11/481,432 Page 2

The matter is being forwarded to Group Art Unit 2183 for
docketing and examination in due course.

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

U Ay

Cliff Congo
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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ALAIN POMET
LES BANETTES
13790 ROUSSET

FRANCE
COPY MAILED
MAY 0 2 2007
In re Application of : _ OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Yannick Teglia, Pierre-Yvan Liardet,

Alain Pomet

Application No. 11/481,432 :

Filed: July 5, 2006 : LETTER
Title: Protection of the Execution of

a Program

Dear Mr. Pomet:

You are named as a joint inventor in the above-identified United
States patent agpllcatlon filed under the provisions of 35 USC 116
(United States Code) and 37 CFR 1.47(a), Rules of Practice in_ Patent
Cases. Should a patent be granted on the application you will be
designated therein as a joint inventor.

As a joint inventor, you are entitled to inspect any paper in the file
wrappéer of the apgllcatlon, order copies of all or an¥_part thereof
(at" a prepaid cos er 37 CFR_1.19) or make your position of record in
the application. Alternatively, you may arrange to do any of the
preceding through a registered patent a torne¥ or agent presenting
written authorization from you.  If you care To join the agpllcatlon,
agent of record would presumabl¥.a551st you. Joining in the
application would entail the fi 1n8 of an_appropriaté oath or
declaration by you pursuant to 37 CFR 1.63.

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed
to _Petitions Attorney Cliff Congo at (571)272-3207. Requests for
information regardln% your_application_should be directed to the

File Information Unit at (70 308-2733. Information regardln%'
how to,pa¥ for and order a copX of the ap%llcatlon, or a specific
aper in he-aggllcatlon should be directed to the Certification

ivision at (703) 308-9726 or 1-800-972-6382 (outside the
Washington D.C. area).

Cliff Congo

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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WOODCOCK WASHBURN LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
CIRA CENTRE, 12TH FLOOR

2929 ARCH STREET
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19104-2891

Applicant : Boris Leonidovich Volodin : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7633985 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 12/15/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,445 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/06/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 191 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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CARLSON, GASKEY & OLDS/PRATT & WHITNEY Mail Date: 04/21/2010
400 WEST MAPLE ROAD
SUITE 350

BIRMINGHAM, MI 48009

Applicant : Mark E. Addis : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7572099 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 08/11/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,453 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/06/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 413 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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r APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR |°\TTORNEY DOCKET NOJ CONFIRMATION No.j
11/481,460 07/05/2006 Ross S. Dando MI22-3266 4264
7590 12/13/2007 | EXAMINER I

WELLS ST. JOHN P.S.
601 W. FIRST AVENUE, SUITE 1300

SPOKANE, WA 99201 | ART UNIT - | ParERNUMBER |
1763
| MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE I
12/13/2007 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), requésting 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.

Patent Publication Branch
Office of Data Management

Adjustnent date: 12/13/2007 KKING1

0771372006 ZJUHART 00000031 031952 11484460
02 FC:1111 500.00 CR

04 FC:1202 550.00 CR

Page 1 of 1
FORM PET651G (Rev. 08/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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ALSTON & BIRD LLP

BANK OF AMERICA PLAZA COPY MAILED

101 SOUTH TRYON STREET, SUITE 4000 : i

CHARLOTTE, NC 28280-4000 JAN 18 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Diego Muller De Oliveira :

Application No. 11/481,466 : DECISION ACCORDING STATUS

Filed: July 6, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(b)

Attorney Docket No. 051504/309509

For: EXTENSIBLE BAR WITH A SIMPLIFIED LOCKING

SYSTEM

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b), filed November 7, 2006.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

The above-identified application was filed on July 6, 2006, without an executed oath or declaration or
filing fee. Accordingly, a “Notice to File Missing Parts Nonprovisional Application” (the “Notice”) was
mailed on July 31, 2006, requiring an executed oath or declaration and a surcharge for the late filing of
the oath or declaration. The instant petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b) was filed on November 7, 2006, with a
request for an extension of time within the second month.

By the instant petition and evidentiary documents, petitioner has established that the sole inventor has
refused to join the prosecution of the application and that the 37 CFR 1.47(b) applicant has sufficient
proprietary interest to proceed with prosecution of the application without the sole inventor.

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

This application will be forwarded to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for further processing.

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

oyt G Ll 2
Kenya AA’IcLaughli /
Petitions Attorney

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov
DIW Feb-07

" WILLIAM DAVID KIESEL
2355 DRUSILLA LANE
BATON ROUGE LA 70809

‘COPY MAILED
FEB 2 2 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Joseph E. Marler :

Application No. 11/481;472° : DECISION DISMISSING PETITION
Filed: 6 July, 2006 :

' Atty Dckt No. 10077.004

This is a decision in reference to the “PETITION SUBMITTED TO
CORRECT . FILING DATE OF CIP APPLICATION AND OBTAIN BENEFIT OF
PARENT FILING DATE” filed on 6 September, 2006, which is treated
as a petition filed under 37 CFR 1.10(d), requesting that the
above-identified application be accorded a filing date of 25
April, 2006, rather than the currently-accorded filing date of 6
July, 2006. :

Petitioner avers that the application was deposited in Express
Mail service on 25 April, 2006, but that no correspondence was
received until applicants received a postcard from the USPTO

stating that the application had been received on 6 July, 2006.

Petitioner has provided a copy of Express Mail Customer Label No.
.EL976558329US (the same Express Mail number contained on the
itemized transmittal letter accompanying the original application
papers found in the official file). The “date-in” box has not
been completed on the copy of the Express Mail label provided,
however. 1In support, petitioner has. provided an affidavit of
Stephanie Milton, stating that she handed the Express Mail

- envelope to a USPS employee at the Post Office on 20 April, 2006.

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
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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.?!
(emphasis added)

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.
Any statement submitted in support of such a showing
pursuant to this paragraph must be a verified statement if
made by a person other than an employee of the USPS or a
practitioner as defined in § 10.1(r) of this chapter.

The petition lacks the showing required by item (3) above. The
showing of record, petitioner’s assertion that the application
was deposited with the USPS on 20 April, 2006, is insufficient to

] .
See 37 CFR 1.6(a).
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accord the application a filing date of other than 6 July, 2006.
Additionally, the affidavit of counsel’s employee that the
application was deposited in Express Mail on 20 April, 2006, is
not more persuasive than the showing of the official file.
Petitioner may wish to consider requesting evidence from the
USPS, such as a letter from the USPS stating that the Express
Mail shipment bearing Express Mail Number EL976558329US was in
fact deposited with the USPS in Express Mail Post Office to
Addressee Service on 20 April, 2006, prior to the last scheduled
pickup of the day, and that the “date-in” was not entered on the
Express Mail label in error, and explain the apparent cause of
the error. : :

Alternatively, petitioner may provide evidence that came into
being after deposit and within one business day of deposit of the
application in Express Mail. Such evidence may include a mail
log with an entry made after the application was deposited in
Express Mail, or a letter to the client sent after the mailing of
the application confirming the mailing of the application.

Accordingly, the petition is dismissed. However, such dismissal
is without prejudice to reconsideration pending submission of a
statement from the USPS or other proper evidence showing that the
appllcatlon was accepted by the USPS on 20 April, 2006.

Further correspondence with respect to thlS 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: U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Customer Service Window
Mail Stop Petition
Randloph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria VA 22314
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Telephone inquiries may be directed to the undersigned at 571-
272-3231.

Aol

Douglas I. Wood

Senior 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
DIW May-07

WILLIAM DAVID KIESEL
2355 DRUSILLA LANE
BATON ROUGE LA 70809

COPY MAILED
MAY 3 0 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Joseph E. Marler :

Bpplication No. 11/481,472 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: 20 April, 2006 :

Atty Dckt No. 10077.004

This is a decision in reference to the “PETITION SUBMITTED TO
CORRECT FILING DATE OF CIP APPLICATION AND OBTAIN BENEFIT OF
PARENT FILING DATE” filed on 16 March, 2007, which is treated as
a renewed petition filed under 37 CFR 1.10(d), requesting that
the above-identified application be accorded a filing date of 20
April, 2006, rather than the currently-accorded filing date of 6
July, 2006.

Petitioner again avers that the application was deposited in
Express Mail service on 20 April, 2006, but that no
correspondence was received until applicants received a postcard
from the USPTO stating that the application had been received on
6 July, 2006.

The present renewed petition is accompanied by a letter to the
client, dated 20 April, 2006, signed by counsel’s legal
assistant, Teresa Hotard, forwarding a copy of the application
“as filed with the USPTO today.” Additionally, counsel states in
the petition that the letter confirms that the CIP application
“had been filed on that day.”

The Office is construing the above-referenced letter as being
sent to the client after and within one business day of the
deposit of the application in Express Mail. Petitioners must
notify the Office if this is an incorrect interpretation.
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In view of the evidenqe present in the file, it is concluded that
the correct date of deposit of the application in Express Mail
service is 20 April, 2006.

In view of the above, the petition is granted.

The application is being referred to the Office of Initial Patent
Examination for correction of the filing date to 20 April, 2006.

Telephone inquiries may be directed to the undersigned at 571-
272-3231.

A Voo

Douglas I. Wood

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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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

HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
IP Section

2323 Victory Avenue
Suite 700
Dallas, TX 75219

Applicant : Corey Hartman : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7583517 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 09/01/2009 : TERM ADJUSIMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,492 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/06/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 567 days. The USPTO will sua
sponte 1issue a certificate of correction reflecting the amount of PTA days
determined by the recalculation.

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

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

Patentee should be aware that in order to preserve the right to review in the
United States District Court for the District of Columbia of the USPTO patent
term adjustment determination, patentee must ensure that he or she also take the
steps required under 35 U.S.C. 154(b) (4) (A) in a timely manner. Nothing in the
request for recalculation should be construed as providing an alternative time
frame for commencing a civil action under 35 U.S.C. 154 (b) (4) (7).

PTOL-549G (04/10)



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE 051000
TO SPE OF :ART UNIT 5124
SUBJECT : Request for Centificate of Correction for Appl. No.: M&ﬁL Patent No.: 7396191

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

FOR IFW FILES:

Please review the requested'changes/correction’s 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 (CofC)
South Tower - 9A22
Palm Location 7580

Angela Green
Certificates of Correction Branch
703-756-1541

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

lﬁ/Abproved All changes apply.

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

O Denied | : State the reasons for denial below.
Comments: | b ‘

BOYER D. ASHLEY

LD
W

e )
< )/ /]

- ——Art Unit

PTOL-306 (REV. 7/03)

Al QY

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

P.O. Box 1450
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WWW.uspto.gov

QUINTERO LAW OFFICE, PC Mail Date: 04/20/2010
615 Hampton Dr, Suite A202

Venice, CA 90291

Applicant : Yi-An Sha : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7592052 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 09/22/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,510 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/06/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 336 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

QUINTERO LAW OFFICE, PC Mail Date: 05/17/2010
615 Hampton Dr, Suite A202

Venice, CA 90291

Applicant : Yi-An Sha : NOTICE CONCERNING IMPROPER
Patent Number : 7592052 : CALCULATION OF PATENT TERM
i;;‘ficiiiﬁn o giﬁg{ 2288 : ADJUSTMENT BASED UPON USPTO
D L 07v0esb00e : 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 365 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
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IBM MICROELECTRONICS Mail Date: 04/20/2010
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW

1000 RIVER STREET
972 E
ESSEX JUNCTION, VT 05452

Applicant : John M. Aitken : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7601602 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/13/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,514 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/06/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 614 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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[ APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ‘ATTOHNEY DOCKET N0.| CONFIRMATION NO.—I
11/481,516 07/06/2006 Jun Yoon 678-2604 2607
A
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THE FARRELL LAW FIRM, P.C.
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SUITE 701
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r ART UNIT

2617

I PAPER NUMBERj

r MAIL DATE
12/03/2008

| DELIVERY MODE I
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 prevnously paid

search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The express abandonment is recognlzed Any previously pald search fee and excess claims fee are

hereby refunded.

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

Patent Pub;ication Branch

Office of Data Management

Adjustment date: 12/@4/9A88_ BPOKE

6771875506 S&1TH
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFIGE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandnia, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

APPL NO. F“{g%g?;" ART UNIT | FIL FEE RECD ATTY.DOCKET NO DRAWINGS | TOT cLMsS | IND cLMS
11/481,537 07/05/2006 3727 1000 SMBRP001D1 18 5 2

CONFIRMATION NO. 4426
022434 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

PO BoX 10350 HOMAS,LLP (R NTUNO RN KNG C0MEN R

P.0. BOX 70250 . "
OAKLAND, CA 94612-0250 0C000000020316387

Date Mailed: 09/06/2006

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)
Anthony Cadiente, Salinas, CA,
William K. Sambrailo, Aptos, CA;
Mark Sambrailo, Watsonville, CA,

Assignment For Published Patent Application
Sambrailo Packaging, Inc.

Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 022434.

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant

This application is a DIV of 10/017,893 12/12/2001 PAT 7,100,788
which is a CIP of 09/590,631 06/08/2000 ABN

which is a CON of 09/060,453 04/14/1998 PAT 6,074,676

which is a CON of 08/591,000 01/24/1996 PAT 5,738,890

Foreign Applications
If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 07/31/2006

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

Convention, is US11/481,537

Projected Publication Date: 12/14/2006

Non-Publication Request: No
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Early Publication Request: No

Title
Method and apparatus for packing and bi-directional cooling of produce

Preliminary Class
220

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, regardiess 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
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under 37 CFR 5.13 or 5.14.

This license is to be retained by the licensee and may be used at any time on or after the effective date thereof
unless it is revoked. This license is automatically transferred to any related applications(s) filed under 37 CFR
1.83(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 stiil 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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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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ASHKAN NAJAFI, P.A.
6817 SOUTHPOINT PARKWAY

SUITE 2301 | COPY MAILED
JACKSONVILLE FL 32216 AUG 1 2 2008

In re Application of

SHULL, JAMES : :
Application No. 11/481,538 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: 07/07/2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 604178B

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 181, filed March 21., 2008, requesting withdrawal
of the holding of abandonment in the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application was held abandoned for failure to timely respond to the Notice of Allowance
and Fee (s) Due of November 19, 2007, which set a three-month statutory period for reply.
Accordingly, a reply. was due on or before February 20, 2008. A Notice of Abandonment was
mailed on March 14, 2008

Petitioner states that a timely reply in the form of a completed Part B — Fee(s) Transmittal and an

authorization to charge the Deposit Account for the issue fee. Petitioner has submitted a copy of
the previously mailed correspondence, bearing a certificate of mailing dated December 19, 2007,

which would have rendered the reply timely if received.

The file record does not include the originally submitted reply.. Failure to receive correspondence
which includes a certificate of mailing or certificate of facsimile transmission is addressed in 37
CFR 1.8(b), reproduced below:

In the event that correspondence is considered timely filed by being mailed or
transmitted in accordance with paragraph (a) of this section, but not received
in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office after a reasonable amount of time
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has elapsed from the time of mailing or transmitting of the correspondence, or
after the application is held to be abandoned, or after the proceeding is
dismissed, terminated, or decided with prejudice, the correspondence will be
considered timely if the party who forwarded such correspondence:

(1) Informs the Office of the previous mailing or transmission of
the correspondence promptly after becoming aware that the
Office has no evidence of receipt of the correspondence;

(2) Supplies an additional copy of the previously mailed or transmitted
correspondence and certificate; and

(3) Includes a statement which attests on a personal knowledge
basis or to the satisfaction of the Director to the previous timely
mailing or transmission. If the correspondence was sent by
facsimile transmission, a copy of the sending unit’s report
confirming transmission may be used to support this statement.

The petition satisfies the above requirements of 37 CFR 1.8(b). Accordingly, the holding of
abandonment for failure to timely reply to the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due is hereby
withdrawn and the application restored to pending status.

The copy of the reply, including the authorization to charge the Deposit Account for the issue fee
payment, received with the petition will be accepted in place of the reply shown to have been mailed
on December 19, 2007. The $720.00 issue fee has been charged to the Deposit Account as requested.

This application is being referred to the Office of Data Management for issuance of the patent.
Telephone inquires regarding this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3211.

Christina Tartera Donnell
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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COPY MAILED
3200 GENG ROAD 0CT 0 3 2008
PALO ALTO CA 94303

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

RUUL, George E. : :
Application No. 11/481,564 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 05, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. PA3865US : 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 12, 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 Susan Yee on behalf of all attorneys of record who are associated with customer No.
22830. All attorneys/agents associated with the Customer Number 22830 have been withdrawn. Applicant is
reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

All future correspondence will be directed to the inventor George Ruul at the address indicated below.

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

QW@W

:l"redelle D. Jackson
Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: GEORGE E. RUUL
LEVEL 1, 694 MILITARY ROAD
MOSMAN NSW 2088
AUSTRALIA
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ELECTRONIC FILING

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Patent No. 1 7,229,405 B2 Confirmation No. : 2707

Inventors :  Lilip Lau et al.

Issued : June 12, 2007

Art Unit : 3735

Examiner :  Samuel G. Gilbert

Title :  CARDIAC HARNESS DELIVERY DEVICE AND METHOD OF
USE

Docket No. : PARCR 70677

Customer No. : 24201 November 28, 2007

REQUEST FOR SUPPLEMENTAL CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION
TO CORRECT PATENT OFFICE ERROR

Certificate of Correction Department
Commissioner for Patents

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

The above-identified patent has been found to have the error set forth in the
enclosed Supplemental Certificate of Correction. It is requested that this Supplemental
Certificate of Correction be issued and returned to us. Since the error occurred in the
final printing phase of the patent, no fee is enclosed. However, should the Office
determine that a fee is required, please charge Deposit Account No. 06-2425.

The error is verifiable in the patent application file as follows:

205638.1
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ERRORS VERIFICATION

Title page, U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS, Information Disclosure Statement
Page 2, delete "5,382,528" and insert considered by Examiner on December
--5,285,528--. 24,2006. See attachment, page 1.

Page 2 of attachment shows 5,382,528
listed on the patent.

Page 3 of attachment is face page of
5,382,528 to Scoville, not Wilk.

Page 3 of attachment is face page of
5,385,528 to Wilk.

We respectfully request that this Supplemental Certificate of Correction be
expeditiously issued since the error reported herein was incurred through the fault of the
United States Patent and Trademark Office. This Supplemental Certificate of Correction
does not supersede the preViQus Certificate of Correction issued on November 6, 2007.
Attached hereto 1s Form PTO-1050 which is suitable for printing.

This document is being transmitted electronically.

Date: November 28, 2007 Respectfully submitted,

FULWIDER PATTON LLP

L 5N

By: /John S. Nagy/
John S. Nagy, Registration No. 30,664

Howard Hughes Center

6060 Center Drive, Tenth Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90045
Telephone: (310) 824-5555
Facsimile: (310) 824-9696
Customer No. 24201

205638.1 2- Serial No. 11/481,567
Client ID/Matter No. PARCR 70677



DO NOT ENTER: /C.MJ/

PTO/SB/ 44 (07-03)
Approved for use through 1/31/04. OMB 0651-0033
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 unless it displays a valid OMB control number.
(Also Form PTO 1050)

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

PATENTNO. : 7,229,405 B2
DATED : June 12, 2007

INVENTOR(S) : Lilip Lau and Joshua Wallin

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

Title page, U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS, delete "5,382,528" and insert --5,285,528--.

John S. Nagy

Fulwider Patton LLP No. of additional copies
6060 Center Drive, Tenth Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90045 Page 1 of 1

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.322 and 1.324. 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 1.14. This collection is estimated to take
1.0 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 the burden, should be sent to
the Chief of 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 FORM TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Attention Certificate of Corrections Branch, Commissioner of
Patents P.O. Box 1450 Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PT0O-9199 and select option 2.



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:20080730
DATE : July 30, 2008
TO SPE OF : ART UNIT 3735

SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction on Patent No.: 7,229,405
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.

[] Approved All changes apply.

[] Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.

X Denied State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:

The request for correction requests that the wrong patent number be inserted on the cover of the
patent. Patent No. 5,285,528 has not been considered by the examiner in the prosecution of this
patent application.

SPE: /Charles Marmor, Il/ Art Unit 3735

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




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

LOUIS J, FRANCO
LAW OFFICE OF LOUIS J, FRANCO

250 ARBOR . i
LUNENBURG, MA 01462 COPY MAILED
JAN 2 8 2009

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Jonathan Martin Mooney :

Application No. 11/481,572 : ON PETITION
Filed: July 6, 2006 ' :

Attorney Docket No. 2005-101.CIP

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(0), filed on December 5, 2008, to
revive the above-identified application.

The application became abandoned for failure to respond to the Notice of Allowability
mailed June 20, 2008. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on October 15, 2008.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied
(1) the reply in the form of two sheets of replacement drawings containing Figures SA-
5B and Figure 7; (2) the petition fee of $810; and (3) a proper statement of unintentional
delay. Therefore, the petition is GRANTED.

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

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
272-3226.

rea ith
Petitions Examiner
Of fice of Petitions



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE : 2/9/09

TO SPE OF : ART UNIT 2827 (2800)

SUBJECT - : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 11/481,576 Patent No.: 7,447,074
Attn: Michael Tran

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 i
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 requ d changes/corrections as shown in the attached certificate of correction. Please
complete this (see below forward it with the file to:

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

*ATTN: Ok to enter changes to claims as requested in COCIN?

Brmas G O, LIE
Certificates of Correction Branch

703-308-9390 ext.122

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

M Approved All changes apply.

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

O Denied State the reasons for denial below.
Comnignts:

7

s 2829

- 7 SPE Art Unit

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



UNTTED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.uSpLo.gov

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

| APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE " FIRST NAMED INVENTOR lATI’ORNEY DOCKET NO.I CONFIRMATION NO. |
" 11/481,591 07/06/2006 Do-Hun Cha 5000-1-887 ' 5140 .

7590 09/12/2008 ' r EXAMINER J

CHA & REITER, LLC i - TROST IV, WILLIAM GEORGE

210 ROUTE 4 EAST STE 103
PARAMUS, NJ 07652 : | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER J
' 2616 :
| MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
09/12/2008 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 pfeviously paid search fee and excess claims fee are

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

Patent Publiégon Branch
Office of Data Management

Adiustaent date: 89/12/2888 BPONELL
B7719/206¢ CNGUYEN? 96088873 11481591 : f :
82 FC:1iit -568.88 0P 55/*'392555 #838861073

Credit Card Refund Total: $580.68

fin Exp..: XXXXXXXXXXX1887

Page 1 of 1
FORM PET651G (Rev. 08/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.0. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.Uspto.gov

[ appuicaTioNNO. | FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | ~ CONFIRMATION NO. |
11/481,594 07/06/2006 Ernest Butler 5369-65CIP 5062
7590 11/28/2006 | EXAMINER |
COHEN, PONTANI, LIEBERMAN & PAVANE LLP LOWEN, ALYSSA
Suite 1210

551 Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10176

I ART UNIT ] PAPER NUMBER _]

3711

DATE MAILED: 11/28/2006

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

PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03)



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
COHEN, PONTANI, LIEBERMAN & PAVANE LtP ‘
Suite 1210
551 Fifth Avenue
New York NY 10176
In re Application of: , :
BUTLER, ERNEST - DECISION ON PETITION TO
Serial No.: 11/481,594 : MAKE SPECIAL FOR NEW
Filed: July 6, 2006 ) APPLICATION UNDER 37
Docket: 5369-65CIP i CFR.§1.102 & MPEP.§
Title:  MODEL TOY AIRCRAFT 708.02 (VIII)

This is a decision on the petition filed on Aug. 24, 2006 to make the above-identified application
special under the accelerated examination procedure set forth in MPEP § 708.02(VIlI) 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 a search
has been made, Design Class 12, Subclasses 300, 309, 610, 324; Class 114, Subclass 61.1, 271,
272; Class 180, Subclass 116; Class 244, Subclass 1R, 101, 105, Class 446, subclasses, 160, and
163; c) an IDS with copies of cited references; and d) 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) (c) and.(d) are considered to have been met.
However, the petition does not meet the requirements of MPEP § 708.02(VIII)(b) and (e).

Regarding the requirement of MPEP § 708.02(VIII)(b), it states that all claims directed to a
single invention, or if the Office determines that all the claims presented are not obviously



. Application Serial No. 11481,594
Decision on Petition

directed to a single invention, will make an election without traverse as a prerequisite to the grant
of special status. In the petition, this statement was omitted.

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.” The
applicant provides a discussion of the cited references but does not point out the particular
language that distinguishes the independent claim 1, filed on Aug. 24, 2006, from these
references. The applicant’s general allegations that the invention is patentable over the references
run contrary to 37 CFR § 1.111 (b), which does not allow for general allegations. Applicant's
repeated general allegation that the references do not teach or suggest “a step on the lower
surface" as stated in claim 1 is insufficient because no such limitation is found in claim 1. This
general allegation runs contrary to 37 CFR § 1.111 (b). Rather, each independent claim must be
compared with each reference, and the differences between the two must be clearly stated.
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).

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 (a) a statement that all claims directed to a single invention, or if the Office determines
that all the claims presented are not obviously directed to a single invention, will
make an election without traverse as a prerequisite to the grant of special status; and
(b) a detailed discussion of each of the cited 16 references that clearly points out the
specific language in the independent claim that distinguishes over the references.

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. The application is being forwarded to the
Supervisory Patent Examiner of Art Unit 3711 for further process.

W

Henry C. Yuen, i
Special Program Examiner
Technology Center 3700
Tel: 571-272-4856
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.0O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

WWW.USPDID.QCY

COHEN, PONTANI, LIEBERMAN & PAVANE LLP

Suite 1210 ' .

551 Fifth Avenue

New York NY 10176 mailed 1/8/07

In re Application of: BUTLER, ERNEST et al ‘
Appl. No.: 11/481,594 : DECISION ON PETITION to
Filed: Jul. 6, 2006 : make SPECIAL under 37 CFR

For: MODEL TOY AIRCRAFT : 1.102

This is a decision on the Dec. 8, 2006 request for reconsideration of the petition filed on Aug. 24,
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 Henry Yuen at 571-272-4856.

Petition GRANTED

-

Henry C. Yuen, SW Program Examiner
Technology Center 3700 — Mechanical Engineering,
Manufacturing and Products




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

PATENT DEPARTMENT Mail Date: 04/21/2010
ROVI CORPORATION

2830 DE LA CRUZ BOULEVARD
SANTA CLARA, CA 95050

Applicant : Carmen Laura Basile : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7609944 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/27/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,605 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 293 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

J.M. HUBER CORPORATION LAW DEPARTMENT
333 THORNALL STREET MAILED
EDISON, NJ 08837

MAR 30 2009
In re Application of : IONS
David K. FRIDAY, et al. : OFFICE OF PETITIO
Application No. 11/481,613 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: July 6, 2006 . : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)

Attorney Docket No. 06-207

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2). fled March 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 February 17, 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.!

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

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-7253. -

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 1797 for processing of the request for
continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the previously filed
information disclosure statement of February 18, 2009.

/Monica A. Graves/
Petitions Examiner, Office of Petitions

ccC: WYATT TARRANT & COMBS, LLP
1715 AARON BRENNER DRIVE
MEMPHIS, TN 38120-4367

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 Transmitial 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,y;gjg,ggv
DATE : March 30, 2009
TO : Director, Office of Patent Publication
FROM : Office of Petitions
SUBJECT : Withdrawal from Issue of Application No. 11/481,613
Applicant(s) : David K. FRIDAY, et al.
Application No. :11/481,613
Filed : March 31, 2009

The above-identified application has been assigned Patent No. 7,510,602 and an issue
date of March 31, 2009.

It is hereby directed that this application be withdrawn from issue at the request of the
applicant. Do not refund the issue fee. '

. The following erratum should be published in the Official Gazette if the
‘above-identified application is published in the OG of March 31, 2009:

"All reference to Patent No. 7,510,602 to David K. FRIDAY, et al. of Harve
De Grace, Maryland for AIR FILTRATION MEDIA COMPRISING OXIDIZING
AGENT-TREATED METAL-DOPED SILICON-BASED GEL AND ZEOLITE
MATERIALS appearing in the Official Gazette of * should be deleted since
no patent was granted.”

/Monica A. Graves/
Petitions Examiner, Office of Petitions

cc: Paul Harrison
Deneise Boyd
Mary Louise McAskKill
Niomi Farmer
Mary E. Johnson (Cookie)
Duane Davis (CDS)
Brad Harris
Kimberly Terrell
Lamont Fletcher
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. . Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

. P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

LOEFFLER JONAS & TUGGEY, LLP
755 EAST MULBERRY STREET |
SUITE200 - | COPY MAILED

SAN ANTONIO TX 78212 SEP. 0 4 20[]7

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In're Application of
Bradley J. Skorepa et al. :
Application No. 11/481,621 : ON PETITION
Filed: July 6, 2006 D

Attorney Docket Number: 80439.00004

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b),’ filed June 21, 2007, to revive
the above-identified appllcatlon

The petition is GRANTED.

This application became abandoned on October 3, 2006 after the applicant failed to file
a timely response to the Notice To File Corrected Application Papers mailed August 1,
2006 which set a two (2) month shortened period for reply. No extensions of the time
for reply in accordance with 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained prior to the abandonment.
Accordingly, a Notice of Abandonment was mailed April 4, 2006.

Receipt of the replacement drawnngs in compllance with 37 CFR 1.84 and 37 CFR
1.121 is acknowledged.

Additionally, the petition does not set forth that the entire delay from the due date of the
required reply to the date of the filing of a grantable petition was unintentional as

'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 aiso 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 Qrantable
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)).



Application No. 11/481,62._1' Page 2

required by 37 CFR 1.137(b)(3). However, the statement contained in the instant
petition is being so construed Petitioner must notify the Office if this is not a correct
interpretation.

The application is being forwarded to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for further
processing. \ /

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned

titions Attprngy at (571)272;2%1‘2/

atricia Faisoh-Ball
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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

DEAN D. SMALL Mail Date: 04/20/2010
THE SMALL PATENT LAW GROUP LLP

225 S. MERAMEC, STE. 725T
ST. LOUIS, MO 63105

Applicant : Deborah Ruth Zelnik : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7603730 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/20/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,627 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/06/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 490 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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PAUL V. KELLER, LLC

4585 LIBERTY RD.
SOUTH EUCLID OH 44121 COPY MAILED

FEB 2 0 2007
In re Application of
MoCarthy | OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Application No. 11/481,635 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 6, 2006 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Attorney Docket No. 06-ERC-175 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(i) filed July 6, 2006, to make the above-
identified application specnal based on the invention (a) materially enhancing the quality of the
environment as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section V.

The petitions are DISMISSED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(i) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section V: Environmental Quality, must state that special status is sought because the invention
materially enhances the quality of the environment by contributing to the restoration or maintenance of
basic life-sustaining natural elements. If the disclosure is not clear on its face that the claimed invention
materially enhances the quality of the environment by contributing to the restoration or maintenance of
one of the basic life-sustaining natural elements, the petition must be accompanied by a statement by the
applicant, assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice before the Office explaining how the
materiality standard is met. No fee is required.

Petitioner’s submission fails to meet the criteria set out with respect to materially enhancing the quality of
the environment by contributing to the restoration or maintenance of basic life-sustaining natural elements
as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02 (V). The specification and claims as originally filed indicate the
invention is directed to systems and method for controlling emissions. However, the instant petition fails
to met the materiality standard of 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(i). Although the invention may be directed to
controlling NO, emissions from diesel engines the materiality standard of the rule has not been met, i.e.,
petitioner has failed to state how the claimed invention contributes in an significant, substantial, or
noticeable manner to the maintenance of basic life-sustaining natural -elements. As a result, no
contribution to the restoration or maintenance of basic life-sustaining natural elements has been
persuasively shown.

This lack of meeting the materiality standards of 37 CFR 102(6)(2) (i) does not permit the applicant to
enjoy the benefit of advanced examination.
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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

By FAX: (571)273-8300

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Jefferey Harold at 571-272-7519, or to
the undersigned at 571-272-7099.

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 3748 for action in its
regular turn.

Ll

Petitiops Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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13-B W. WASHINGTON ST. OPY MA'LED
GREENVILLE SC 29601 APR 1 4 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Applicant: Kehrmann

Appl. No.: 11/481,651

Filing Date: July 6, 2006

Title: MIXTURE OF RAW MATERIALS FOR THE PRODUCTION OF A CEMENT
CLINKER, A CEMENT CLINKER AND A CEMENT

Attorney Docket No.: KEH-001

Pub. No.: 2007/0208215 A1l

Pub. Date: January 11, 2007

This is a decision on the request for a corrected patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(b), received on February 20, 2007, for the above-identified application and a
request for republication under 37 CFR 1.221(a) received on March 16, 2007.

The request under 37 CFR 1.221(b) is DISMISSED.
The request under 37 CFR 1.221(a) is DISMISSED.

Applicant requests that the application be republished because the patent application publication
contains a material error wherein claim 1 was improperly omitted from the publication.

37 CFR 1.221 (b) is applicable “only when the Office makes a material mistake which is
apparent from Office records.... Any request for a corrected publication or revised patent
application publication other than provided as provided in paragraph (a) of this section must be
filed within two months from the date of the patent application publication. This period is not
extendable.” A material mistake must affect the public’s ability to appreciate the technical
disclosure of the patent application publication, to determine the scope of the patent application
publication, or to determine the scope of the provisional rights that an applicant may seek to
enforce upon issuance of a patent. '

The error noted by requestor wherein claim 1 was omitted from the publication may be an Office
error, but it is not a material Office error under 37 CFR 1.221. The error noted by requestor with
respect to omitted claim 1 is not a material Office error because the amendment to the claims
submitted by applicant on July 6, 2006 did not include a copy of claim 1 in compliance with 37
CFR 1.121.

'Changes to Implement Eighteen-Month Publication of Patent Applications, 65 FR 57023, 57038 (Sept. 20, 2000),
1239, Off. Gaz. Pat. Office Notices 63, 75 (Oct. 10, 2000) (final rule).
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The request for republication under 37 CFR 1.221(a) is not in compliance with the Office
electronic filing system requirements. The copy of the application submitted on a disc does not
comply with the Office electronic filing systems requirements. The copy of the application must
be submitted via EFS to be in compliance with the electronic filing systems requirements. See
MPEP 1130 and Retirement of Electronic Filing System - Application Body Extensible Markup

Language (EFS-ABX) and Electronic Packaging and Validation Engine (€PAVE) Components,
1311 Off. Gaz. Office Notices 155 (Oct. 15, 2006).

The applicant is advised that a “request for republication of an application previously published”
may be filed under 37 CFR 1.221(a). Such a request for republication “must include a copy of
the application compliance with the Office’s electronic filing system requirements and be
accompanied by the publication fee set forth in § 1.18(d) and the processing fee set forth in §
1.17(i).” If the request for republication does not comply with the electronic filing system
requirements, the republication will not take place and the publication fee set forth in § 1.18(d)
will be refunded. The processing fee will be retained.

Any request for republication under 37 CFR 1.221(a), must be submitted via the EFS system, as
a “Pre-Grant Publication” and questions or request for reconsideration of the decision, should be
addressed as follows:

By mail to:  Mail Stop PGPUB
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Va. 22313-1450

By facsimile: 571-273-8300

Inquiries relating to this matter may be directed to Mark Polutta at (571) 272-7709 (voice).

Q:r}(él(utta

Senior Legal Advisor

Office of Patent Legal Administration

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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CHIEN-HUI SU
P. O. BOX 70-121 TAICHUNG
TAICHUNG CITY 40899 TW TAIWAN

COPY MAILED
MAR 1 2 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Tsai et al. : '

Application No. 11/481,681 : ON PETITION
Filed: July 7, 2006 :

Attommey Docket No. J5P6041-GFP-953698

This is a decision on the petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(b), filed November 14, 2008, to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is DISMISSED.

Any request for reconsideration must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail date of this
decision. No further petition fee is required for the request. 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.

This application became abandoned for failure to timely reply to the non-final Office action mailed
February 27, 2007. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained.

Accordingly, this af&)lication became abandoned on May 28, 2007. A Notice of Abandonment was
mailed October 4, 2007. .

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by:
1) the required reply,
2) the petition fee,
(3) a statement that the entire delay in filing the reauired 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) aterminal disclaimer and fee if the application was filed on or before June 8, 1995 or if the
application is a design application.

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 add1itional information.

The instant petition does not lack any of the above items. However, the petition must be signed by:
(1) An attorney or agent of record appointed in compliance with § 1.34(b);

(2) A registered attorney or agent not of record who acts in a representative capacity under the
provisions of § [.34(a);

In a nonprovisional application abandoned for failure to prosecute, the required reply may be met by the filing of a
continuing application. 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 See MPEP 711.03(c)(IIT)(C) and (D).
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. (3) The assignee of record of the entire interest, if there is an assignee of record of the entire
interest;
] (4) An assignee of record of an undivided part interest, and any assignee§s) of the remaining
interest and any applicant retaining an interest, if there is an assignee of record of an undividing part
interest; or

(5) All of the applicants (§§ 1.42. 1.43 and 1.47) for patent, unless there is an assignee of
record of the entire interest and such assignee has taken action in the application in accordance
with §§ 3.71 and 3.73.

Currently, the instant petition has only been signed by one of the two listed inventors. Both inventors
must sign the petition.

Further, the Revocation of Power of Attorney submitted with the instant getition cannot be accepted as
there are no registered attorneys associated with Customer Number 79523. Thus, Thus, Customer
Number 79523 has only been used to designate the address associated with the Customer Number as the
correspondence address of the application.

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

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

By hand: ~ Customer Window located at:

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office

Customer Service Window Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

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

Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3206.

@ﬁm@w&k

Liana Walsh
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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CHIEN-HUI SU
P. 0. BOX 70-121 TAICHUNG
TAICHUNG CITY 40899 TW TAIWAN

COPY MAILED
MAY 2 2 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Tsai et al. :
Application No. 11/481,681 : ON PETITION

Filed: July 7, 2006 ,
Attorney Docket No. GFP-953698

This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(b), filed March 23, 2009, to
revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.
The petition now satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b).

;F%e()phone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-

This matter is being referred to Technology Center AU 3682 for further examination on the
merits.

@é?mk}—&/(_/

Liana Walsh
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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MCDONALD HOPKINS CO., LPA
600 SUPERIOR AVE., E.

SUITE 2100
CLEVELAND, OH 44114 - COPY MAILED
SEP 29 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of: ‘
Liao et al. :
Application No. 11/481, 686 : DECISION DISMISSING

Filed: July 6, 2006 : PETITION UNDER
For: DOCUMENT RANKING WITH :
SUB-QUERY SERIES

This is in response to the Petition Under 37 CFR § 1.47(a),
filed December 16, 2005, to allow the other inventor(s) to
proceed with the application on behalf of himself or herself and
the nonsigning inventor(s).

The petition is dismissed.

Rule 47 applicant is given TWO (2) MONTHS from the mailing date
of this decision to reply, correcting the below-noted
deficiencies. Any reply should be entitled "Request for
Reconsideration of Petition Under 37 CFR 1.47(a)"; should only
address the deficiencies noted below, except that the reply may
include an oath or declaration executed by the non-signing
inventor, AND BE ADDRESSED TO Attorney Derek L. Woods. Failure
to respond will result in abandonment of the application. Any
extensions of time will be governed by 37 CFR 1.136(a).

The above-identified application was filed on July 6, 2006,
without, a fully executed oath or declaration. Applicant files
the instant petition and asserts that despite diligent effort to
locate the nonsigning inventor, Applicant has been unable to
locate the nonsigning inventor. Attempts made to locate the
nonsigning inventor include mailing a copy of the application to
the last known address of the nonsigning inventor via certified
mail and via Federal Express; emailing the nonsigning inventor
at his email address, and attempting to contact the nonsigning
inventor by telephone.
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Applicable Law

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) requires: (1) proof
that the non-signing inventor cannot be reached or refuses to
sign the oath or declaration after having been presented with
the application papers (specification, claims and drawings); (2)
an acceptable oath or declaration in compliance with 35 U.S.C.
§§ 115 and 116; (3) the petition fee; and (4) a statement of the
last known address of the non-signing inventor. Applicant lacks
item (1) set forth above. :

As to item (1), applicant is advised that, where inability to
find or reach a nonsigning inventor “after diligent effort” is
the reason for filing under 37 CFR 1.47, a statement of facts
should be submitted that fully describes the exact facts which
are relied on to establish that a diligent effort was made. The
statement of facts must be signed, where at all possible, by a
person having firsthand knowledge of the facts recited therein.
Statements based on hearsay will not normally be accepted.
Copies of documentary evidence such as internet searches,
certified mail return receipts, cover letters of instructions,
telegrams, that support a finding that the nonsigning

inventor could not be found or reached should be made part of
the statement. The steps taken to locate the whereabouts of the
nonsigning inventor should be included in the statement of
facts. It is important that the statement contain facts as
opposed to conclusions.

Here, Applicant’s provide that he sent mail to the last known
mailing address of the nonsigning inventor; sent an email to the
last email address, and attempted to telephone the nonsigning
inventor, and conclude that diligent efforts have been made.
However, Applicant has not provided any indication that a search
for the nonsigning inventor was conducted. At the very least,
an Internet search, or a search of telephone directories should
be undertaken of the regions where it is suspected the non-
signing inventor may reside. Copies of the results of such
searches must be referred to in any renewed petition. It is
important that the forthcoming communication contain statements
of fact as opposed to conclusions. See, MPEP § 409.03(d).

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

By mail: Commissioner for Patents
PO Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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By FAX: (571) 273-8300
Attn: Office of Petitions

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

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

Lo ) o

Attorney
Office of Petitions
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MCDONALD HOPKINS CO., LPA

600 SUPERIOR AVE., E. | COPY MAILED

SUITE 2100 '

CLEVELAND, OH 44114 | APR 2 7 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Liao et al. : .

Application No. 11/481686 : - DECISION NOTING
Filing or 371(c) Date: 07/06/2006 : JOINDER OF

Title of Invention: : INVENTORS
DOCUMENT RANKING WITH :

SUB-QUERY SERIES

This is in response to the Request for Reconsideration of Petition Under 37 CFR 1.47(a), filed
December 1, 2006, and supplemented with an executed oath/declaration on January 30, 2007,
noting the joinder of the inventor. The delay in treating this petition is regretted.

In view of the joinder of the inventor, further consideration under 37 CFR 1.47(a) is not .
necessary and the Renewed Petition is considered to be moot. This application does not have
any Rule 1.47(a) status and no such status should appear on the file wrapper. This application
need not be returned to this Office for further consideration under 37 CFR 1.47(a).

The Declaration has been entered and made of record.

This application is being referred to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for further
processing.

;F§l3e£)hone inquiries related to this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-

Ft )0 b

erek L. Woods
Attorney

Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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MARTIN E HSIA

12TH FLOOR

1000 BISHOP STREET COPY MAILED

HONOLULU HI 96813 DEC 6 4 2008
QFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Glen D. Lindbo :

BApplication No. 11/481, 694 : ‘ ON PETITION
Filed: July 6, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 2006-3

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.10(c), filed
October 14, 2008, which is being treated as a petition under

37 CFR 1.10(d) to accord the above application a filing date of
July 3, 2006.

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. The reconsideration request should include a cover
letter entitled “Renewed Petition Under 37 CFR 1.10.” This is
not a final agency decision within the meaning of 5 USC 704.

Petitioner argues that the above-identified application was filed
on July 3, 2006, not July 6, 2006. In support thereof,
petitioner has explained that the application was filed via
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Express Mail (Express Mail no. ET 837256981 US) via a USPS drop
box. Petitioner has included a copy of a mail log. The log
contains 4 columns - “Last Scheduled Pick-Up”, “Account No.”,
“Client / Applicant”, and “Description”. Petitioner has also
included a copy of an affidavit from the attorney who made the
deposit, stating that the application papers were deposited at
approximately 8:55am on July 3, 2006.

37 CFR 1.10(d) 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
Director 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 Director, that the requested filing
date was the date the correspondence was deposited in the
“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.
Emphasis added.

Petitioner is directed to MPEP 513(II), which states:

Parties who do use drop boxes can protect themselves from
uncertainty due to illegible mailing labels by routinely
maintaining a log of “Express Mail” deposits in which
notations are entered by the person who deposited the
correspondence as “Express Mail” within one business day
after deposit with the USPS. Such evidence could be useful
to later support a petition filed under 37 CFR 1.10(c), (d)
or (e). .Evidence that came into being after deposit and
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within one day after the deposit of the correspondence as
“Express Mail” may be in the form of a log book which
contains information such as the “Express Mail” number; the
application number, attorney docket number or other such
file identification number; the place, date and time of
deposit; the time of the last scheduled pick-up for that
date and place of deposit; the depositor’s initials or
signature; and the date and time of entry in the log
(emphasis added).

On request for reconsideration, petitioner is requested to supply
the Office with the following information:

- where the initials or signature is in the log book.
- where the date of entry is present in the log book.

If the affiant is the only person who makes entries in the log
book, petitioner should so state for the record.

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

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

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

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

G

Cliff Congo
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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MARTIN E HSIA

12TH FLOOR :
1000 BISHOP STREET COPY MAILED
HONOLULU HI 96813
FEB 2 4 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Glen D. Lindbo :

Application No. 11/481,694 : ON PETITION
Filed: July 3, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 2006-3

This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d),
filed February 2, 2009, to accord the above application a filing
date of July 3, 2006.

The petition is GRANTED.

In a petitioner filed October 14, 2008, Petitioner argued that
the above-identified application was filed on July 3, 2006, not
July 6, 2006. In support thereof, petitioner explained that the
application was filed via Express Mail (Express Mail no. ET
837256981 US) via a USPS drop box. Petitioner included a copy of
a mail log. The log contained 4 columns - “Last Scheduled Pick-
Up”, “Account No.”, “Client / Applicant”, and “Description”.
Petitioner also included a copy of an affidavit from the attorney
who made the deposit, stating that the application papers were
deposited at approximately 8:55am on July 3, 2006.

However, the petition was dismissed in a decision mailed on
December 4, 2008. The decision pointed out that the log did not
fully comply with MPEP 513 (II), in that the log did not contain
the date and time of deposit, or the depositor’s
initials/signature or the date and time of entry in the log.

37 CFR 1.10(d) 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”
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mailing label or other official notation entered by the USPS was
incorrectly entered or omitted by the USPS, may petition the
Director 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 constltute the
correspondence prior to the original

mailing by “Express Mail”; and

(3) The petition includes a showing which establishes, to
the satisfaction of the Director, that the requested filing
date was the date the correspondence was deposited in the
“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.
Emphasis added.

With the instant renewed petition, petitioner has submitted a
satisfactory log book..

Accordingly, it is concluded that the application was filed (i.e.
deposited with the USPS as Express Mail) on July 3, 2006.

Given the basis for granting this petltlon, no fee was required,
and none has been charged.

The application file is being forwarded to the Office of Patent
Application Processing for further processing with a filing date
of July 3, 2006, not July 6, 2006.

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

Cliff Congo

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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MACMILLAN SOBANSKI & TODD, LLC Mail Date: 04/21/2010
ONE MARITIME PLAZA FIFTH FLOOR

720 WATER STREET

TOLEDO, OH 43604-1619

Applicant : Martin Cann : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7570475 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 08/04/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,695 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/06/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 370 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

COPY MAILED
WILSON SONSINI GOODRICH & ROSATI
650 PAGE MILL ROAD NOV 10 2008
PALO ALTO CA 94304-1050

In re Application of

CASIMIRO, Jose E. M. et al. : _
Application No. 11/481,707 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: July 05, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 30797-718.401 : . FROMRECORD

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 23, 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 Mary Ann Stretch on behalf of all attorneys of record who are
associated with customer No. 21971. All attorneys/agents associated with the Customer Number
21971 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 August 28, 2008 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.

0.
Tredelle D. Jackson
Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: JOSE ENRIQUE MONTERO CASIMIRO
CALLE 314 NO. 2916, LA LISA
CIUDAD HABANA 17100
CUBA

cc: CENTRO DE INMUNOLOGIA MOLECULAR
CALLE 216 Y 15 SIBONEY PLAYA
HABANA 12100
CUBA



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

HARNESS DICKEY & PIERCE, PLC.
7700 BONHOMME, SUITE 400
_ST LOUIS, MO 63105

In re Application of

SCHEITER, PAUL A.

Application No. 11/7484,715

Filed: July 6, 2006

Attorney Docket No. 9083-000002/US

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
AUG 2 0 2008

DECISION ON PETITION
TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of recard under 37

C.F.R. § 1.36(b), filed May 28, 2008.

The request is DISMISSED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to HARNESS DICKEY &
PIERCE, PLC. has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on June 5,
2008. Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 C.FR. § 1.36(0) 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.

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: POLSTER LIEDER WOODRUFF & LUCCHESI
12412 POWERSCOURT DRIVE, SUITE 200
ST. LOUIS, MO 63131-3615



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

Polster, Lieder, Woodruff & Lucchesi, L.C. Mail Date: 04/21/2010
12412 Powerscourt Dr. Suite 200
St. Louis, MO 63131-3615

Applicant : Paul Alan Scheiter : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7587827 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 09/15/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,715 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/06/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 313 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

JAMES RAY & ASSOCIATES
2640 PITCAIRN ROAD
MONROEVILLE PA 15146

In re:Application of

WOOD, Harrill D.

Application No. 11/481,727

Filed: July 6, 2006 '

Attorney Docket No. HDW 06125

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
FEB 0 5 2007
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 July 6, 2006, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s health as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section III.

The petition is DISMISSED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section III: Applicant’s Health, must be accompanied by evidence, such as a doctor’s certificate or other
medical certificate, showing that the state of health of the applicant is such that he or she might not be
available to assist in the prosecution of the application if it were to run its normal course. No fee is

required

The instant petition does not include an affidavit from inventor’s doctor, attesting to his state of health
such that he might not be available to assist in the prosecution of the application if it were to run its

normal course.

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, Mall Stop Petitions

Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

By FAX: (571) 273-8300
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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 3771 for action in its
regular turn.

Monica A. Graves
Petitions Examiner

@ Office of Petitions

Conferee:
Amelia Au



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

EMCH, SCHAFFER, SCHAUB & PORCELLO CO.
50 Box 916 COPY MAILED
ONE SEAGATE SUITE 1980 AUG 09 2007
TOLEDO OH 43697 .
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Amy Sell et al : _ )
Application No. 11/481, 746 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: July 5, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b)
Attorney Docket No. 06028/6717AUS :

This is a decision on the petition undér 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
March 14, 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 substitute drawings; (2) the petition fee; and (3) the
required statement of unintentional delay have been received.
Accordingly, the reply to the Notice To File Corrected
Application Papers of August 2, 2006, is accepted as having been
unintentionally delayed.

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

ThlS matter is being referred to the Office of Initial Patent
Examlnatlon

Karen Creasw

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

PVF —-- SUN MICROSYSTEMS INC. Mail Date: 04/21/2010
C/0 PARK, VAUGHAN & FLEMING LLP

2820 FIFTH STREET
DAVIS, CA 95618-7759

Applicant : Gregory R. Ruetsch : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7664622 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 02/16/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,747 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 895 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

FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKI, LLP
666 FIFTH AVE
NEW YORK NY 10103-3198

In re Application of

Jonas Ulenas

Application No. 11/481,770

Filed: July 52006

Attorney Docket No. NY-JONAS 203-US2-CONT

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
OCT 3 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 September 11, 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 copy of inventor’s passport. Accordingly, the above-identified application

has been accorded “special” status.

Telephoné inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to April Wise at 571-272-1642.

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 3627 for action on the

merits commensurate with this decision.

Aptil M. Wise
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
COPRY MAILED e
KEVIN REDMOND ,
6960 SW GATOR TRAIL >EP 2 9 2009
PALM CITY, FL 34990 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

- Inre Application of

Fernando MIRANDA : :

Application No. 11/481,774 . DECISION ON PETITION TO
Filed: July 6, 2006 : WITHDRAW FROM RECORD
Attorney Docket No. 0145D :

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 4, 2009.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record and change of correspondence

address is hereby not accepted. Petitioner has not complied with current USPTO

requirements, set forth in 37 CFR 10.40 concerning Request for Withdrawal as Attorney

and Change of Correspondence Address. Specifically, pursuant to 37 CFR 10.40, 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, that the practitioner(s) intends to withdraw from
employment;

(2) delivered to the client or 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.

Petitioner has not complied with the above certifications. It is suggested that petitioner
submit a properly completed PTO/SB/83 (effective date May 12, 2008), which provides
a section wherein practitioners may certify the completion of the above-listed activities
necessary for the request to withdraw from representation to be granted.

Further, the Office will only accept correspondence address changes 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
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been made of record, 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.

The Office will also no longer change the correspondence address to that of a new
practitioner unless the Request is accompanied by a power of attorney to a new
practitioner (e.g., Form PTO/SB/82). All future communications from the Office will be
directed to the above-listed address until otherwise properly notified by the applicant
or a proper change of correspondence address has been submitted.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
571-272- 7253. All other inquires concerning either the examination or status of the
application should be directed to the Technology Center.

/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.uspto.gov

KEVIN REDMOND COPY MAILED
6960 SW GATOR TRAIL

PALM CITY, FL 34990 NOV 2 3 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Fernando MIRANDA :

Application No. 11/481,774 . DECISION ON PETITION TO
Filed: July 6, 2006 : WITHDRAW FROM RECORD
Attorney Docket No. 0145D :

This is a decision on the renewed Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record
under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b), filed September 30, 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 request was signed by Kevin Redmond, the sole attorney of record. Kevin Redmond
has been withdrawn as attorney or agent of record. Applicant is reminded that there is
no attorney of record at this time.

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

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

/Monica A. Graves/
Petitions Examiner, Office of Petitions

cc:  DR. FERNANDO MIRANDA
1199 BUSH, SUITE 350
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94109



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UN!TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.0. Box 1450
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WWW.USPLO.EOV
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DECISION GRANTING PETITION UND’ER 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.

Patent Publication Branch
Office of Data Management
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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

ROYLANCE, ABRAMS, BERDO & GOODMAN, L.L.P. Mail Date: 04/21/2010
1300 19TH STREET, N.W.
SUITE 600

WASHINGTON,, DC 20036

Applicant : Sung-dae Kim : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7610000 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/27/2009 : TERM ADJUSIMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,815 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/07/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 654 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

ROYLANCE, ABRAMS, BERDO & GOODMAN, L.L.P. Mail Date: 04/21/2010
1300 19TH STREET, N.W.
SUITE 600

WASHINGTON,, DC 20036

Applicant : Sang-ki Min : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7612962 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 11/03/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,827 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/07/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 515 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 Qffice

P.O. Box 1450

« Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
COPY MA'LE www.uspto.gov

SEP 2 5 2009

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
STOUT, UXA, BUYAN & MULLINS LLP
4 VENTURE, SUITE 300
IRVINE CA 92618

In re Patent No. 7,547,113

Issue Date: June 16, 2009 :

Application No. 11/481,830 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 7, 2006 ' :

Attorney Docket No. IP§173P

This is a decision on the Petition To Correct PTO Record, filed August 26, 2009, requesting
correction on the Title Page of the subject patent, via issuance of a Certificate of Correction
under 37 CFR 1.323, to identify the name of assignee. The Request has been treated as a
Petition under 37 CFR 3.81. A completed Certificate of Correction Form (PTO/SB/44) was
previously filed June 16, 2009.

The petition under 37 CFR 3.81 is GRANTED.

Petitioner urges that the present Petition was submitted to correct the assignee’s name on the

previously submitted PTOL-85B and that such error was inadvertently included on form PTOL-
85B. Accordingly, petitioner requests, in effect, that the Title Page of the above-identified patent
be corrected, via issuance of a Certificate of Correction (PTO/SB/44), to correct the name of the

assignee identified thereon from “Iprset (Taiwan) Co., Ltd., Taipei (TW)” to:
-Wei-Chiang Lee, Albany, CA-
37 CFR 3.81(b), effective June 25, 2004, reads:

After payment of the issue fee: Any request for issuance of an application in
the name of the assignee submitted after the date of payment of the issue fee,
and any request for a patent to be corrected to state the name of the assignee,
must state that the assignment was submitted for recordation as set forth in

§ 3.11 before issuance of the patent, and must include a request for a
certificate of correction under § 1.323 of this chapter (accompanied by the fee
set forth in § 1.20(a) and the processing fee set forth in § 1.17(1) of this
chapter.



U.S. Patent No. 7,547,113 Page 2
Application No. 11/481,830
Decision on Petition under 37 CFR 3.81

As such, the requisite $100.00 fee (Fee Code 1811) as set forth under 37 CFR 1.20(a), and the
requisite $130.00 processing fee (Fee Code 1464) as set forth under 37 CFR 1.17(i) will be
charged as authorized in the petition. Further, Office assignment records are consistent with the
requested correction. However, after reviewing the records, a corrected Certificate of Correction
was previously signed and sealed on July 14, 2009. (copy enclosed)

Inquiries related this communication should be directed to Cheryl Gibson-Baylor at
(571)272-3213.

Any questions concerning the issuance of a Certificate of Correction should be directed to the
Certificates of Correction Branch at (571) 272-4200.

fian W. Brown _
Petitions Examiner g
Office of Petitions

Attachment: Certificate of Correction



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

PATENT NO. 17,547,113 B2 Page | of 1
APPLICATION NO. :11/481830

DATED : June 16, 2009

INVENTOR(S) : Wei-Chiang Lee

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

On the Title Page, Item -73- The name of the Assignee has been corrected to read
“Wei-Chiang Lee, Albany, CA (US)”.

Signed and Sealed this

Fourteenth Day of July, 2009

9ok 2t

JOHN DOLL
Acting Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office




Docket: IP8173P

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

In re Application of: Wei-Chiang Lee
Application No: 11/481,830

U.S. Patent No: 7,547,113

Issue Date: June 16, 2009

For: FULL-COLOR LED-BASED
LIGHTING DEVICE

B T e T N N N

Office of Petitions
Commissioncr for Patents
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

PETITION TO CORRECT PTO RECORD

Dear Sir:

Applicant hereby petitions the Commissioner for Patents to correct the face of the above-

identified patent to correctly identify the Assigne¢ as “Wei-Chiang Lee” as reflected by the

Assignment recorded in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office on April 28, 2009 at Reel/Frame

022603/0958 (2 pages).

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any needed fees to Deposit Account 50-

1600.

Dated: August 26, 2009

STOUT, UXA, BUYAN & MULLINS, LLP
4 Venture, Suite 300

Irvine, CA 92618

Tel: 949-450-1750

Fax: 949-450-1764

Respectfully submitted)

i
- por)

Kenton R. Mullins

Attorney for Applicant
Registration No. 36,331

89/¢3/2089 CKHLUK  888u8u19 501608

61 Fl:1811
g2 Fusl4b4

166.88 DA
138.99 DA

11481838



Docket: IP8173P

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

" Inre Application of: Wei-Chiang Lee /
U.S. Serial No: 11/481,830 j U.S. Patent No: 7,547,113
Filed: July 7, 2006 ; Group Art Unit: 2875
For: FULL-COLOR LED-BASED ; Examiner: ALLEN, DANIELLE NICOLE
LIGHTING DEVICE /

Mail Stop Department of Corrections
Commissioner for Patents ‘
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

REQUEST FOR LETTERS PATENT CORRECTION

Dear Sir/Madam:

On May 12, 2009, Applicant filed an Issue Fee Payment form for the subject application.

On May 19, 2009, Applicant filed a Replacement Issue Fee Payment form, correcting
the Assignee from “Iprset (Taiwan) Co., Ltd., Taipei (TW)” to “Wei-Chiang Lee, Albany, CA
(US).”

In error, the USPTO still issued the Letters Patent with the incorrect Assignee
information on June 16, 2009. Therefore, Applicant requests that the first page of the Letters

Patent be re-issued with the correct Assignee “Wei-Chiang Lee, Albany, CA (US)” as
reflected in the change in Assignment recorded on April 28, 2009.

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any needed fees or credit any
overpayment to Deposit Account 50-1600.
Respectfully submitted,

p £
— —y

Dated: July 16, 2009 Kenton R. Mullins
Attorney for Applicant
Registration No. 36,331

STOUT, UXA, BUYAN & MULLINS, LLP

4 Venture, Suite 300

Irvine, CA 92618

Tel: 949-450-1750

Fax: 949-450-1764



Docket: IP8173P
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

In re Application of:

Wei-Chiang Lee Confirmation No: 4706

U.S. Serial No: 11/481,830 Group Art Unit: 2875
Filed: July 7,2006 Examiner: ALLEN, DANIELLE NICOLE

For: FULL-COLOR LED-BASED
LIGHTING DEVICE

TN TN T NN TN NN N

Mail Stop 1ISSUE FEE
Commissioner for Patents
~ P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

REPLACEMENT ISSUE FEE PAYMENT FORM

Dear Madam:

Submitted herewith is a replacement Issue Fee Payment form for the subject application,
correcting the Assignee name and residence to WEI-CHIANG LEE, ALBANY, CA, the changes
of which are reflected in the Assignment recorded on April 28, 2009. Applicant hereby requests

that the Letters Patent be issued with the above-identified correction.

Kindly note that Applicant previously filed an Issue Fee Payment form on May 12, 2009,
the fees of which were deducted from Deposit Account 50-1600 on May 13, 2009.

Respectfully submitted,

May 19, 2009 Kenton R. Mullins
Attorney for Applicant
Registration No. 36,331

STOUT, UXA, BUYAN & MULLINS, LLP
4 Venture, Suite 300

Irvine, CA 92618

Tel: 949-450-1750

Fax: 949-450-1764



Patent Assignment Abstract of Title

Total Assignments: 2

Application #:
PCT #:
Inventor:

Title:
Assignment:

Reel/Frame:
Conveyance:
Assignor:
Assignee:

Correspondent:

Assignment:

Reel/Frame:
Conveyance:
Assignor:
Assignee:

Correspondent:

11481830
NONE
Wei-Chiang Lee
FULL-COLOR LED-BASED LIGHTING DEVICE
1

021699 / 0452

Filing Dt: 07/07/2006 Patent #: 7547113
7¢

Publication #: US20070052376

Received: 10/17/2008 Recorded: 10/17/2008
ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS).

LEE, WEI-CHIANG

IPRSET (TAIWAN).CO., LTD.

9F., NO. 15, SEC. 2, KEELUNG RD.
SINYI DISTRICT

TAIPEI, TAIWAN 110

STOUT, UXA, BUYAN & MULLINS LLP
4 VENTURE, SUITE 300

IRVINE, CA 92618

Mailed: 10/20/2008

Exec Dt: 10/09/2008

22603 / 095

Received: 04/28/2009 Recorded: 04/28/2009
ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT
IPRSET (TAIWAN) CO., LTD.

LEE, WEI-CHIANG

407 CORNELL AVE., APT. 3

ALBANY, CALIFORNIA 94706
STOUT, UXA, BUYAN & MULLINS LLP
4 VENTURE, SUITE 300

IRVINE, CA 92618

Mailed: 04/28/2009

Exec Dt: 04/27/2009

Search Results as of: 09/24/2009 10:12 AM

Issue Dt: 06/16/2009
2376 Pub Dt: 03/08/2007

Pages: 3

Pages: 2

If you have any comments or questions concerning the data displayed, contact PRD / Assignments at 571-272-3350.
Web interface last modified: October 18, 2008 v.2.0.1
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Query

Revenue Accounting and Management

Fee History

Name/Number: 11481830

Start Date: Any Date

Accounting
Date

05/13/2009
05/13/2009
04/28/2009
10/29/2008
10/29/2008
10/20/2008
05/30/2008
04/22/2008
07/10/2006
07/10/2006
07/10/2006

Sequence
Num.

00000008
00000009
00014964
00000003

- 00000002

00007061
00000002
00000110
00000210
00000209
00000211

Fee

Code

2501
1504

Total Records Found: 11

End Date: Any Date

Fee Amount

$755.00
$300.00

$40.00
$540.00
$540.00

$40.00
$180.00

$60.00
$250.00
$150.00
$100.00

Mailroom Date

05/12/2009
05/12/2009
04/28/2009
10/17/2008
10/17/2008
10/17/2008
04/18/2008
04/18/2008
07/07/2006
07/07/2006
07/07/2006

Payment Method

DA 501600
DA 501600
DA 501600
DA 501600
DA 501600
DA 501600
DA 022448
DA 022448
CK

CK

CK




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
Www.usplo.gov

I APPLICATION NO. ] FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR IATTORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO. |
11/481,839 07/07/2006 Byung-lae Lee 0085.1047 4702
| EXAMINER J
7590 10/23/2008
STEIN, MCEWEN & BUI, LLP BARRON JR, GILBERTO
1400 EYE STREET, NW '
SUITE 300 ' 1 ART UNIT ] PAPER NUMBER l
WASHINGTON, DC 20005 2432
I MAIL DATE ] DELIVERY MODE J
10/23/2008 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. ‘

uiries should e directed to the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.

Telephone-i

Patent Publication Branch
Office ¢f Data Management

Refund : .
6 /ud.fel 0838062644 : :

Adjustment date: 18/23/

gg}%g{eeas STEMELY Ganghae |y onHER
Credit Card Refund Total:  $506.68 1111 -560.88 0P

fAm Exp..: XXXXXXXXXXX1@81

Page 1 of 1
FORM PET651G (Rev. 08/07)
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SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

_ Paper No.:
DATE l ? "Oq

TO SPE OF :ART UNIT M
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: ] lq?lyqo . Patent No.: I7 3 3 5 761

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

Please review the requeéted 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 C(/Jde 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

Certificates of Correction Branch

703-308-9390 ext. | | ’*/

Thénk You For Your Aséistance

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

Q Approved All changes apply. .
a Approved in Part Specify below which changés do not apply.
O Denied _ State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:
SPE E Art Unit

PTOL-306 (REV. 7/03) U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Patent and Trademark Office
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SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

1 — Paper No.:
DATE l ?’O%

TO SPE OF “ART UNIT lj 2 {
SUBJECT : Request for Cemt'cate of Correction for Appl. No.: ] lq?lyq . Patent No.: I7 3 3 5 7\5'“Z

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

Please review the requeéted 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 t/he 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

Certificates of Correction Branch

703-308-9390 ext. . | | ’7/

Thénk You For Your Aséistance

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

& | Abproved All changes apply. .
lj Approved in Part Specify below which changés do not apply.
O Denied _ State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:
Mark F. Huff/ - 02/02/2009 17935
SPE . Art Unit

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




. Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov
SUGHRUE MION, PLLC COPY MAILED
2100 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N.W.
SUITE 800 JAN 0 8 2007
WASHINGTON DC 20037
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Asano et al :

Application No. 11/481,849 : ON PETITION
Filed: July 7, 2006 :

Attorney Dkt No. Q95910

Title: Semiconductor Memory

This is a decision on the petition filed October 2, 2006,
requesting in effect, the “Notice of Omitted Item(s)contained in
the Notice to File Missing Parts in a Nonprovisional Application”
(“Notice”) be withdrawn, and the above-identified application be
accorded a filing date of July 7, 2006 including figure 8.

The application was filed on July 7, 2006. However, on August 3,
2006, the Office of Initial Patent Examination (OIPE) mailed a
Notice stating that the application had been accorded a filing
date of July 7, 2006 but figure 8 as described in the
specification appeared to have been omitted.

In response, the present petition was filed wherein Petitioner
contends figure 8 as described in the specification was filed on
July 7, 2006. 1In support, the petition is accompanied by a copy

of applicants’ return postcard which lists “ 9 sheets of
drawings. The petition is further accompanied by a copy of
figure 8.

Applicants’ postcard receipt is prima facie evidence that 9
sheets of drawings, including figure 8 were received on July 7,
2006. Therefore, it is concluded that figure 8 was received on
July 7, 2006, as shown in counsel’s file, and later misplaced in
the office.

The petition is Granted. The $400.00 petition fee will be
refunded to deposit account 19-4880.



Application No. 11/481,849 Page 2

The application will be returned to the Office of Initial Patent
Examination for further processing with a filing date of July 7,
2006,using the drawings submitted on July 7, 2006 and substitute

figure 8 supplied with the petition on October 2, 2006.

Telephone inquiries related to this decision may be directed to
the undersigned at (571) 272-3215.

OQMWKM

Charlema R. Grant
Petition Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK QFFICE

PFIZER INC
STEVE T. ZELSON
150 EAST 42ND STREET

5TH FLOOR - STOP 49 COPY MAILED
NEW YORK NY 10017-5612 ‘

MAR 1 8 2008
In re Application of :
Timothy Wood et al. ; OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Application No. 11/481,859 : ON PETITION

Filed: July 5, 2006
Attorney Docket No. PC26512C

This is a decision on the petition filed January 17, 2008, to revive the above identified
application under 37 CFR 1.137(b)".

The petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) is GRANTED.

This application became abandoned on August 14, 2007, for failure to file a timely
response to a Restriction Requirement mailed July 13, 2007, which set a one month
shortened statutory period for reply. No extensions of the time for reply under 37 CFR
1.136(a) were obtained prior to the expiration of the extendable period. The instant
petition and this decision precede the mailing of the Notice of Abandonment.

The petition fee in the amount of $1540.00 has been applied to the finance records for
the instant patent application.

The response to the Restriction Requirement filed January 17, 2008 will be referred to
Technology Center 1652 for further processing.

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned
titions Attorney at (571) 272-3212.

ot L0
atricia 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 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(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)).

P

. Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
.0. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov



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

OSTROLENK FABER GERB & SOFFEN Mail Date: 04/21/2010
1180 AVENUE OF THE AMERICAS
NEW YORK, NY 100368403

Applicant : Lars Weisensel : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7648932 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 01/19/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,874 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/05/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 35 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 -

PERKINS COIE LLP
PATENT-SEA
P.O. BOX 1247
SEATTLE WA 98111-1247 MAILED

| JUL 212008
In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Grigore Axinte :
Application No. 11/481,878 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 6, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 5738780170501 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 CFR § 1.36(b), filed
February 19, 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 request was signed by Kenneth H. Ohriner on behalf of all attorneys of record who are associated
with Customer No. 25096.

All attorneys/agents associated with the Customer No. 25096 have been withdrawn.
Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

All future correspondence will be directed to the assignee of record “Hyperion Innovation, Inc.” at the
address list listed in the request.

The application is now abandoned for failure to respond to the non-final Office action mailed October 8,
2008. '

iries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 571-272-4584.

Office of Petitions

cc: Hyperion Innovation, Inc.
1750 112t Avenue N.E., Suite C-100
Bellevue, WA 98004-3700



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
OIW Jan-07

FISH & RICHARDSON PC
P.O. BOX 1022
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55440-1022

COPY MAILED ‘
JAN 09 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Huang et al. :

Application No. 11/481879 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: 07/06/2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 21255-

002001

This is a decision on the “PETITION TO SUSPEND THE RULES UNDER 37
C.F.R. § 1.183” and “PETITION TO GRANT ORIGINAL FILING DATE”
filed on 11 October, 2006, are treated as a petition under 37 CFR
1.53, requesting that the above-identified application be
accorded a filing date of 6 July, 2006, with one (1) sheet of
drawings containing Figures 10C & 10D described in the
specification as a part of the original disclosure.

The petition is granted.
The application was filed on 6 July, 2006.

Accordingly, on 31 July, 2006, Initial Patent Examination
Division mailed a Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional
Application, stating that the application had been accorded a
filing date of 6 July, 2006, but that Figures 10C and 10D
described in the specification appeared to have been omitted. An
oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63 was also
required.

In response, on 11 October, 2006, the present petition and, inter
alia, a copy of one (1) sheet of drawings containing Figures 10C
and 10D were filed. A declaration as required by 37 CFR 1.63 and
a one (1) month extension of time were also filed. Petitioners
argue that Figures 10C and 10D were filed with the other
application papers on 6 July, 2006, but were subsequently
misplaced in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (Office). 1In
support, a copy of petitioner’s postcard receipt was supplied
with the present petition. The postcard receipt shows an “Office
date” stamp of “070606” and the above-identified application



Application No. 11/481,879 2

number, and identifies the application by the attorney docket
number, invention title, and inventor’s name, and acknowledges
receipt of, inter alia, “Drawings (14 pages)”. Petitioners
request that the application, including one (1) sheet of drawings
containing Figures 10C & 10D, be accorded a filing date of 6
July, 2006.

A review of the record reveals that 13 sheets of drawings
containing Figures 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7A, 7B, 8, 9, 10A and 10B,
11, and 12 were received on 6 July, 2006. No Figures 10C and 10D
are located among the drawing figures received on that date.
However, the evidence is convincing that the application papers
deposited on 6 July, 2006, included one (1) sheet of drawings
containing Figures 10C and 10D, which was subsequently misplaced
in the Office. Therefore, the application, including one (1)
sheet of drawings containing Figures 10C and 10D, is entitled to
a filing date of 6 July, 2006.

The "“Notice” mailed on 31 July, 2006, is vacated to the extent
that it states that Figures 10C and 10D described in the )
specification appeared to have been omitted from the application.

In view of the above, the petition is granted. The petition fee
will be credited to counsel’s deposit account.

The application will be processed with the copy of one (1) sheet
of drawings containing Figures 10C and 10D supplied on 11
October, 2006, as a part of the original disclosure.

The application is being returned to Initial Patent Examination
Division for further processing with a filing date of 6 July,
2006, using the application papers filed on that date and the
copy of one (1) sheet of drawings containing Figures 10C and 10D
supplied with the present petition, and for an indication in
Office records that 14 sheets of drawings were present on filing.

Telephone inquires should be directed to the undersigned at 571-
272-3231.

W ael

Douglas I. Wood
Senior Petiticns Attorney
Office of Petitions



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.: 061109
DATE D6/11/08

TO SPE OF cART UNIT 2877 {2800}

SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 11/481,885 Patent No.: 7,511,869

A t4urs
AT

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

FOR IFW FILES:

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

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

FOR PAPER FILES:

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

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

Bmese ©. MWhorn, LIE
Certificates of Correction Branch
703-308-9390 ext.122

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

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

Comments: gK (o enter,

Toatiey, Jr./ 2877

SPE Art Unit

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




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

YOUNG & THOMPSON Mail Date: 04/20/2010
209 Madison Street

Suite 500
Alexandria, VA 22314

Applicant : Hideki Itaya : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7597467 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/06/2009 : TERM ADJUSIMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/481,892 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/07/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 68 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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BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP
WASHINGTON SQUARE, SUITE 1100
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WASHINGTON DC 20036-5304 COPY MAILED
0CT 1 4 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Yan :
Application No. 11/481,898 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: July 7, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 56816.1720

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

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to submit corrected drawings in a timely manner in
reply to the Notice of Allowability, mailed March 23, 2009, which set a period for reply of three
(3) months. Accordingly, this application became abandoned on June 24, 2009.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of corrected drawings, (2) the petition fee of $810.00, and (3) a proper
statement of unintentional delay.

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

This application is being referred to the Office of Data Management for consideration of the
corrected drawings.

LA Wl oAy

Shirene Willis Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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WILEY, REIN & FIELDING, LLP

ATTN: PATENT ADMINISTRATION

1776 K. STREET N.W.

WASHINGTON DC 20006 : COPY MAILED

NOV 0 9 2006
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Peter A. Lewis :
Application No. 11/481,899 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: July 07, 2006 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

Attorney Docket No. 82842-0001 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(iii)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(iii), filed July 07, 2006, to make the above-
identified application special based on the invention materially contributing to countering terrorism as set
forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section XI.

The petition is DISMISSED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(iii) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section XI: Countering Terrorism, must state that special status is sought because the invention materially
contributes to countering terrorism. No fee is required for such a petition. See 37 CFR 1.102(c). If the
application disclosure is not clear on its face that the claimed invention is materially directed to
countering terrorism, the petition must be accompanied by a statement under 37 CFR 1.102 by the
applicant, assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice before the Office explaining how the
invention materiality contributes to countering terrorism. No fee is required.

The instant petition fails to how the invention meets the materiality standard. The instant invention is
directed to a hyperbaric chamber. Although the invention may be utilized in a manner to provide
emergency care etc. subsequent to a terrorist attack, as explained in the petition, the invention does not, in
itself materially contribute to countering terrorism. The materiality standard does not permit an applicant
to speculate as to how a hypothetical end-user might specially apply the invention in a manner that could
counter terrorism.

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
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Customer Service Window, Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building

401 Dulany Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

By FAX: (571) 273-8300

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Ramesh Krishnamurthy at 571-272-
4914, or to the undersigned at 571-272-7099.

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 3772 for action in its
regular turn.

Petitibns Examiner
Office of Petitions
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COPRY MAILED
TROXELL LAW OFFICE, PLLC | SEP 2 3 2009
P.0. BOX 1370
ANNANDALE, VA 22003 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Deng-His Chen X

Application No. 11/481,948 : ON PETITION
Filed: July 7, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 3126-546

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed July 24, 2009, to revive the
above-identified application.

The application became abandoned for failure to file a reply to the non-final Office action
mailed on April 24, 2008. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on November 10, 2008.

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; (2) the petition fee of $810; and (3) a proper
statement of unintentional delay. Therefore, the petition is GRANTED.

The Change of Correspondence Address filed on July 24, 2009 has been accepted and -
made of record.

This application file is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2835 for review of the
amendment filed with the present petition.

concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
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GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP
200 PARK AVE.
P.0. BOX 677 COPY MAILED
FLORHAM PARK NJ 07932
DEC 1 0 2009
In re Application of OFFICE OF
Syring et al. _ :
Application No. 11/481,955 : DECISION ON REQUEST
Filed: July 7, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.48(a)

Attorney Docket No. 103248-010701

This is a decision on the request under 37 CFR 1.48(a), filed June 23, 2009 and supplemented
November 16, 2009, to correct the inventorship in the above-referenced application. The request
was originally filed on June 23, 2009 with a petition under 37 CFR 1.183 requesting waiver of
the requirement that each actual inventor execute a declaration under 37 CFR 1.64, which waiver
was rendered moot by the November 16, 2009 supplement.

In view of the November 16, 2009 supplement, the petition to waive the requirement under 37
CFR 1.183 is DISMISSED as moot.

The petition to correct the inventorship is GRANTED.

In view of the papers filed June 23, 2009 and November 16, 2009, it has been found that this
nonprovisional application, as filed, through error and without deceptive intent, improperly set
forth the inventorship, and accordingly, this application has been corrected in compliance with
37 CFR 1.48(a). The inventorship of this application has been changed from Carina Syring, as
the sole inventor, to Carina Syring and Rudiger Walter Arthur von Versen.

Any inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-6692.

(gt S

Christopher Bottorff
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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BIRCH STEWART KOLASCH & BIRCH
PO BOX 747
FALLS CHURCH VA 22040-0747

In re Application of

Keerie Setiawan et al : o
Serial No.: 11/481,959 : PETITION DECISION |
Filed: July 7, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No.: 0641-0242PUS2

This is a decision on the PETITION FOR ACCEPTANCE OF COLOR DRAWINGS UNDER
37 CFR 1.84(a)(2). The petition was filed July 7, 2006. Entry of color drawings requires: 1)
three sets of the color drawings, 2) a proper amendment to the specification indicating color
photographs or drawings are present in the file, and 3) the required fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).

A review of the application record indicates that the petition meets all of the requirements for
acceptance of color drawings. This is not to be construed that all of the drawings are accepted,
only that the color drawings are acceptable.

The petition is GRANTED.

Should there be any questions with respect to this decision, please contact William R. Dixon, Jr.,
by mail addressed to: Director, Technology Center 1600, at the address listed above, or by
telephone at 571-272-0519 or by facsimile transmission at 571-273-8300.

~William R..Dl‘;xon,. Jr.% ;;

Special Program Examiner
Technology Center 1600
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SUNG I. OH, PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION

710 QUAIL VALLEY LANE
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FEB 2 7 2008

In re Application of * OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Dale P. Rehn :

Application No. 11/481,982 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: July 6, 2006 : : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 2138822-A : 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 22, 2007.

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 expiration date of the maximum time period which
can be extended under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a).

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.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Williams at 571-272- 2991.

~

D,

Terri Williams
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Dale Rehn
2100 Jones Avenue
Nashville, TN 37207
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In re Application of

Baoxing Chen et al :

Application No. 11/481,997 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: July 6, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Attorney Docket No. AD-412] :

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

The petition is GRANTED.

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

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on January 2, 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) 272-3208.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2819 for processing of the request
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
IDS.

YL/ VPN

Karen Creasy
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and returning the new
Part B — Fee(s) Transmittal Form (along with any balance due at the time of submission). Petitioner is advised that the
Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and timely submitted to avoid abandonment of the application.
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KENYON & KENYON LLP
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~ JUL 152008

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of
Baoxing Chen, et al. : _ :
Application No. 11/481,997 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: July 6, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)

Attorney Docket No. 13641-241902

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed July 14, 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 May 5, 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 should be directed to Terri Williams at (571) 272-2991.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2819 for processing of the request -
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
information disclosure statement.

Terri Williams

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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In re Application of: ICHIOKA et al.
Application No. 11/482009

Attorney Docket No. SONYJP 3.0-615
Filed: July 6, 2006

For: INFORMATION PROCESSING
APPARATUS, INFORMATION
PROCESSING METHOD, AND
COMPUTER PROGRAM

COMMIZSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATE'S PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.C. Box 1460
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DECISION ON PETITION TO
REMAIL OFFICE ACTION

This is a decision on the petition filed on July 6, 2009, requesting that the Final action mailed
March 16, 2009 be remailed with a reset date, since the office action was not received by
applicant. The petition is being treated as a petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.181.

APPLICABLE PROSECUTION HISTORY

July 6, 2006 Application filed.

September 4,2008  Non-Final action mailed.

December 5,2008  Response with Amendments filed.

March 16, 2008 Final rejection mailed.

June 29, 2009 Information Disclosure Statement filed

July 6, 2009 Instant Petition filed (with a Certificate of Mailing date of June 30, 2009).
RELIEF REQUESTED

The instant petition requests that the Final action mailed March 16, 2009 be remailed with a reset
date, since the action was not received by Applicant, and Applicant discovered the Action in
PAIR on or about June 30, 2009. Although no specific date of discovery has been provided in the
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petition, it is presumed that the discovery was made on or about June 30, 2009 when the instant
petition was signed by the Applicant’s representative.

REGULATIONS AND PRACTICE

In the absence of any apparent irregularities associated with the mailing of an Office
communication, the Office presumes that the communication was properly mailed to the address
of record. This presumption may be overcome by showing that the Office communication was
not received at the correspondence address of record.

The guidance regarding establishment of nonreceipt of Office actions is set forth in MPEP
711.03(c), which states in part:

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 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. If 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.

REVIEW OF FACTS

Petitioner asserts that the Office communication mailed on March 16, 2009 was not received by
applicants, and states the following:

i) Applicant’s representative discovered during a routine status check that the Action mailed on
March 16, 2009 was entered in this application via the PAIR system.

ii) Upon discovery of the above office action, Applicant’s representative checked their records.

In support of the petition, Applicant’s representative enclosed a copy of the individual docket
record for the instant application,. Further, Applicant’s representative explains that the docketing
system under “actions” would show a response if the action had been received for the instant
application. Further evidence is provided as Exhibit B, showing a back-up docketing system,
maintained by hand, which did not contain an entry for the instant application to remind the
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attorney of an action due on June 16, 2009, which represents a three month reply period for an
office action. In addition, Applicant’s representative submits as Exhibit C printed copies of an
electronic reminder system indicating that the dates of June 15 and June 16, 2009 do not have a
reminder listed to indicate to the attorney that a response is due in the instant application.

DECISION

The exhibits show for the record the applicant docketing system used for recording an
Office action received at the correspondence address of record with the USPTO. The record
shows the application number (Exhibit A, middle), attorney docket number (Exhibit A, top
right), and the mail date of the Office actions and the due date for the response (Exhibit A,
middle). While applicant’s system clearly establishes evidence that, if a response had been sent
and recorded, the reminder would have been generated, however, the system does not show a
mail log or dates of recorded entries or evidence of activity near the March 16, 2009 date.
Nonetheless, as stated above, the modified showing requirements to show non-receipt of an
action were created to reduce the burden on the office and applicant and the exhibits filed in the
July 6, 2009 petition provide descriptive evidence that the applicant’s docketing system did not
receive or process the Final office action mailed March.16, 2009.

The petition filed on July 6, 2009, is in compliance with the above-stated requirements.

For reasons set forth above, the petition is GRANTED.

The Office communication will be remailed and the shortened statutory period that was
originally set forth in the Office communication shall be restarted to run from the mail date of
the newly supplied Office action.

It is noted that a Notice of Appeal with the appropriate fee along with a payment of a fee for
extension of time for three (3) months was filed on September 16, 2009 prior to mailing of this
decision. Since the shortened statutory period has been reset to run from the date of mailing of
this decision, the fee ($1,110.00) for three-month extension of time is not required. The amount
of $1,100.00 will be credited to Deposit Account No. 12-1095.

Any inquiry concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned whose
telephone number is (571) 272-3719.

/ Kakali Chaki/

Kakali Chaki, Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 2100
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Tanaka, et al. :
Application No. 11/482,016 : ON PETITION

Filed: July 7, 2006

Attorney Docket No. Q95775

For: COMMUNICATION SYSTEM AND
SYNCHRONIZATION CONTROL METHOD

This is a decision on the petition, filed October 2, 2006, requesting, in effect, withdrawal of the
Notice of Omitted Item(s) in a Nonprovisional Application (Notice), mailed August 1, 2006.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.53(e) is GRANTED.

The application was filed on July 7, 2006. On August 1, 2006, the Office of Initial Patent
Examination mailed a Notice informing petitioners that pages 35, 56, and 57 of the specification
appeared to have been omitted.

In response to the Notice, petitioners timely filed the present petition. Petitioners request that
pages 35, 56, and 57 be accorded a filing date of July 7 2006 on the basis that the entire
specification, including the allegedly missing pages, was received in the Patent and Trademark
Oftice (PTO) on July 7, 2006.

In support, the petition is accompanied by a copy of applicants’ itemized postcard receipt

showing an Office of Initial Patent Examination date stamp citing July 7, 2006 as the date of
receipt. The postcard lists that the filing included, inter alia, 67 pages of specification. . A review
of the application file reveals that 64 pages are present. Pages 35, 56, and 57 are missing.

The return postcard constitutes prima facie evidence that 67 pages of specification were filed on
July 7, 2006. MPEP 503. Accordingly, the request is granted.
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Pursuant to petitioner’ ‘authorization, the $400.00 fee submitted with the instant petition will be
credited to petitioner’s deposit account, n0.19-4880.

The application is being returned to Office of Initial Patent Examination for further processing,
with a filing date of July 7 2006, using the copy of pages 35, 56, and 57 supplied with the
petition.

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

S 71/%51‘4/&‘;{

Shirene Willis Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Sung-Hwan Hong et al : ‘
Application No. 11/482,017 : ON PETITION

» Filed: July 6, 2006 .
Attorney Docket No. 8071-223 (OPP051246US)

This is a decision on the petition, filed April 26, 2010 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 April 19, 2010 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 2874 for processing of the request for
Contil’(ljlll;d examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
amendment.

/Irvin Dingle/
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
issue fee to the application identified above. Petitioner is advised that,
whether a fee is indicated as being due or not, the Issue Fee Transmittal Form
must be completed and timely submitted to avoid abandonment. Note the language in
bold text on the first page of the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due (PTOL-85).
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In re Application of : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Masami NIIMI : PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Application No. 11482030 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Filed: July 7, 2006 : . PILOT PROGRAM AND PETITION
Attorney Docket No. 128655 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
For: BRUSH HOLDING DEVICE : 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 28, 2006, to make the above-
identified application special.

The request and petition are DISMISSED.
DISCUSSION
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. 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). Applicant
must submit a claims correspondence table.;

(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).

Conditions (1), (2), and (4) to (7) above are considered to have been met. However, the request
to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition fails meet condition (3) above.
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Regarding the requirement of condition (3), Petitioner has not amended the U.S. claims to
sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claims in the JPO application. Claims will be
considered to sufficiently correspond where, accounting for differences due to translations and
claim format requirement, the claims are of the same or similar scope.

A proper response in this case must include an amendment to incorporate the limitations of
Claims 2 and 3 into Claim 1 of the U.S. application in order to sufficiently correspond to the
allowable/patentable claim in the JPO application.

Regarding the second part of the requirement, Petitioner is also required to submit a “Claims
Correspondence Table” in English. The “Claims Correspondence Table” must indicate how all
the claims in the US application correspond to the allowable/patentable claims in the JPO
application. Although Petitioner has submitted a “Claims Correspondence Table”, it appears that
Claim 7 in the US Application corresponds to Claim 4 in the JP application, and not to Claim 1
as listed.

CONCLUSION

For the above reasons, the “Request for Participation in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH)
Pilot Program Between the JPO and the USPTO” filed December 28, 2006 is DISMISSED
without prejudice.

Applicant is given a time period of ONE MONTH or THIRTY DAYS, whichever is longer,
from the mailing date of this decision 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 be faxed to Christine Oda at 571-273-1602.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Christine Oda at 571-272-
1602.

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

C . Oon
Christine Oda
TQAS
Technology Center 2800 - Semiconductors,
Electrical & Optical Systems & Components
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In re Application of : DECISION ON REQUEST WR 2800

Masami NIIMI : PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Application No.: 11482030 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Filed: July 7, 2006 : PILOT PROGRAM AND PETITION
Attorney Docket No. 128655 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
For: BRUSH HOLDING DEVICE : 37 CFR 1.102(d)

This is a decision in response to the “PRELIMINARY AMENDMENT?” filed February 23, 2007.
The response is being treated as a petition requesting reconsideration of the previous decision
dated January 31, 2007, dismissing the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway
(PPH) pilot program and Petition to Make Special under 37 CFR 1.102(d) filed December 28,
2006. :

The request and petition are GRANTED.

DISCUSSION

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. 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 petitioner has: (1) amended the U.S. claims to sufficiently correspond to the
allowable/patentable claims in the JPO application, and (2) submitted a Revised Claims
Correspondence Table, correcting the correspondence of US Claim 7 to JP Claim 4.



Application Senal No.: 11482030
Decision on Petition

CONCLUSION

For the above reasons, the request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition comply
with the above requirements and the request and petition is GRANTED. Accordingly, the
above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Christine Oda at 571-272-
1602.

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application is accessible 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.

¢ G
Christine Oda
TQAS
Technology Center 2800 - Semiconductors,
Electrical & Optical Systems & Components
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Patent Services

101 Columbia Road
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Applicant : Andrei Cernasov : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7602427 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/13/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/482,035 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/07/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 415 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

HONEYWELL/IFL Mail Date: 05/17/2010
Patent Services

101 Columbia Road
P.0.Box 2245
Morristown, NJ 07962-2245

Applicant : Andrei Cernasov : NOTICE CONCERNING IMPROPER
Patent Number : 7602427 : CALCULATION OF PATENT TERM
i;;‘ficiiiﬁn o 1%11»; é 282559 : ADJUSTMENT BASED UPON USPTO
D L 5770975008 : 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 443 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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DICKSTEIN SHAPIRO LLP ' MAILED

1825 EYE STREET NW

WASHINGTON DC 20006-5403 MAY 26 2009
OFFICE OF PET ITIONS

In re Application of

Brian Thornes :

Application No. 11/482,038 : DECISION ON PETITIONS

Filed: July 7, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3)

Attorney Docket No. A8130.0500/P500 : AND 37 CFR 1.55(¢c)

This is a decision on the petition filed April 29, 2009, which is being treated as a petition under
37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) and 37 CFR 1.55(c), to accept an unintentionally delayed claim under 35
U.S.C. § 120 for the benefit of priority to a prior-filed nonprovisional application, and under 35
U.S.C. § 119(a)~(d) for the benefit of priority to a prior-filed foreign application, as set forth in
* the concurrently filed amendment.

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

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

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

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

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

All requirements being met, the petition to accept an unintentionally delayed claim for benefit of
priority to the prior-filed nonprovisional application under 35 U.S.C. § 120 is GRANTED.

The granting of the petition to accept the delayed benefit claim to the prior-filed application
under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) should not be construed as meaning that this application is entitled
to the benefit of the prior-filed application. In order for this application to be entitled to the
benefit of the prior-filed application, all other requirements under 35 U.S.C. § 120 and 37
CFR 1.78(a)(1) and (a)(2) must be met. Similarly, the fact that the corrected Filing Receipt
accompanying this decision on petition includes the prior-filed application should not be
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construed as meaning that applicant is entitled to the claim for benefit of priori to the prior-
filed application noted thereon. Accordingly, the examiner will, in due course, consider this

benefit claim and determine whether the application is entitled to the benefit of the earlier

filing date.

A corrected Filing Receipt, which includes the priority claim to the prior-filed nonprovisional
application, accompanies this decision on petition.

ASs to the benefit claim under 37 CFR 1.55(c):

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The petition under 37 CFR 1.55(c) is DISMISSED.

The petition fails to comply with item (2) above. In this regard, a review of the file record fails
to disclose that the priority information was included in an oath or declaration or in an ,
Application Data Sheet (ADS) in accordance with 37 CFR 1.76(b)(6). Unless provided in an
ADS, 37 CFR 1.63(c)(2) requires that the oath or declaration must identify the foreign
application for patent (or inventor’s certificate) for which priority is claimed under 37 CFR 1.55,
and any foreign application having a filing date before that of the application on which priority is
claimed, by specifying the application number, country, day, month, and year of its filing. Note
MPEP 201.14.
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In view of the above, compliance with 37 CFR 1.63(c)(2) or 37 CFR 1.76(b)(6) must be satisfied
if applicant desires to claim priority to the foreign application noted in the petition. Any future
petition should include a cover letter and be entitled “Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1.55(c).”

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be delivered through one of the
following mediums:

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

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

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

By internet: EFS-Web
www.uspto.gov/ebc/efs_help.html
(for help using EFS-Web call the
Patent Electronic Business Center
at (866) 217-9197)

Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3208.

Karen Creasy &24?!——
Petitions Ex

aminer
Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT: Corrected Filing Receipt
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APPLICATION FILING or GRP ART
NUMBER 371(c) DATE UNIT FIL FEE REC'D ATTY.DOCKET.NO TOT CLAIMS]IND CLAIMS
11/482,038 07/07/2006 3773 1130 A8130.0500/P500 - 19 3
CONFIRMATION NO. 5466
24998 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

DICKSTEIN SHAPIRO LLP

655 EYE STRELT AW A

Washington, DC 20006-5403
Date Mailed: 05/27/2009

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)
Brian Thornes, Dublin, IRELAND,;
Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 24998 -

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant
This appln claims benefit of 60/697,125 07/07/2005
and is a CIP of 10/233,122 08/30/2002 PAT 7,235,091

Foreign Applications

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 07/31/2006

The country code and number of your priority application, to be used for filing abroad under the Paris Convention,
is US 11/482,038

Projected Publication Date: Not Applicable
Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No

page 1 of 3



Title

Method and apparatus for internal fixation of an acromioclavicular joint dislocation of the shoulder
Preliminary Class

606

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/iweb/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).
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COPY MAILED

DICKSTEIN SHAPIRO LLP
1825 EYE STREET NW AUG 0 3 2009
WASHINGTON, DC 20006-5403

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Brian Thornes :
Application No. 11/482,038 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: July 7, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.55(c)
Attorney Docket No. A8130.0500/P500 :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.55(c), filed June 17, 2009, to accept an unintentionally
delayed claim under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) for the benefit of priority to foreign Ireland Application No.
S2002/0504, filed June 20, 2002.

The petition is GRANTED.

This pending nonprovisional application was filed after November 29, 2000, and did not include a
reference to the foreign application, for which benefit is now sought, within the later of four months from
the actual filing date of the application or sixteen months from the filing date of the prior foreign
application. Since the claim for priority is submitted after the period specified in 37 CFR 1.55(a)(1)(i),
this is an appropriate petition under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.55(c).

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

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

2) the claim submitted with the petition must identify the prior foreign application
for which priority is claimed, as well as any foreign application for the same
subject matter and having a filing date before that of the application for which
priority is claimed, by the application number, country, and the filing date and be
included either in an oath or declaration (37 CFR 1.63(c)(2)) or in an Application
Data Sheet (37 CFR 1.76(b)(6);

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

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

(5) the above-identified nonprovisional application must be filed within 12 months of the
filing date of the foreign application.
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This application was filed on July 7, 2006, which is after November 29, 2000. Intermediate Application
No. 10/233,122 was filed within 12 months of June 20, 2002 (the filing date of the foreign application to
which benefit is now being claimed). On June 17, 2009, an executed oath/declaration was received which
identifies the foreign application for which priority is claimed by application number, country and filing
date. The required petition fee of $1,410.00 was received with the petition on April 29, 2009. Lastly,
petitioner has provided an adequate statement of unintentional delay.

All of the above requirements having been satisfied, the late claim for priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-
(d) is accepted as being unintentionally delayed.

The granting of the petition to accept the delayed benefit claim to the prior-filed

application under 37 CFR 1.55(c) should not be construed as meaning that this
application is entitled to_the benefit of the prior-filed application. In order for this
application to be entitled to the benefit of the prior-filed application, all other
requirements under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) and 37 CFR 1.55(a)(1) must be met. Similarly,
the fact that the corrected Filing Receipt accompanying this decision on petition includes
the prior-filed application should not be construed as meaning that applicant is entitled
to the claim for benefit of priority to the prior-filed application noted thereon.
Accordingly, the examiner will, in due course, consider this benefit claim and determine
whether this application is entitled to the benefit of the earlier filing date.

A corrected Filing Receipt, which includes the priority claim to the prior-filed foreign application,
accompanies this decision on petition.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3773 for examination in due course and for
consideration by the examiner of record of the foreign priority claim under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d).

Any inquiries directly pertaining to this matter may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3208.

/KOC/

Karen Creasy
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT: Corrected Filing Receipt
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STAAS & HALSEY LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
SUITE 700

1201 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W.
WASHINGTON, DC 20005

Applicant : Chang Hak Lim : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7596964 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/06/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/482,040 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/07/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 531 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
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STAAS & HALSEY LL P

SUITE 700
1201 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W,
WASHINGTON DC 20005 COPY MAILED
JAN 152010
In re Application of
Ha et al. ' :
Application No. 11/482,046 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: July 7, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 1594.1561

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b),
filed November 24, 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 non-final
Office action mailed April 15, 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 July 16, 2009. A Notice of
Abandonment was mailed November 18, 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 Amendment, (2) the petition fee of $1,620.00, and (3) an
adequate statement of unintentional delay.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
(571) 272-7751.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3744 for appropriate actlon
by the Examiner in the normal course of business on the reply received.

foem Oleg
Joan Olszewski

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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STAAS & HALSEY LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
SUITE 700

1201 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W.
WASHINGTON, DC 20005

Applicant : Joo Young Ha : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7621139 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 11/24/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/482,047 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/07/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 392 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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CROWELL & MORING LLP

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY GROUP ,

P.0. BOX 14300 MAILED

WASHINGTON, DC 20044-4300 JUN 162010
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Hidemitsu Naya, et al. :

Application No. 11/482,089 : ON PETITION

Filed: July 7, 2006
Attorney Docket No.: 100929.58023US

This is a decision in response to the Petition under 37 CFR 1.3 13(c) to Withdraw Application from
Issue, filed June 15, 2010. A Request for Continued Examination (RCE), an Amendment and an
Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) accompanied the present petition.

The petition is dismissed as moot.

It is noted that the petition states “Since Applicant has otherwise complied with all requirements of
Section 313, and have paid the issue fee herewith...” However, a review of Office records failed to
show that issue fee transmittal letter or payment of the issue fee was, in fact, submitted.

Since the RCE was filed within the period set for paying the issue fee, as required by the Notice of
Allowance and Issue Fee Due mailed March 17, 2010, prosecution is reopened in the present
application. Consequently, a petition under 37 CFR 1.313 is not necessary.

Telephone inquiries relating to this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3204.
This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2624 for processing of the RCE and for
appropriate action by the Examiner in the normal course of business on the concurrently filed
amendment and IDS in accordance with 37 CFR 1.114.

/SDB/
Sherry D. Brinkley

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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VENABLE LLP '
P.0. BOX 34385 COPY MAILED
WASHINGTON DC 20043-9998 -
~ SEP 17 2008
In re Application of
Kamel Shaath, et al. :
Application No. 11/482,115 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: July 7, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2).

Attorney Docket No. 38898-232589

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed September 11, 2008 and
supplemented on September 15, 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 August 25, 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 2187 for processing of the request

for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the 1nformat10n
disclosure statement filed September 15, 2008.

Pgtitions 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) 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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Date Mailed: September 12, 2007

William B. Ritchie

Law Office of William B. Ritchie
1411 Northern Heights Drive NE
Rochester MN 55906-4045

Applicant: Rumrill et al.

Appl. No.: 11/482,184

Filing Date: July 6, 2006

Title: CAULKING GUN
Attorney Docket No.: 8024-001A
Pub. No.: US 2007/0017935 Al
Pub. Date: January 25, 2007

This is a decision on the request for republication of patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(a), filed on August 13, 2007, for the above-identified application.

The request under 37 CFR 1.221(a) is DISMISSED.

37 CFR 1.221(a) requires “a copy of the application in compliance with the Office electronic
filing system requirements and be accompanied by the publication fee set forth in § 1.18(d) and
the processing fee set forth in § 1.17(i)”. If the request for republication does not comply with
the electronic filing system requirements, the republication will not take place and the
publication fee set forth in § 1.18(d) will be refunded. The processing fee will be retained.

The applicant did not supply a copy of the application in compliance with the Office electronic
filing system, as required by 37 CFR 1.221(a) because the Applicant submitted the papers as
follow-on “Document”, which are entered into the application file and not as a “Pre-Grant
Publication” submission. The request for republication does not comply with the electronic
filing system requirements, thus republication will not take place.

Any request for republication under 37 CFR 1.221(a), must be submitted via the EFS system, as
a Pre-Grant publication submission.

Any questions or requests for reconsideration of the decision, should be addressed as follows:



Page 2

By mailto:  Mail Stop PGPUB
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Va. 22313-1450

By facsimile: 571-273-8300

Telephone inquiries regarding this correspondence should be directed to The Office of Patent
Publication, Pre-Grant Publication Division, 703-605-4283.

fé:zié?KP%?ZEi%jfi;:zjf

Program & Management Analyst
Pre-Grant Publication Division
Office of Patent Publication

Ad justment date: 09/12/2007 KKINGL
08/14/2007 INTEFSH 00001485 191345 11482184
01 FC:13505 300.00 CR
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Date Mailed: November 5, 2007

William B. Ritchie

Law Office of William B. Ritchie
1411 Northern Heights Drive NE
Rochester MN 55906-4045

Applicant: Rumrill et al.

Appl. No.: 11/482,184

Filing Date: July 6, 2006.

Title: CAULKING GUN
Attorney Docket No.: 8024-001A
Pub. No.: US 2007/0017935 Al
Pub. Date: January 25, 2007

This is a decision on the second request for republication of patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(a), filed on October 16, 2007, for the above-identified application.

The request under 37 CFR 1.221(a) is DISMISSED.

37 CFR 1.221(a) requires “a copy of the application in compliance with the Office electronic
filing system requirements and be accompanied by the publication fee set forth in § 1.18(d) and
the processing fee set forth in § 1.17(i)”. If the request for republication does not comply with
the electronic filing system requirements, the republication will not take place and the
publication fee set forth in § 1.18(d) will be refunded. The processing fee will be retained.

The applicant did not supply a copy of the application in compliance with the Office electronic
filing system, as required by 37 CFR 1.221(a) because the Applicant submitted the papers as a
“Document for an existing application”, which are entered into the application file and not as a
“Pre-Grant Publication” submission. The request for republication does not comply with the
electronic filing system requirements, thus republication will not take place.

Any request for republication under 37 CFR 1.221(a), must be submitted via the EFS system, as
a Pre-Grant publication submission.

Any questions or requests for reconsideration of the decision, should be addressed as follows:
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By mail to:  Mail Stop PGPUB
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Va. 22313-1450

By facsimile: 571-273-8300

Telephone inquiries regarding this correspondence should be directed to The Office of Patent
ubllc tion, Pre-Grant Publicati ision, 703-605-4283.

TammyJ Koonjz A '

Program & Management Analyst
Pre-Grant Publication Division
Office of Patent Publication

Ad justment date: 11/05/2007 KKINGL
10717/2007 INTEFSY 00002151 191345 11462184
02 FC:1505 300.00 C
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LADAS & PARRY LLP
26 WEST 61ST STREET
NEW YORK NY 10023

COPY MAILED
DEC 0 8 2008
In re Application of
Jain et al.
Application No. 11/482185
Filing or 371(c) Date: 07/06/2006
Attorney Docket Number: :
U 016387-4 : ON PETITION

This is a decision on the “Petition and Request to Rescind Notice of Incomplete Reply and
Notice of Abandonment Under 37 CFR 1.53(f) or (g),” filed October 15, 2008. The petition is
properly treated as a petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181(a).

This Petition is granted.

The application was filed on July 6, 2006. On July 31, 2006, this Office mailed a Notice to File
Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application (“Notice”). The Notice stated that the statutory
basic filing fee was missing, and the oath/declaration was missing. The Notice required the
statutory basic filing fee and a surcharge for late filing of the oath/declaration and set a two (2)
month period for reply. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) were available.

Applicant filed a response to the Notice on October 6, 2006, including the filing, search, and
examination fees, the late filing oath or declaration surcharge, and a one (1) month extension of
time fee.. :

On September 17, 2008, this Office mailed a Notice of Incomplete Reply (Nonprovisional),
informing Applicant that the reply to the Notice filed October 6, 2006 did not include an
additional claim fees of $570.00 that were required in the Notice. The Notice of Incomplete
Reply (Nonprovisional) stated that the period for reply remained as set forth in the Notice.

The Office also mailed a Notice of Abandonment on September 17, 2008, stating as the reason
for abandonment Applicant’s insufficient reply to the Notice of July 6, 2006.

Applicant files the present petition and avers that Applicant complied fully with the Notice
mailed July 6, 2006.
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Analysis and conclusion

A review of the Notice confirms that the Notice required the statutory basic filing fee and a
surcharge for late filing of the oath/declaration, and provided for extensions of time under 37
CFR 1.136(a). The Notice did not require additional claim fees'.

In view of the foregoing, the petition is granted. The application is being referred to the Office of
Patent Application Processing for withdrawal of the holding of abandonment.

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

/Derek L. Woods/
Derek L. Woods
Attorney

Office of Petitions

' A review of the claims filed with the application on July 6, 2006 reveals that the total number of claims filed did
not exceed 20. '



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE ; 10/28/09
TO SPE OF :ART UNIT
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: }§48¢ Patent No.: 7563131

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

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

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

FOR PAPER FILES:

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

Certificates of Correction Branch (C of C)
Randolph Square 9D40-D
Palm Location 7580

O R B R R o B A D B R e ey
e E R TR e b G TR B e Ra ARy
3

Certificates of Correction Branch
703-756-1574

Thank You For Your Assistance

The request for issuing the above-identified correction(s) is hereby:

Note your decision on the appropriate box.

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

Al
:‘-.\ .

SPE "Art Unit

PTOL-306 (REV. 7/03) U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Patent and Trademark Office
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Commissioner for Patents
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KENNETH WATOYV, ESQ.
WATOV & KIPNES, P.C.

P.O. BOX 247

PRINCETON JUNCTON NJ 08550

COPY MAILED
DEC 2 8 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of
Robert B. Royds ;

Application No. 11/482,206 : ON PETITION
Filed: July 7, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 1301.1.006

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed October 22, 2009, 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 statement (PTO/SB/130 form) by the applicant’s attorney
that he is 65 years of age. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been
accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
571-272-7751. 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 1611 for action
on the merits commensurate with this decision. '

i Ot

an Olszewski
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Paper No.
Ying Wen Hsu
39 Calle Careyes
San Clemente CA 92673 CoPY MAILED
DEC 1 7 2007
OFFICE oF PETITIONS

In re Application of :

Ying Wen Hsu : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 11/482,208

Filed: July 7, 2006 H

Title: ENERGY EFFICIENT MICRO:

COMBUSTION SYSTEM FOR POWER

GENERATION AND FUEL PROCESSING:

This is in response to the communication with “Subject:
Explanation of Unavoidable Delay for Non-Provisional Patent
Application No. 11/482,208” filed on April 20, 2007. The
petition was recently forwarded to the undersigned for
consideration. '

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

Any renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a) must be submitted
within TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail date of this decision. The
reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled
“Renewed Petition under 37 CFR §1.137(a).” Extensions of time
under 37 CFR §1.136(a) are permitted.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.181 is DISMISSED.

Any renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.181 must be filed within a
nonextendable TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail date of this
decision. The reconsideration request should include a cover
letter entitled “Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1.181."
Extensions of time under 37 CFR §1.136(a) are not permitted.
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The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to
file a reply to the NOTICE TO FILE CORRECTED APPLICATION PAPERS
mailed August 2, 2006. This Notice set a two-month period for
reply, with extensions of time obtainable under § 1.136(a). No
reply considered timely filed and no extension of time
considered obtained, the application became abandoned effective
October 3, 2006. A courtesy Notice of Abandonment was mailed on
April 5, 2007.

Applicant acting in a pro se capacity timely filed this
petition. However, the petition did not include payment of the
fee required for consideration under 37 CFR 1.137(a). Payment
of the fee, which is currently $255 for a small entity and $510
for a large entity, is a statutory prerequisite to consideration
of the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a). Accordingly, no
consideration of the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a) will be
Pndertaken until the fee is submitted.

Nonetheless, there is an avenue for consideration of this
petition. Applicant asserts that the Office action was never
received. An applicant asserting that an Office action was
never received may petition under 37 CFR 1.181 for withdrawal of
the holding of abandonment. There is no fee for consideration
of a petition under 37 CFR 1.181. Accordingly, the instant
petition is being treated under 37 CFR 1.181 to withdraw the
holding of abandonment based on nonreceipt of the Office action.

However, a grantable petition under ‘37 CFR 1.181 requires a
showing that the Office action was not received. The showing
required to establish nonreceipt of an Office communication must
include a statement from the practitioner or applicant stating
that the Office communication was not received by the
practitioner or applicant and attesting to the fact that a
search of the file jacket and docket records indicates that the
Ooffice action 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 applicant’s statement. 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.
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A review of the record confirms that the Office action was
mailed to the correspondence address of record and was not
returned by the United States Postal Service. Thus, applicant
must meet the above showing to overcome the conclusion that the
Office action was properly mailed to the correspondence address
of record (and lost by applicant). It is further noted that
applicant does not explain how despite his claim of nonreceipt,
the instant petition includes a response to the Notice.

It is further recognized that applicant is acting in a pro se
capacity and thus, may not have a formal file jacket or docket
record. Nonetheless, applicant is not relieved of the
requirement to make a persuasive showing of nonreceipt.
Applicant must state that the Office communication was not
received and that he searched the place where he normally would
keep such communications and could not find it. Applicant must
explain his system for keeping track of patent matters - where
he keeps the correspondence; where he writes down due dates; and
how he knows replies are due, for example. Only if applicant
submits persuasive evidence of nonreceipt will the holding of
abandonment be withdraw.

If applicant does not believe he can make a satisfactory showing
of either nonreceipt or unavoidable delay pursuant to 37 CFR
1.137(a), he is not precluded from seeking revival based on
unintentional delay. The requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) are
less exacting than the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(a). The
petition fee for consideration of a petition under 37 CFR
1.137(b) is currently $770 for a small entity and $1,540 for a
large entity. For applicant’s convenience, a copy of the form
used to file a petition to revive based on unintentional delay
is enclosed (PTO/SB/64).

It is noted also that applicant may file a no fee request for
reconsideration of the petition under 37 CFR 1.181, submitting
therewith their showing of nonreceipt. If it is determined that
the showing is lacking then applicant will be given two months
to file a petition under 1.137. There is no standardized form
for filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.181.
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Further correspondence with respect to this decision 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) 272-3219.

jons Attorney
Petitions

Enclosure: Form PTO/SB/64
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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 unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

PETITION FOR REVIVAL OF AN APPLICATION FOR PATENT Docket Number (Optional)
ABANDONED UNINTENTIONALLY UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b)

First named inventor:

Application No.: Art Unit:
Filed: Examiner:
Title:

Attention: Office of Petitions
Mail Stop Petition
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. 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.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to file a timely and proper reply to a notice or
action by the United States Patent and Trademark Office. The date of abandonment is the day after the expiration
date of the period set for reply in the office notice or action plus an extensions of time actually obtained.

APPLICANT HEREBY PETITIONS FOR REVIVAL OF THIS APPLICATION

NOTE: A grantable petition requires the following items:
(1) Petition fee;
(2) Reply and/or issue fee;
(3) Terminal disclaimer with disclaimer fee - required for all utility and plant applications
filed before June 8, 1995; and for all design applications; and
(4) Statement that the entire delay was unintentional.

1.Petition fee
ﬂSmall entity-fee $ (37 CFR 1.17(m)). Applicant claims small entity status. See 37 CFR 1.27.
D Other than small entity — fee $ (37 CFR 1.17(m))

2. Reply and/or fee

A. The reply and/or fee to the above-noted Office action in
the form of (identify type of reply):

[] has been filed previously on
[] is enclosed herewith.

B. The issue fee and publication fee (if applicable) of $
[] has been paid previously on
[] is enclosed herewith.

[Page 1 0f 2]
This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.137(b). 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 1.0 hour to
complete, induding 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-PTO-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.

3. Terminal disclaimer with disclaimer fee

|___l Since this utility/plant épplication was filed on or after June 8, 1995, no terminal disclaimer is required.

A terminal disclaimer (and disclaimer fee (37 CFR 1 .20(d)) of $ for a small entity or $
for other than a small entity) disclaiming the required period of time is enclosed herewith (see
PTO/SB/63).

4. STATEMENT: The entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the required reply until the

filing of a grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional. [NOTE: The United States Patent and

Trademark Office may require additional information if there is a question as to whether either the

abandonment or the delay in filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional (MPEP 711.03(c),

subsections (111)(C) and (D)).]

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 PTO-
2038 submitted for payment purposes are not retained in the application file and therefore are not publicly available.

Signature ’ Date
Typed or printed name Registration Number, if applicable
Address . Telephone Number
Address

Enclosures: [ ] Fee Payment

[ Reply
D Terminal Disclaimer Form

D Additional sheets containing statements establishing unintentional delay

D Other:

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING OR TRANSMISSION [37 CFR 1.8(a)]
| hereby certify that this correspondence is being:
D Deposited with the United States Postal Service on the date shown below with sufficient
postage as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for
Patents, P. O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.
|:| Transmitted by facsimile on the date shown below to the United States Patent and Trademark
Office at (571) 273-8300.

Date Signature

Typed or printed name of person signing certificate

{Page 2 of 2}




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 Intemational 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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COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

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

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Paper No.

Ying Wen Hsu

39 Calle Careyes COPY MAILED
San Clemente CA 92673 '
SEP 1 5 2008

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :

Ying Wen Hsu : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 11/482,208

Filed: July 7, 2006 :

Title: ENERGY EFFICIENT MICRO:

COMBUSTION SYSTEM FOR POWER :

GENERATION AND FUEL PROCESSING:

This is in response to the PETITION FOR REVIVAL OF AN

APPLICATION FOR PATENT ABANDONED UNINTENTIONALLY UNDER 37 CFR
1.137(b) filed February 14, 2008. This petition was recently
forwarded to the undersigned for consideration. Applicant is
advised that it is critical that applicant identify any papers
filed in this application by the correct number “11/482,208.”"

The petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to
file a reply to the NOTICE TO FILE CORRECTED APPLICATION PAPERS
mailed August 2, 2006. This Notice set a two-month period for
reply, with extensions of time obtainable under § 1.136(a). No
reply considered timely filed and no extension of time
considered obtained, the application became abandoned effective
October 3, 2006. A courtesy Notice of Abandonment was mailed on
April 5, 2007.

By decision mailed December 17, 2007, the initial petition filed
April 20, 2007 was dismissed. It was determined that withdrawal
of the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181 was not
warranted. No consideration of the petition under 37 CFR
1.137(a) was undertaken as no petition fee was submitted.
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The petition includes the required reply, payment of the
petition fee set forth in 37 CFR § 1.17(m), and the required
statement of unintentional delay. No terminal disclaimer is
required.

It is noted that the previous petition did include the petition
fee; however, given that applicants identified the wrong
application number, the fee was not associated with this
application. Given that no consideration was given to that
petition, applicants’ request for refund of the fee is granted.
The fee will be refunded under separate cover by the Office of
Finance.

The Office of Patent Application Processing has been advised of
this decision. The application is being forwarded to the Office
of Patent Application Processing for completion of pre-
examination processing.

Telephone inquiries related to this decision may be directed to
e undersigned at (571) 272-3219.




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

ZAGORIN O'BRIEN GRAHAM LLP

(1001)
7600B NORTH CAPITAL OF TEXAS ‘
HIGHWAY MAlLED
SUITE 350 ‘ 2010
AUSTIN TX 78731-1191 ‘ MAR 22

: OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Patent No. 7,617,404 ‘ : DECISION ON RENEWED
Mackey, et al. : REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION
Application No. 11/482,211 : of PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT
Issue Date: November 10, 2009 :and
Filed: July 7, 2006 : NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE

Attorney Docket No. 1001-0296 : CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.705(d), filed January 11, 2010, requesting that
the patent term adjustment indicated on the above-identified patent be corrected to indicate that
the term of the above-identified patent is extended or adjusted by six hundred nine (609) days.

The petition to correct the patent term adjustment indicated on the above-identified patent to
indicate that the term of the above-identified patent is extended or adjusted by six hundred nine
(609) days is GRANTED to the extent indicated herein.

The amount of days over 36 months from the filing date of the application until the issue date of
the patent was not included in the “B” delay period. The over three year period began on July 8,
2009 and ended on November 10, 2009 (the patent issue date), and is 126 days. See 35 U.S.C.
154(b)(1)(B)(i). As such, the “B” delay period is 126 days. In addition, the Office was accorded
Office delay under 37 CFR 1.702(a)(1) of 508 days. As a result, total Office delay was 634 days.
Two instances of applicant delay occurred. Applicants were accorded twenty-five (25) days of
applicant delay pursuant to 37 CFR 1.704(b), and 15 days pursuant to 37 CFR 1.704(c)(10) for
filing an Amendment after the Notice of Allowance (this 15 days of delay was left out of
patentees’ calculation of the patent term adjustment).

In view of the above, the patent term adjustment is 594 days, not 609 days.
The Office will sua sponte issue a certificate of correction. Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.322, the Office

will not issue a certificate of correction without first providing assignee or patentee an
opportunity to be heard. Accordingly, patentees are given one (1) month or thirty (30) days,
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whichever is longer, from the mail date of this decision to respond. No extensnons of time will
be granted under § 1.136.

The Office acknowledges submission of the $200.00 fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(e). No
additional fees are required.

The application is being forwarded to the Certificate of Corrections Branch for issuance of a
certificate of correction. The Office will issue a certificate of correction indicating that the term
of the above-identified patent is extended or adjusted by five hundred ninety-four (594) days.

Telephone inquiries specific to this matter should be directed to Petitions Attorney Cliff Congo,
at (571) 272-3207.

/ALESIA BROWN/

Alesia Brown

Senior Petitions Attorney

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

Enclosure: Copy of DRAFT Certificate of Correction



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
DRAFT CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION
PATENT . 7,617,404 B2
DATED :  November 10, 2009
INVENTOR(S) : Mackey, et al.

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

On the cover page,

[*] Notice: Subject to any disclaimer, the term of this patent is extended or adjusted
under 35 USC 154(b) by 468 days.

Delete the phrase “by 468 days” and insert — by 594 days--




SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE : Dec, 31,2008
TO SPE OF :ART UNIT 3679 .
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.:/11/482223/7232373

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

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

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

FOR PAPER FILES:

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

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

Magdalene Talley

Certificates of Correction Branch
703-308-9390 ext. 116

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

*E3X Approved All changes apply.
Q Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
O Denied * State the reasons for denial below.

Comments: The changes are approved. However, for clarification purposes, the correction to
claim 2 is supposed to be at line 2 (note that the line location was not identified in the supplied

form PTO/SB/44 though it is in the request for Certificate of Correction letter).

/Daniel P. Stodola/ , 3679

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

Townsend and Townsend and Crew, LLP
Two Embarcadero Center

Eighth Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111-3834 MAILED

MAY 07 2009
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Robert S. Kieval, et al. :
Application No. 11/482,225 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 7, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 021433-000418US : 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 12, 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. 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 James M. Heslin 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.

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 an outstanding Office action mailed January 15, 2009 that requires a reply from the
applicant.

P.O. Box 1450 .
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Williams at 571-272-
2991.

-
~

Wl amd)

Terri Williams
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Robert S. Kieval
850 Foxberry Circle
Medina, MN 55340

cc: PATTERSON, THUENTE, SKAAR & CHRISTENSEN, P.A.
4800 IDS Center
80 South 8" Street
Minneapolis, MN 55402-2100



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFIGE

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 | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | ATTY. DOCKET NO./TITLE |

11/482,225 07/07/2006 Robert S. Kieval 021433-000418US
CONFIRMATION NO. 5769
20350

POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE
TOWNSEND AND TOWNSEND AND CREW, LLP

O EBHRCAGERO CENTER A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-3834

Date Mailed: 05/06/2009

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 02/12/2009.

» 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.

/tswilliams/

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

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

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. |  CONFIRMATION NO. |
11/482,233 06/30/2006 Tomislav Dobric DOBRIC 6579
20151 7590 03/01/2010
EXAMINER
HENRY M FEIEREISEN, LL.C | |
HENRY M FEIEREISEN LI, QIAN JANICE
708 THIRD AVENUE ART UNIT PAPER NUMBER
SUITE 1501 | | |
NEW YORK, NY 10017 1633
| NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
03/01/2010 ELECTRONIC

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.
Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the

following e-mail address(es):
INFO@FEIEREISENLLC.COM

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:20100216
DATE : March 4, 2010
TO SPE OF : ART UNIT 1633
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction on Patent No.: 7635468

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

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

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

Thank You For Your Assistance Certificates of Correction Branch

The request for issuing the above-identified correction(s) is hereby:

Note your decision on the appropriate box.

X Approved All changes apply.
[] Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
[ ] Denied State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:
SPE: /Joseph Woitach/ Art Unit 1633

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




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

SEMICONDUCTOR COMPONENTS INDUSTRIES, LLC Mail Date: 04/20/2010
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DEPT. - A700

5005 E. MCDOWELL ROAD, P.O.BOX 62890

PHOENIX, AZ 85082

Applicant : Sudhama C. Shastri : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7579670 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 08/25/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/482,238 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/03/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 467 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

Clements Bernard PLLC
1901 Roxborough Road COPY MAILED
Suite 300 .
Charlotte, NC 28211 JUN 0 3 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Young Ki Yu, et al. :
Application No. 11/482,245 _ :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 7, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 4460 : FROM RECORD

This 1s a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed October 22, 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.FR. §1.136(a).

The request was signed by Lawrence A. Baratta, Jr. 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.

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 or the assignee of the entire interest at the
fourth copied address below until otherwise properly notified by the applicant.

Note: The first, second and third named inventors addresses were not legible on the
oath/declaration on file.
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Williams at 571-272-
2991.

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Greg Roberts
125 Cadbury Court
Alpharetta, GA 30022

cc: Playmotion, Inc.
100 North Point Center East
Suite 305
Alpharetta, GA 30022

]



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: ggl\g‘\)ﬂSSIONER FOR PATENTS

x

0. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov
| APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE FIRST NAMED APPLICANT ] ATTY.DOCKET NO/TITLE |
11/482,245 07/07/2006 Young Ki Yu 4460
) CONFIRMATION NO. 5084
22474 POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

Clements Bernard PLLC

1607 Roxborn Rosd R

Suite 300
Charlotte, NC 28211

Date Mailed: 06/02/2009

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 10/22/2008.

* 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.

/tswilliams/

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

page 1 of 1



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

Patterson, Thuente, Skaar & Christensen, P.A.

4800 IDE s(g'glslter 5
80 Sout treet
Minneapolis, MN 55402-2100 MAILE
JUN 22 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Raymond R. Price, et al. :
Application No. 11/482,249 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 7, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 2836.26US03 : 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 May 13, 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. 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 Bradley J. Thorson 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 Raymond R. Price at the
address indicated below.

The applicafion became abandoned for failure to timely respond to the Office action mailed
November 13, 2008. ’
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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: Raymond R. Price
1215 Tenth Street Southwest
Rochester, MN 55902
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

il(:. Box 1450

m&f,\fn@ﬁa 22313-1450
WWW.uspto.gov
[ APPLICATION NUMBER ] FILING OR 371(C) DATE I FIRST NAMED APPLICANT l ATTY. DOCKET NO./TITLE I
11/482,249 07/07/2006 Raymond R. Price 2836.26US03
CONFIRMATION NO. 5026
Patterson, Thuente, Skaar & Christensen, P.A. POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

4800 IDS Center

20 Sout ot Syt AN

Minneapolis, MN 55402-2100
Date Mailed: 06/22/2009

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 05/13/2009.

* 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.

/tswilliams/

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

page 1 of 1



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

CopP

PATENT LAW & VENTURE GROUP Y MA"'ED
2424 S.E. BRISTOL, SUITE 300 _ o -
NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92660 | S SEP 2 ¢ 2007

OFFICE oF PETITIONS

In re Application of | \
Robert H. Reinicke . : .

- Application No." 11/482,252 : ON PETITION

Filed: July 7, 2006
Attorney Docket No. Reinic.R-02

Thisis a dec1510n on the petition under 37 CFR 1. 137(b), filed May 29, 2007, to revive the
above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

. The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the
Notice to File Corrected Application Papers (Notice) mailed August 2, 2006. The Notice set a
period for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. No extension of time under
the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the above-identified application

became abandoned on October 3, 2006.

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

This ma yin referred to the Initial Patent Examination Unit.
2 A % ) % o

in Dingle
Petitions Examiner
_ Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

$€)V\8’NSE§DRACNI}) E%VNSEN% l./{\ND CREW, LLP

EMBARCA CENT .
EIGHTH FLOOR COPY MAILED
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-3834

MAR 1 6 2009
In re Application of OFFCE OF PETITION
KIEVAL, Robert S. et al. :
Application No. 11/482,264 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 07,2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 021433-000153US : 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 12, 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 James Heslin on behalf of all attorneys of record who are associated
with customer No. 20350. All attorneys/agents associated with the Customer Number 20350 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 December 24, 2008 that requires a reply from the
applicant.



Application No. 11/482,264 Page 2

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

Tredelle D. Jackson
Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: ROBERT S. KIEVAL
850 FOXBERRY CIRCLE
MEDINA MN 55340

cc: PATTERSON, THUENTE, SKAAR & CHRISTENSEN, P.A.
4800 IDS CENTER
80 SOUTH 8TH STREET
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402-2100



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

ZAGORIN O'BRIEN GRAHAM LLP (1001) Mail Date: 04/21/2010
7600B NORTH CAPITAL OF TEXAS HIGHWAY
SUITE 350

AUSTIN, TIX 78731-1191

Applicant : Paul A. Mackey : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7607031 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/20/20009 : TERM ADJUSIMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/482,269 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/07/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 562 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

ZAGORIN O'BRIEN GRAHAM LLP (1001) Mail Date: 05/18/2010
7600B NORTH CAPITAL OF TEXAS HIGHWAY
SUITE 350

AUSTIN, TIX 78731-1191

Applicant : Paul A. Mackey : NOTICE CONCERNING IMPROPER
Patent Number : 7607031 : CALCULATION OF PATENT TERM
i;;‘ficiiiﬁn o ﬁﬁg é Zggg : ADJUSTMENT BASED UPON USPTO
D L 0700775006 : 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 602 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 PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFIGE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: Sgﬂlﬁ?{}ONER FOR PATENTS

mﬁm 22313-1450
APPL NO. F 'LQQ)GD%E”‘ ARTUNIT | FIL FEE RECD ATTY.DOCKET NO DRAWINGS | TOT cLMs | IND cLMs
11/482,280 07/06/2006 3641 1100 57655/D588 5 22 2
CONFIRMATION NO. 5033
23363 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT
coBoX Toge | T o HALRELP U O 0

PASADENA, CA 91109-7068 "0C000000020179033"

Date Mailed: 08/24/2006

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)
John A. Kapeles, Casper, WY;

Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 23363.

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant
This appln claims benefit of 60/773,843 02/15/2006

Foreign Applications
Projected Publication Date: To Be Determined - pending completion of Security Review
Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No

Title
Non-lethal ammunition

Preliminary Class
102

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

This license is to be retained by the licensee and may be used at any time on or after the effective date thereof
unless 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.
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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).



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

CARLSON, GASKEY & OLDS/PRATT & WHITNEY Mail Date: 04/21/2010
400 WEST MAPLE ROAD
SUITE 350

BIRMINGHAM, MI 48009

Applicant : Hayden M. Reeve : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7601203 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/13/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/482,284 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 07/07/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 677 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

MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS, LLP (SF) COPY M AILED

2 PALO ALTO SQUARE - '

3000 EL CAMINO REAL, SUITE 700 0CT 30 2007
‘PALO ALTO, CA 94306

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

- In re Application of

Mark Reddington _ :

Application No. 11/482,288 ‘ : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: July 7, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.78(a)(6)

Attorney Docket No. 61873-5014-US

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR § 1.78(a)(6), filed August 14, 2006, to accept an
unintentionally delayed claim under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) for benefit of priority to prior-filed provisional
Application No. 60/712,301, as set forth in the concurrently filed Application Data Sheet (ADS). The
delay in responding is regretted.

The petition is DISMISSED AS MOOT.

The petition is accompanied by an Application Data Sheet, which includes a reference to the above-noted
prior-filed provisional application. It is noted that the reference to prior-filed provisional application

No. 60/712,301 was not included in the Application Data Sheet or in the first sentence of the specification
following the title, on filing, of the above application. However, within four months from the filing of the
above application, a reference was timely submitted in the Application Data Sheet filed on August 14,
2006.

The Office noted the timely claim for priority to the prior-filed provisional application as shown by its
inclusion on the filing receipt mailed on October 12, 2006. Accordingly, the petition is unnecessary and
the $130 fee submitted with the present petition will be refunded to petitioner’s deposit account.

This application is currently before Technology Center AU 1637, for examination in due course.

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

c icks
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

KNOBBE MARTENS OLSON & BEAR LLP
2040 MAIN STREET COPY MAILED
FOURTEENTH FLOOR SEP 1 8 2006
IRVINE CA 92614

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
Robert Brian Dopp, esq. : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 11/482,290 : TO MAKE SPECIAL
Attorney Docket No. QSINC.008CP1 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c) (2)(ii), filed July 07, 2006, to make the
above-identified application special.

The petition requests that the above-identified application be made special under the accelerated
examination procedure set forth in M.P.E.P. 708.02, Section VI: Energy.

The petition is DISMISSED

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)(i1), MPEP 708.02,
Section VI: Energy, must be accompanied by a statement by the applicant, assignee or
attorney/agent registered to practice before the Office explaining how the invention materially
contributes to: (A) the discovery or development of energy resources, or (B) the more efficient
utilization and conservation of energy resources. Examples of inventions in category (A) would
be developments in fossil fuels (natural gas, coal, and petroleum), hydrogen fuel technologies,
nuclear energy, solar energy, etc. Category (B) would include inventions relating to the reduction
of energy consumption in combustion systems, industrial equipment, household appliances, etc.
No fee is required.

The instant petition does not meet the requirements for special status in that there is no showing
that the claimed invention materially contributes to the discovery or development of energy
sources or the more efficient utilization and conservation of energy resources, as required under
category (A) or category (B). Petitioner indicates that the improved electrochemical catalyst of
the present invention is useful, for example, in electrochemical applications, including fuel cells,
however the Petitioner has not shown how such catalyst contributes to development of fossil
fuels, hydrogen fuel technologies, nuclear energy, solar energy, etc. or reduces the energy
consumption in combustion systems, industrial equipment, household appliances, etc.
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Mikhail Kornakov at (571)
272-1303 or in his absence, the undersigned at (571) 272-7099.

The application file is being referred to Technology Center AU 1745 for action in its regular

Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

PFIZER INC.

PATENT DEPARTMENT MAILED
Bld 114 M/S 114

EASTERN POINT ROAD JUN 09 2008
GROTON CT 06340 OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of

Jean-Louis Dasseux, et al. :

Application No. 11/482,292 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: June 23, 2006
Attorney Docket No. PC20701D-C4

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
April 8, 2009, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application became abandoned for failure to timely pay the issue and publication fees on or
before March 9, 2009, as required by the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due, mailed December
9, 2009. Accordingly, the date of abandonment of this application is March 10, 2009. The
Notice of Abandonment was mailed April 7, 2009.

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 fee of $1,510 and the publication fee of $300, (2) the
petition fee of $1,620; and (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay.

It is not apparent whether the person signing the statement of unintentional delay was in a
position to have firsthand or direct knowledge of the facts and circumstances of the delay at
issue. Nevertheless, such statement is being treated as having been made as the result of a
reasonable inquiry into the facts and circumstances of such delay. See 37 CFR 10.18(b) and
Changes to Patent Practice and Procedure; Final Rule Notice, 62 Fed. Reg. 53131, 53178
(October 10, 1997), 1203 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 63, 103 (October 21, 1997). In the event that
such an inquiry has not been made, petitioner must make such an inquiry. If such inquiry results
in the discovery that it is not correct that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due
date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was
unintentional, petitioner must notify the Office.
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There is no indication that the person signing the petition was ever given a power of attorney or
authorization of agent to prosecute the application. If the person signing the petition desires to
receive future correspondence regarding this application, the appropriate power of attorney or
authorization of agent must be submitted. While a courtesy copy of this decision is being mailed
to the person signing the petition, all future correspondence will be directed to the address
currently of record until appropriate instructions are received.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Williams at (571) 272- |
2991.

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

"y
Chris Bottorff

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: JENNIFER A. KISPERT
PFIZER, INC.
EASTERN POINT ROAD
MS 9114
GROTON, CT 06340
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Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER DAHLGREN DIVISION

OFFICE OF COUNSEL, CODE XDC1 COPY MAILED
17632 DAHLGREN ROAD, SUITE 121 |

DAHLGREN VA 22448-5110 AUG 0 9 2007

In re Application of : _ : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
MARPLE, et al :

Application No. 11/482,295 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: June 26, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. NAVY CASE 98010 : 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 2, 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 Scott R. Boalick. Scott!R. Boalick has been withdrawn as
attorney or agent of record; all other attorneys remain of record. The
correspondence address of record remains unchanged.

Telephone inquiries concerning this décision should be directed to the undersigned at
(571) 272-7253.

nfCa A. Graves
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

OFFICE OF COUNSEL, 004

NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER
CARDEROCK DIVISION

9500 MACARTHUR BOULEVARD
WEST BETHESDA, MD 20817-5700

In re Application of

Joseph A. Clark et al.

Application No. 11/482,296
Filed: July 5, 2006 \
Attorney Docket No. 84,346

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

‘www.uspio.gov

COPY MAILED
SEP 1 9 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 2, 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 Scott R. Boalick, former attorney with Naval Surface Warfare Center.

Scott R. Boalick has been withdrawn as attorney or agent of record; all other attorneys remain of record.

The correspondence address of record remains unchanged.

There are no outstanding office actions at this time.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Kimberly Inabinet at 571-272-4618.

imberly Inabi eW

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

~
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Commissioner for Patents
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www.uspto.gov

AN 29 201

OFFICE OF PATENT COUNSEL, CODE 004

NAVAL SURFACE WARFARE CENTER, CARDEROCK DIVISION
9500 MACARTHUR BLVD., BLDG M

WEST BETHESDA MD 20817-5700

- In re Application of
Joseph Clark, et al. ON PETITION TO
‘ WITHDRAW ACTION
UNDER 37CFR 1.181

Appl. No. 11/482,296
Filed: July 5, 2006 _
For: METHOD FOR DESIGNING A RESONANT ACOUSTIC PROJECTOR

This is a decision on Appllcant's Petition under 37 CFR 1.181 filed on JuIy 15, 2008 to
withdraw the office action mailed March 24, 2008.

The Petition is DISMISSED as MO_OT.

On March 24, 2008 a non-final action was mailed to applicant. The applicant
responded on July 15, 2008 by requesting withdrawal of the action because the
rejections were improperly formulated and restart of the period for response. On July '
24,2008, however, applicant responded to the Office action with amendments to the
claims and arguments for patentability of the claims. On September 2, 2008 a Notice
of Non-responsive amendment was mailed, indicating that applicant had not .
responded to all of the rejections and clarified the rejections. Applicant responded on
November 3, 2008 with a complete response to the Office action mailed March 24,
2008.

In view of the fact that applicant has filed a complete response to the March 24, 2008
Office action and has amended the claims upon which the complamt of the petition
was based, the petition is moot.

SUMMARY: The Petition is DISMISSED as MOOT.



Any questions regarding this decision should be directed to Thomas H. Tarcza at
571-272-6979.

Dothonen Wetsch >

Katherine A. Mateckl
Director, Technology Center 3600
571-272-5250

THT/snm: 1/23/09

4



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

TOWNSEND AND TOWNSEND AND CREW, LLP
TWO EMBARCADERO CENTER '
EIGHTH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111-3834

In re Application of

Robert S. Kieval et al.

Application No. 11/482,357

Filed: July 7, 2006

Attorney Docket No. 021433-000414US

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspfo.gov

COPY MAILED
JUN 0 2 2009
OFFICE OF PeT ITIONS

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 February 12, 2009.

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 request cannot be approved because the Office 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.

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 JoAnne Burke at

571-272-4584.

Rai‘esh Krishnamurthy

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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QFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Robert S. Kieval et al. :
Application No. 11/482,358 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 7, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 021433-000419US : 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 12, 2009.

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 request cannot be approved because the Office 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.

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 JoAnne Burke at
571-272-4584.

W K
Ramesh Krishnamurthy

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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In re application of : DECISION ON PETITION
Randall Mueller et al. : TO MAKE SPECIAL

Application No. 11/482,360 :  (ACCELERATED

Filed: July 07, 2006 ‘ : EXAMINATION)

For: 'ELECTRONIC IMAGE CASH LETTER MONITORING

This is in response to the petition filed on August 08 2006 to make the above-identified
application special on the basis of special examining procedure for certain new appllcat|ons -
accelerated examination as set forth in MPEP § 708.02 VIII.

The requirements for granting special status under this section are: (A) a petition to make
special accompanied by the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(i); (B) all claims being directed to a
single invention, or an election without traverse if the Office determines that all the claims are not
directed to a single invention; (C) a statement that a pre-examination search was made listing
the field of search; (D) one copy of each of the references deemed most closely related to the
subject matter encompassed by the claims if said references are not already of record; and (E) a
detailed discussion of how the claimed subject matter is patentable over the references in '
accordance with 37 CFR 1.111 (b) and (c).

Since all of the requirements for special status under MPEP § 708 02 Vil have been met, the
petition is GRANTED.

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



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

SUMMARY: Petition to Make Special GRANTED.

SN\ __

Steven N. Meyabs.

Special Programs Examiner
Technology Center 3600
(571) 272-6611

SNM/slb: 07/12/07
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Application No. 11/482,373
Filed: July 6, 2006

Attorney Docket No. PA3744US

‘Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
AUG 2 5 2008

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.FR.

§ 1.36(b), filed April 28, 2008.

The request is NOT APPROVED because it is moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Carr & Ferrell LLP has been
revoked by the assignee of the patent application on May 28, 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 Terri Williams at 571-272-

2991. '

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Peters Verny, L.L.P.
425 Sherman Avenue
Suite 230
Palo Alto, CA 94306



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

JOHN S. PRATT, ESQ

KILPATRICK STOCKTON, LLP

1100 PEACHTREE STREET COPY MAILED
ATLANTA GA 30309

JUN 16 2008
In re Application of
Sydney D. Daniel et al. :
Application No. 11/482,378 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 7, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3)
Attorney Docket No. IRC293CON6 :
(14060/332695)

This is a decision on the petition filed April 14 2008, under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) to accept
an unintentionally delayed claim under 35 U.S.C. § 120 for the benefit of a prior-filed
non-provisional application nos. 10/383,036 filed March 6, 2003 and 09/783,354 filed
February 14, 2001.

The petition is DISMISSED.

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

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

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

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

The petition does not satisfy item (1) above.

The reference to add the prior-filed application on page one following the first sentence
of the specification is not acceptable as drafted since it improperly incorporates by
reference the prior-filed application. An incorporation by reference statement added
after an application’s filing date is not effective because no new matter can be added to



Application No. 11/482,378 Page 2

an application after its filing date (see 35 U.S.C. § 132(a)). If an incorporation by
reference statement is included in an amendment to the specification to add a benefit
claim under 35 U.S.C. § 120 after the filing date of the application, the amendment
would not be proper. When a benefit claim under 35 U.S.C. § 120 is submitted after
the filing of an application, the reference to the prior application cannot include an
incorporation by reference statement of the prior application. See Dart Industries v.
Banner, 636 F.2d 684, 207 USPQ 273 (C.A.D.C. 1980). Note MPEP §§ 201.06(c) and
608.04(b).

The specification provided on filing did not incorporate by reference non-provisional
application nos. 10/383,036 and 09/783,354 as does the amendment filed with the
petition.

Before the petition under 37 CFR § 1.78(a)(3) can be granted, a renewed petition and
either a Supplemental Application Data Sheet (signed in compliance with 37 CFR
1.33(b) and in compliance with 37 CFR 1.76) or a substitute amendment (complying
with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.121) to correct the above matters are required.

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

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

By hand: Customer Service Window
Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
40l Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

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

Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to Senior Petitions Attorney
Patricia Faison-Ball at (571) 272-3212.

Anthon Knigh
Supervisor
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of
Sydney D. Daniel et al. :
Application No. 11/482,378 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: July 7, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3)
Attorney Docket No. IRC293CON6 :
(14060/332695)

This is a decision on the renewed petition filed July 24, 2008, under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3)
to accept an unintentionally delayed claim under 35 U.S.C. § 120 for the benefit of a
prior-filed non-provisional application nos. 10/383,036 filed March 6, 2003 and
09/783,354 filed February 14, 2001.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

by:

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

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

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

A petition filed April 14, 2008 was dismissed in a decision mailed June 16, 2008
because the concurrently filed amendment was not acceptable as drafted since it
improperly incorporated by reference the prior-filed applications. An incorporation by
reference statement added after an application’s filing date is not effective because no
new matter can be added to an application after its filing date (see 35 U.S.C. § 132(a)).
If an incorporation by reference statement is included in an amendment to the
specification to add a benefit claim under 35 U.S.C. § 120 after the filing date of the
application, the amendment would not be proper. When a benefit claim under 35
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U.S.C. § 120 is submitted after the filing of an application, the reference to the prior
application cannot include an incorporation by reference statement of the prior
application. See Dart Industries v. Banner, 636 F.2d 684, 207 USPQ 273 (C.A.D.C.
1980). Note MPEP §§ 201.06(c) and 608.04(b).

Comes now petitioner with the instant renewed petition and amended specification.

All the above requirements having been satisfied, the late claim for priority under 35
U.S.C. § 120 is accepted as being unintentionally delayed.

The granting of the petition to accept the delayed benefit claim to the prior-filed
applications under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) should not be construed as meaning that
this_application is entitled to the benefit of the prior-filed applications. In order
for this application to be entitled to the benefit of the prior-filed applications, all
other requirements under 35 U.S.C. § 120 and 37 CFR 1.78(a)(1) and (a)(2) must be
met. Similarly, the fact that the corrected Filing Receipt accompanying this
decision on petition includes the prior-filed applications should not be construed
as meaning that applicant is entitled to the claim for benefit of priority to the
prior-filed applications noted thereon. Accordingly, the examiner will, in due
course, consider this benefit claim and determine whether the application is
entitled to the benefit of the earlier filing date.

A corrected Filing Receipt, which includes the priority'claim to the prior-filed
nonprovisional applications, accompanies this decision on petition.

Any inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to Senior Petitions Attorney
Patricia Faison-Ball at (571) 272-3212. All other inquiries concerning either the
examination procedures or status of the application should be directed to the
Technology Center.

This matter is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 1794 for appropriate action
on the amendment filed July 24, 2008, including consideration by the examiner of
applicant’s entitlement to claim benefit of priority under 35 U.S.C. 120 to the prior-filed
applications.

Anthong Knight
Supervisor
Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT: Corrected Filing Receipt
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APPLICATION FILING or GRP ART
NUMBER 371(c) DATE UNIT FIL FEE REC'D ATTY.DOCKET.NO TOT CLAIMSIIND CLAIM—Sl
11/482,378 07/07/2006 1794 1000 IRC293CONG (14060/332695) 20 3
CONFIRMATION NO. 7008
23370 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

JOHN S. PRATT, ESQ
KILPATRICK STOCKTON, LLP

1100 PEACHTREE STREET

ATLANTA, GA 30309

L B

Date Mailed: 08/15/2008

Receipt is acknowledged of this non-provisional patent application. The application will be taken up for examination
in due course. Applicant will be notified as to the results of the examination. Any correspondence concerning the
application must include the following identification information: the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER, FILING DATE,
NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION. Fees transmitted by check or draft are subject to collection.
Please verify the accuracy of the data presented on this receipt. If an error is noted on this Filing Receipt, please
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)

Sydney D. Daniel, LaGrange, GA,;
David D. Oakey, LaGrange, GA,;
Power of Attorney: None

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant
This application is a CON of 10/383,036 03/06/2003 ABN
which is a CON of 09/783,354 02/14/2001 PAT 6,908,656

Foreign Applications

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 07/31/2006

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

is US 11/482,378

Projected Publication Date: Not Applicable

Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No

page 10of 3



Title

Orthogonally ambiguous carpet tile
Preliminary Class

428

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 internationatl
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 CFR 5.13 or 5.14.

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

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

NOT GRANTED

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

page 3of 3
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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)



- .The petition is GRANTED. . ____

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

wk
Mailed: JUN 10 2009
In re application of :
Daniel et al. . DECISION ON

Serial No. 11/482,378 : PETITION
Filed: 07/07/2006 :
For: Random Installation Carpet Tiles

This is a decision on a PETITION filed March 25, 2009, which has been accepted as a timely
petition under 1.59(b) and MPEP 724.02 and is before the Group Director of Technology Center
for consideration.

DECISION
Petitioner réquests that the information submitted (subject to a protective order) on March 25,

2009 be expunged after review and consideration by the Examiner. Each of the criteria' for
granting the request has been satisfied, see the MPEP 724.05.

Section 1.59 has been amended to eliminate references to returning documents that have been
expunged to recognize that, with electronic Official files, there will be nothing to return when a
paper is expunged.

The Office is capturing electronic images of all documents that form the Official file. Where the
image is generated from a physical source document, the originating document may be disposed
of once the electronic image accuracy is verified. The paper source document will eventually be
destroyed under a United States National Archives and Records Administration (NARA)
approved schedule. Therefore, if a document is to be expunged from the record, the only
operation that will be required will be removal of the image from the Official file.

Paragraph (a)(1) of §1.59 has been amended by deleting the phrase ‘‘and returned ** from the
first sentence, and deleting the second sentence. Paragraph (b) of §1.59 has been amended by
deleting the phrase ‘‘and return ** from each of the first and second sentences. The Office will
continue to provide notice in the Official file that a paper has been expunged and the Office will
send a decision to the applicant notifying the applicant that the paper has been expunged.



The images will be removed from the Official file.

[Gregory L Mills/

Gregory L. Mills, Acting Director
Technology Center 1700

Chemical a