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In re Application of :

Knoll, et al. : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 11/521,125 :

Filed: September 14,. 2006

For: SYSTEM AND METHOD OF

DYNAMIC INSERTION OF DATA

The above-identified application has been forwarded to the
Office of Petitions for consideration of the petition to
withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181 filed
July 9, 2007.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.181 to withdraw the holding of
abandonment is hereby GRANTED.

This application was held abandoned December 4, 2006 for failure
to timely submit a proper reply to the Notice mailed October 3,
2006. The Notice set a two month statutory period of time for
reply. Notice of Abandonment was mailed June 6, 2006.

Petitioners allege a response to the Notice was timely filed.
Petitioners have included a copy of the reply purportedly timely
filed. The reply bears a certificate of mailing date of November
6; 2006 in accordance with 37 CFR 1.8 and is thus deemed to have
been timely submitted.

The required surcharge due in connection with the submission of
the declaration has been charged to petitioners’ deposit account
as authorized.

‘The origiﬁal response filed November 6, 2006 has not been
located. However, in view of the evidence presented, the petition
to withdraw the holding of abandonment is hereby GRANTED.

The Notice of Abandonment is hereby VACATED and the holding of
abandonment is WITHDRAWN.

The application file is being forwarded to Technology Center 2600 for
further processing.
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Telephone inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to the
undersigned at (571) 272-3205. ' '

lesia™M. Brown
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of :

Knoll, et al. : DECISION ON PETITION

Application No. 11/521,126
Filed: September 14, 2006
For: SYSTEM AND METHOD OF
SECURING OPTICAL MEDIA

This is a decision on the petition to withdraw the holding of
abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181, filed July 9, 2007.

This application was held abandoned for failure to timely submit
a proper reply to the Notice mailed October 3, 2006. Notice of
Abandonment was mailed June 6, 2007.

Petitioners assert that a response to the Notice was timely
submitted and have provided a copy of the reply purportedly
filed. The copy of the reply bears a certificate of mailing date
of November 6, 2006.

The original response was submitted November 6, 2006 has not
been located in the application file. The response bears a
certificate of mailing date of November 6, 2006 in accordance
with 37 CFR 1.8 and is thus deemed to have been timely
submitted.

In view of the evidence thereof, the petition to withdraw the
holding of abandonment is hereby GRANTED.

The Notice of Abandonment is hereby VACATED and the holding of
abandonment is WITHDRAWN.

The application file is being forwarded to the Office of Inltlal
Patent Examination for further processing.

www.uspto.gov
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Telephone inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to-
undersigned at (571) 272-3205.

esia M.’Brown .
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE' OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE : 04-22-09
TO SPE OF T ART UNIT 1644
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 1 1[521 1 22 Patent No.: 7501120

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

Angela Green

Certificates of Correction Branch

703-756-1541
Thank You For Your Assistance ' '
The request for issuing the abové-ldent_ified correction(s) is hereby:
Note your decision on the appropriate box.
% Approved ' All changes apply.

QO Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not-apply.

O Denied State the reasons for denial below.
Comments: : _ P

~—
LA, PHD
RAM R. SHUK T EXAMINER
L4Y
SPE Art Unit

PTOL-308 (REV. 7/03) ) . U.s. afent and Trademar

ce
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In re Application of

Morse, et al. :

Application No. 11/521,172 : ON PETITION
Filed: September 14, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 702 181

For: REMOTE IMAGING APPARATUS

HAVING AN ADAPTIVE LENS

This is a decision on the correspondence filed December 6, 2006, requesting, in effect, partial
withdrawal of the Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application (Notice), mailed
October 6, 2006, insofar as is it alleges Figures 36A-36E were omitted. The petition will be treated
under 37 CFR 1.53(e).

The petition under 37 CFR 1.53(¢) is dismissed.

The application was filed on September 14, 2006. However, on October 6, 2006, the Office of Initial
Patent Examination mailed a Notice stating that the application had been accorded a filing date of
September 14, 2006, and advising applicants that Figures 36A-36E described in the specification
appeared to have been omitted.

In response, the present petition was timely filed.

The petition does not allege and is not accompanied by any evidence that any sheets of drawings
containing the labels “FIG. 36A”, “FIG. 36B”, “FIG. 36C”, “FIG. 36D”, and “FIG. 36E” were .

- present in the Office on September 14, 2006. While the Brief Description of the Drawings lists
Figures 36A through 36E, the pertinent drawing figures in the application file are labeled “FIG. 36”.
It is apparent that petitioners referred to the drawings in an inconsistent manner in the Brief
Description of the Drawings and in the drawing figures.

Therefore, the “Notice” mailed October 6, 2006, was correct in advising applicants that Figures 36A-
36E appeared_to have been omitted. The “Notice” was properly mailed and will not be withdrawn.
The petition fee is required, since the petition was not necessary to correct any PTO error.
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A preliminary amendment adding the label FIG. 36A — 36E to the mislabeled drawing figures
should be filed prior to first action on the merits.

The application is being returned to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for further processing
with the presently accorded filing date of September 14, 2006. Figures 36A —36E submitted with the
instant petition will not be processed at this time.

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

i Hfillss Boy

Shirene Willis Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Applicant: Vaartstra et al. - : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Appl. No.: 11/521,186

Filing Date: September 14, 2006

Title: SYSTEMS AND METHODS FOR FORMING STRONTIUM-AND/OR BARIUM-
CONTAINING LAYERS

‘Attorney Docket No.: 150.01300120

Pub. No.: US 2007/0006798-A1

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 28, 2007, for the above-identified application.

Applicant requests that the apphcatlon be republished because typographical errors appear in
“claims 14, 36 and 40 of the patent application publication.

The request is granted.

The corrected patent application publication will be published in due course, unless the patent
issues before the application is republished.

Inquiries relating to this matter may be directed to Mark Polutta at (571) 272-77009.

ot o P —

Mark Polutta

Senior Legal Advisor

Office of Patent Legal Administration
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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In re Application of:
KAUL, Bansi, Lal oo :
U.S. Application No.: 11/521,194 : DECISION ON PETITION

Receipt Date: September 13, 2006 : FOR REVIVAL UNDER
Attorney’s Docket No.: 104789-004 : 37 CFR 1.137(b)
For: PROCESS FOR PREPARATION OF ORGANIC

MATERIALS

~ This decision is issued in response to applicant’s Petition for Revival under 37 CFR
1.137(b), filed September 13, 2006. Applicant has paid the small entity petition fee.

BACKGROUND

On Februéry 20, 2004, applicant filed international application PCT/IB2004/000530.
The application did not claim an earlier priority date, and it designated the United States. The
deadline for filing the basic national fee was thirty months from the priority date, i.e., August 20,
2006.

Applicant did not file the basic national fee prior to the expiration of the thirty month
deadline. Accordingly, international application PCT/IB2004/000530 became abandoned with
respect to the United States as of midnight on August 20, 2006.

On September 13, 2006, applicant filed the present application, accompanied by, among
other materials, the petition for revival of international application PCT/IB2004/000530
considered herein. The transmittal letter filed by applicant on September 13, 2006 identifies
the present application as a continuation-in-part of PCT/IB2004/000530.

DISCUSSION

37 CFR 1.137(b) permits the filing of a petition to revive an abandoned application
where the abandonment resulted from an unintentional delay. A grantable petition under this
section must include: (1) the required reply, unless previously filed; (2) the petition fee required
by law; (3) a statement that the "entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the
reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to this paragraph was unintentional;" and (4)
any terminal disclaimer and fee required pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(c). Applicant here has failed
* to satisfy item (1).

2 5 OCT 2006 . Alexandna,ng?jgiggog

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

5
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Pursuant to MPEP § 711.03(c), the filing of a continuation application under 35 U.S.C.
111(a) is considered an.appropriate “required reply” under 37 CFR 1.137(b). However, the
references to the international application contained in the specification and Application Data
Sheet (ADS) filed herein are not in the form required by 37 CFR 1.78(a)(2)(i).! Accordingly, the
presént application is not a proper continuation of the international application, and the filing of
this application cannot be treated as the “required reply” necessary to revive the international
application. '

CONCLUSION

Applicants’ petition for revival of international application under 37 CFR 1.137(b) is
DISMISSED without prejudice.

If reconsideration on the merits of this petition is desired, a proper response must be filed
within TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail date of this decision. Any reconsideration request
should be entitled "Renewed Petition Under 37 CFR 1.137(b)" and include the materials required
to make the present application a proper continuation of PCT/IB2004/000530 (i.e., an
amendment to the specification adding an acceptable reference to the international application
and/or a revised ADS adding a proper continuity reference).

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a).

It is noted that, pursuant to 37 CFR 1.78(a)(2) and (3), the proper continuity reference
must be added prior to the expiration of four months from the filing date of the present
application, or else a petition for acceptance of an unintentionally delayed benefit claim is
required.

Any further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed to the Mail
Stop PCT, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450, with the
contents of the letter marked to the attention of the Office of PCT Legal Administration

Richard M. Ross
Attorney Advisor
Office of PCT Legal Administration

Telephone:  (571) 272-3296
Facsimile: (571) 273-0459

! Specifically, the reference in the specification does not identify the international
application by international filing date and international application number, as required, and the
reference in the ADS does not properly identify the relationship of the applications, as required.
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UNITED STATES PATENT-AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Norris, McLaughlin & Marcus P.A.
18th Floor

875 Third Avenue

New York NY 10022

In re Application of:
KAUL, Bansi, Lal :
U.S. Application No.: 11/521,194 : DECISION
Receipt Date: September 13, 2006 :
Attorney’s Docket No.: 104789-004 :
For:  PROCESS FOR PREPARATION OF ORGANIC
MATERIALS

This decision is issued in response to applicant’s “Renewed Petition for Revival under 37
CFR 1.137(b)” and “Petition to Accept a Delayed Claim for Priority” (treated herein under 37
CFR 1.78(a)(3)) filed 22 January 2007. Deposit Account no. 14-1263 will be charged the fee
required for the petition under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3); no additional petition fee is required for the
- renewed petition for revival under 37 CFR 1.137(b).

BACKGROUND

The procedural background for this application was set forth in the decision mailed
herein on 25 October 2006. That decision dismissed applicant’s petition for revival of
international application PCT/IB2004/000530 for failure to satisfy all the requirements for a
grantable petition. Specifically, the present application was held not to be a proper continuation
of the international application, so that the filing of the present application could not be accepted
as the “required reply” necessary for a grantable petition.

On 22 January 2007, applicant filed the “Renewed Petition for Revival under 37 CFR
1.137(b)” and “Petition to Accept a Delayed Claim for Priority” considered herein.

DISCUSSION

1. Petition To Accept A Delayed Claim For Priority'

The present non-provisional application was filed after November 29, 2000, and the
claim herein for the benefit of priority to the prior filed non-provisional application is submitted

! Applicant references 37 CFR 1.55(c) throughout this petition; however, 37 CFR 1.55(c) refers to
unintentionally delayed claims for the benefit of a foreign application under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d) or 365(a). The
present case, wherein applicant is seeking to establish the present application as a continuation in part of an
. international application designating the United States, is properly treated under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3). Accordingly,
the present petition has been construed as a petition under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3).

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov
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after the expiration of the period specified in 37 CFR 1.78(a)(2)(ii). Therefore this is a proper
petition 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. 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 to the prior-filed applications, as required by 35 U.S.C. 120 and 37 CFR
1.78(a)(2)(i), unless previously submitted;

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

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 present petition includes a proper reference to the prior-filed application in an
amendment to the first sentence of the specification following the title (as provided by 37 CFR
1.78(a)(2)(iii)) and the required surcharge fee. Applicant’s statement that “the entire delay
between the date the claim for priority was due under paragraph (a)(1) of 37 CFR 1.55 and the
date the claim was filed was unintentional” is construed as the statement required by 37 CFR
1.78(a)(3)(iii), that is, 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. Applicant must notify
this office immediately if this is not a proper interpretation of applicant’s statement. Based on
the above, applicant’s petition for acceptance of the unintentionally delayed claim for the benefit
of priority under 35 U.S.C. 120 and 365(c) to the prior filed application satisfies the conditions
of 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3); the petition is therefore properly 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 filing date of the prior-filed application. In order for this
application to be entitled to the benefit of the prior filed applications, all other requirements
under 35 U.S.C. 120 and 365(c) and 37 CFR 1.78(a)(1) and (a)(2) must be met. 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.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.78(a)‘(3) is appropriately granted.

2. Renewed Petition Under 37 CFR 1.137(b)

Based on the above, the present application is now appropriately treated as a continuation
of international application PCT/IB2004/000530. As noted in the previous decision, pursuant to
MPEP § 711.03(c), the filing of a continuation application under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) is considered
an appropriate “required reply” under 37 CFR 1.137(b). Applicant has therefore now satisfied
the final requirement of a grantable petition for revival of the international application.
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CONCLUSION

Applicant’s petition under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) for acceptance of the delayed claim of
priority to international application PCT/IB2004/000530 is GRANTED.

Applicant’s renewed petition for revival of the international application under 37 CFR
1.137(b) is GRANTED.

International application PCT/IB2004/000530 is being revived for purposes of continuity
only, and since continuity has been established by this decision reviving the international
application, the international application is again abandoned in favor of the present continuing
application number 11/521,194. -

Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to Richard M. Ross at (571) 272-
3296.

This appliéation is being referred to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for further
processing in accordance with this decision. '

y -

Boris Milef
Legal Examiner
Office Of PCT Legal Administration
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In re Application of

Mendez et al.

Application No. 11/521197 :

Filing or 371(c) Date: 09/14/2006 : DECISION
Attorney Docket Number: 13153/47802 : ON PETITION

This is a decision on the Petition to Correct the Filing Date and Correct Priority Claim
pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.10(d), filed January 4, 2007, requesting that the above-
identified application be accorded a filing date of September 13, 2006, rather than the
presently accorded filing date of September 14, 2006.

The petition is dismissed.

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 [insert the applicable code section]", and should only
address the deficiencies noted below. Failure to respond will result in abandonment of the
application.

Applicant alleges that the application was deposited in Express Mail service on
September 13, 2006. In support of this assertion, Applicant files copies of an Express
Mail Label Number EV839759920US, bearing the “Date-in” of September 13, 2006, and
Express Mail Label Number EV839759947US, the subject of the present petition,

bearing the “Date-in” September 14, 2006. Applicant also files a copy of a receipt from
the private car service and states that its employee, Mr. Che James, used the car service to
travel to the post Office on the night of September 13, 2006, and a Declaration of Mr.
James attesting to the arrival at the Post Office and deposit of Express Mail Label
Number EV839759947US prior to midnight on September 13, 2006. Mr. James provides
that he did not appreciate that any of the mail items were postmarked for September 14,
2006.

Applicant avers that the car-service receipt reveals a pick-up time of 23:20. Applicant
further asserts that, as per Mr. James’ affidavit, Applicant deposited Express mail Label

www.uspto.gov
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Number EV839759947US on the same date as that of Express Mail Label Number
EV839759920US, bearing the “Date-in” of September 13, 2006. Applicant states that the

evidence that came into being after deposit and within one business day is Express mail
Label Number EV839759947US. :

Applicable Law

- Public Law 97-247, 96 Stat. 317 (1982), amended 35 U.S.C. § 21 permitting, but not
requiring, the Office to prescribe that any paper or fee required to be filed in the Office be
considered filed in the Office on the date on which it was deposited with the U.S. Postal
Service. The Office promulgated 37 CFR § 1.10 pursuant to the authority provided in 35
U.S.C. § 21. : '

37 CFR § 1.8 provides a procedure by which the timely filing of papers and fees
deposited with the U.S. Postal Service may be established without independent
corroboration by an employee of the U.S. Postal Service (i.e., established solely by the
statement(s) from applicant or his or her counsel). The suggestion that 37 CFR § 1.8 be
applicable to application papers deposited with the U.S. Postal Service for purposes of
obtaining a filing date was considered and expressly rejected. The criticality of an
application filing date was considered adequate to justify independent verification by an
employee of the U.S. Postal Service of the date of deposit of the application papers with
- the U.S. Postal Service. See rulemaking entitled "Revision of Patent Procedure,"
published in the Federal Register at 48 Fed. Reg. 2696, 2702 (January 20, 1983), and in
the Patent and Trademark Office Official Gazette at 1027 Off Gaz. Pat. Office 9, 25
(February 1, 1983). (Emphasis supplied). Put simply, the insertion by a disinterested
employee of the U.S. Postal Service of the date of deposit in the U.S. Postal Service by
Express Mail on the Express Mail label of the envelop containing application papers is
the raison d'étre of 37 CFR § 1.10.!

37 CFR 1.10(d) provides that

[a]ny 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:

"'In promulgating 37 CFR § 1.10, the Office also considered other types of mail service (e.g.,
registered mail and certified mail), but chose the "Express Mail" service since this service provides, inter
alia, a legible mailing date on the "Express Mail" label for the records of both the applicant and the Office.
See "Revision of Patent Procedure,” 48 Fed. Reg. at 2697, 1027 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 12-13.
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(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 satlsfactlon
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 supplied.

The MPEP 513 further explains that

The showing under 37 CFR 1.10(d) must be corroborated by (1) evidence
from the USPS, or (2) evidence that came into being after-deposit and
within one business day of the deposit of the correspondence as “Express
Mail.” Evidence from the USPS may be the “Express Mail” Corporate
Account Mailing Statement. Evidence that came into being 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
supplied).

The reason the Office considers correspondence to have been filed as of
the date of deposit as “Express Mail” is that this date has been verified by
a disinterested USPS employee, through the insertion of a “date-in,” or
other official USPS notation, on the “Express Mail” mailing label. Due to
the questionable reliability of evidence from a party other than the USPS
that did not come into being contemporaneously with the deposit of the
correspondence with the USPS, 37 CFR 1.10(d) specifically requires that
any petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d) be corroborated either by evidence
from the USPS, or by evidence that came into being after deposit and
within one business day after the deposit of the correspondence as
“Express Mail.”
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A petition alleging that the USPS erred in entering the “date-in” will be
denied if it is supported only by evidence (other than from the USPS)
which was: .

(A) created prior to the deposit of the correspondence as “Express Mail ”
with the USPS (e.g., an application transmittal cover letter, or a client
letter prepared prior to the deposit of the correspondence); or

(B) created more than one business day after the deposit of the
correspondence as “Express Mail ” (e.g., an affidavit or declaration
prepared more than one business day after the correspondence was
deposited with the USPS as “Express Mail ).

On the other hand, a notation in a log book, entered after deposit by the
person who deposited the correspondence as “Express Mail” within one
business day of such deposit, setting forth the items indicated above,
would be deemed on petition to be an adequate showing of the date of
deposit under 37 CFR 1.10(d)(3).

37 CFR 1.10(d)(3) further provides that a party must show that
correspondence was deposited as “Express Mail” before the last scheduled
pickup on the requested filing date in order to obtain a filing date as of that
date.

Analysis

Applicant has not provided evidence from the USPS that the application was deposited
on September 13, 2006. The Express Mail mailing label shows the “Date-In” as
September 14, 2006. ‘

Applicant has also not provided any evidence 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. Applicant has provided the Declaration of
Mr. Che James, executed on November 27, 2006; however, this is “an affidavit or
declaration prepared more than one business day after the correspondence was deposited
with the USPS as ‘Express Mail’ ”. MPEP 513. In this instance, Applicant failed to
appreciate that the mail items were postmarked for September 14, 2006, and thus failed to
ensure receipt of a legible copy of the “Express Mail” mailing label with the “date-in”
clearly marked. '

The MPEP cautions that -

correspondence should be deposited directly with an employee of the
USPS to ensure that the person depositing the correspondence receives a
legible copy of the “Express Mail” mailing label with the “date-in” clearly
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marked, and that persons dealing indirectly with the employees of the
USPS (such as by depositing correspondence in an “Express Mail” drop
box) do so at the risk of not receiving a copy of the “Express Mail”
mailing label with the desired “date-in” clearly marked. On petition, the
failure to obtain an “Express Mail” receipt with the “date-in”

clearly marked may be considered an omission that could have been
avoided by the exercise of due care, as discussed below. While the Office
strongly urges direct deposit of “Express Mail” correspondence in order to
obtain a legible copy of the “Express Mail” mailing label, parties are not
precluded from using “Express Mail” drop boxes, but do so at their own
risk. (Emphasis supplied).

Here, 'Applicant bore the risk of not receiving a copy of the “Express Mail” mailing label
with the desired “date-in” clearly marked?.

The copy of the car service receipt is evidence that Applicant hired a car-service for
pickup on September 13, 2006, and is at best evidence of Applicant’s intent to mail the
application prior to midnight on September 13, 2006.

The petition is dismissed without prejudice. Applicant should provide evidence from the
USPS or that 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. '

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

By mail: Director for Patents
PO Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

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

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

? 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) (e), or (g). MPEP
513.
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Telephone inquiries conceming this matter should be directed to the undersigned at (571)
272-3232. '

ﬁ%&%ﬁ%@@%

Attorney
Office of Petitions
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Mendez et al.

Application No. 11/521197 :

Filing or 371(c) Date: 09/13/2006 : DECISION
Attorney Docket Number: 13153/47802 : ON PETITION

This is a decision on the Request for Reconsideration and Renewed Petition Under 37

C.F.R. § 1.10(d) to Correct Filing Date, filed June 20, 2007, requesting that the above-
identified application be accorded a filing date of September 13, 2006, rather than the

presently accorded filing date of September 14, 2006.

Petitioner alleges that the application was deposited in Express Mail service on
September 13, 2006. Petitioner has filed the appropriate documentary and corroborating
evidence demonstrating that September 13, 2006 was the date the correspondence was
deposited Express Mail Post Office to Addressee.

In view of the above, the petition is granted.

This application file will be forwarded to the Office of Initial Patent Exarhination for
correction of the filing date to September 13, 2006, and for the mailing of a corrected

filing receipt.

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

Lptieifed?

Attorney
Office of Petitions
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KENYON & KENYON LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
ONE BROADWAY

NEW YORK, NY 10004

Applicant : Juana Araceli Mendez : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7642246 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 01/05/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/521,197 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/13/2006 : 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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MAILED
APR 212010

' OFFICE OF PETMIONS
SPANSION LLC C/O MURABITO , HAO & BARNES LLP ‘

TWO NORTH MARKET STREET
THRID FLOOR
SAN JOSE CA 95113

In re Application of

Suzette K. Pangrle et al. :

Application No. 11/521,204 : ON PETITION
Filed: September 14, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. SPSN-AF01938

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
January 25, 2010, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the final Office
action mailed, March 13, 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 June 14, 2009. A Notice of Abandonment
was mailed on November 25, 2009.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of a RCE (Request for Continued Examination), with the required fee of $810,
(2) the petition fee of $1,620, and (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay. Accordingly, the
RCE is accepted as being unintentionally delayed.

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




Application No. 11/521,204 Page 2

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.

Telephone inquiriés concerning this decision should be directed to Kimberly Inabinet at (571)
272-4618.

This application is being referred to the Technology Center AU 2892 for appropriate action in the
normal course of business for processing of the RCE received January 25, 2009.

/Kimberly Inabinet/

Kimberly Inabinet
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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MORGAN LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
1111 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW

WASHINGTON, DC 20004

Applicant : Charles D. Becker : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7606592 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/20/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/521,211 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/14/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 295 days. The USPTO will sua
sponte 1issue a certificate of correction reflecting the amount of PTA days
determined by the recalculation.

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

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

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

PTOL-549G (04/10)
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Commissioner for Patents
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MARSHALL, GERSTEIN & BORUN LLP
233 S. WACKER DRIVE, SUITE 6300

SEARS TOWER |
CHICAGO, IL 60606 | COPY MAILED

AUG 3 1 2007
In re Application of - : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Paul Dent :
-Application No. 11/521,213 : Decision Refusing to Accord
Filed: September 14, 2006 : Status Under 37 CFR 1.47(b)

Attorney Docket No. 13024/42139

For:  Therapeutic Compositions Comprising
Chorionic Gonadotropins And HMG COA
Reductase Inhibitors

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b), filed March 9, 2007.
The petition is dismissed.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS
from the mail date of this decision. Extensions.of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted.
No further petition fee is required for the request. Any response should be entitled "Request for
Reconsideration of Petition Under 37 CFR 1.47(b)" and may include an oath or declaration
executed by the current non-signing inventor(s).

The requirements of 37 CFR 1.47(b) have not been satisfied.

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b) requires:

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

(2) an acceptable oath or declaration;

3) the petition fee;

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

(5) proof of proprietary interest; and

(6)  proof of irreparable damage.

Applicant lacks item (2). Specifically, petitioner has failed to file an oath or declaration.
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The application is abandoned.

35 USC 111(a)(4) sets forth that, as here, when an applicant receives notice to file an oath or
declaration, but does not supply the missing oath or declaration, the application becomes
abandoned by operation of the law. The mere filing of a petition under 37 CFR 1.47 does not
change this result. A petition under 37 CFR 1.47 requires an oath or declaration as a
component of the petition. See 37 CFR 1.47. Accordingly, the mere filing of the petition under
37 CFR 1.47, in reply to the Notice, was not a proper reply to the Notice. Rather, in the instance
where all of the named inventors will not sign a declaration, a proper reply to the Notice consists
of both a petition under 37 CFR 1.47, and an oath or declaration.

Under no circumstances do the patent statutes and regulations permit the applicant to file, or the
USPTO to accept, a non-provisional application that ultimately lacks an oath or declaration.
Rather, 37 CFR 1.47 simply provides a mechanism whereby a party may obtain USPTO
acceptance of an application having a proffered oath or declaration that lacks the signature of
every named inventor; it does not trump the requirement of the patent statute and the Notice, for
the submission of an oath or declaration in the first place.

For the reasons above, the application became abandoned as of midrﬁght on March 5, 2007.

Petitioner may wish to consider filing a petition to revive based on unintentional abandonment
under 37 CFR 1.137(b). A grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied
by the required reply (an oath or declaration), the required petition fee ($750 for a small entity),
and 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. A PDF
fillable copy of a form for a petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) can be found at:
http://www.uspto.gov/web/forms/index.html.

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

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

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

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to Petitions Attorney

g%(ﬂl) 272-3203.

Charles Steven Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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MARSHALL, GERSTEIN & BORUN LLP
233 S. WACKER DRIVE, SUITE 6300
SEARS TOWER
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In re Application of

Paul Dent

Application No. 11/521,213

Filed: September 14, 2006

Attorney Docket No. 13024/42139

For:  Therapeutic Compositions Comprising
Chorionic Gonadotropins And HMG COA
Reductase Inhibitors

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

WWW,USplo.gov

COPY MAILED
JAN 0 4 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Decision According Status
Under 37 CFR 1.47(b) and
Reviving Application

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b) and the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b)

filed October 1, 2007.
The petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b) is granted.
The petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) is granted.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b):

The application and papers have been reviewed and found in compliance with 37 CFR 1.47(b).

This application is hereby accorded Rule 1.47(b) status.

As provided in Rule 1.47(¢c), this Office will forward hotice 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.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b):

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to file a declaration in reply to
the Notice to File Missing Parts of Application (Notice) mailed October 4, 2006. The Notice set
a period for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. Petitioner obtained a
three-month extension of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). Accordingly, the
above-identified application became abandoned as of midnight on Monday, March 5, 2007.

The instant petition requests revival of the application.
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Petitioner has submitted the required petition fee of $770. Petitioner has submitted a reply to the
Notice to File Missing Parts in the form of a declaration. Petitioner has stated 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 has met the requirements to revive the above-identified application pursuant to 37
CFR 1.137(b). Therefore, the petition is granted and the application is revived.

The Office of Initial Patent Examination will be informed of the instant decision so that it may
continue to prepare the application for examination.

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

arles Steven Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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CopP
RYLANDER & ASSOCIATES PC Y MNLED
406 WEST 12TH STREET SEP 0 4 2007
VANCOUVER WA 98660 OFFicE '
OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

John P. Hynds et al. )

Application No. 11/521,221 : - ON PETITION
Filed: September 13, 2006 :

Attorney’s Docket No. HYNJ02-DIV

This is a decision on the petition filed June 25, 2007 under 37 CFR 1.137(b) ", to revive
the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The instant application became abandoned on December 5, 2006, for failure to timely
reply to the Notice to File Missing Parts, mailed October 2, 2006, which set a two (2)
month shortened statutory period for reply. No extensions of the time for reply in
accordance with 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, a Notice of
Abandonment was mailed June 6, 2007. :

The submission of the oath or declaration and late filing fee, as required by the Notice
to File Missing Parts mailed October 2, 2006 is acknowledged.

All other requirements having been met , this application is being forwarded to the
Office of Initial Patent Examination for further pre-examination processing.

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned
etitions Attorney at (571) 272-3212.

Patricia FaisontBall
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)).



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
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Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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WWW.uspto.gov

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY MANAGEMENT Mail Date: 04/20/2010
BOEING MANAGEMENT COMPANY

P.0O. BOX 2515

MAIL CODE 110-SD54

SEAL BEACH, CA 90740-1515

Applicant : Mario D. Cordova : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7636618 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 12/22/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/521,227 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/14/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 589 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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‘/‘:_ B CE
In re Patent No. KOWALEWICZ ET AL. : CH’VOLOGy ‘
“Appl No.: 11/521,228 | . DECISION GRAN#N@?QGOO
Filed: September 14, 2006 : PETITION
For: LOW PROFILE ANTENNA . . 37CFR 1.48(a)

| In view of the papers filed November 7, 2006, 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 by the addition of
Chun Kit Lai as an inventor and changing the spelling of “Cheihk Thaim” to
Cheikh Thiam”.

The application will be forwarded to the Office of Initial Patent Examination (OIPE) for
issuance of a-corrected filing receipt, and correction of Office records to reflect the
inventorship as corrected.

Dl b (0,

Dougl%W. Owens
Supervisory Patent Examiner
Art Unit 2821

Technology Center 2800

Anthony G. Fussner
Suite 400

7700 Bonhomme

St. Louis, MO 63105
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LADAS & PARRY LLP

224 SOUTH MICHIGAN AVENUE
SUITE 1600 : : o
CHICAGO IL 60604 . COPY MAILED
| SEP 0 4 2007
In re Application of o OFFICE OF PETITIONS
| LIU .
Application No. 11/521,254 : X ' ON PETITION

Filed: September 14, 2006
Attorney Docket No. CU-5069 RJS

This is a decision on petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181
filed August 6, 2007.

The petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment is Dismissed.

Any request for reconsideration should be filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of
this decision in order to be considered timely. 37 CFR 1.181(f). This time period may not be
extended pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136. ' ‘

This application was held abandoned December 6, 2006 for failure to timely reply to the
Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application hereinafter “Notice” mailed on
October 5, 2006. The Notice set a two (2) month extendable time period for reply. A Notice of
Abandonment was mailed June 7, 2007. -

Petitioner asserts that a reply to the Notice was submitted on December 4, 2006. As
evidence, petitioner has submitted a copy of the reply which contains a declaration pursuant
to 37 CFR 1.63, title page of Chinese priority document and authorization to charge the
surcharge fee. The response also includes a certificate of mailing dated December 4, 2006
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.8. Petitioner has also provided a copy of a postcard receipt with an
Office stamp of December 8, 2006.

Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.8, correspondence will be considered timely if the party who forwarded
' such correspondence:
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(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 A

(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 Office may require additional evidence to determine if the correspondence
was timely filed. ' L

Petitioner has failed to meet requirement (3). Petitioner has established that the
correspondence was received in the Office on December 8, 2006 via the postcard receipt.
However since the date on the postcard receipt is not within the shortened statutory time
period of reply, petitioner has failed to establish that the correspondence was timely mailed.

Petitioner must provide a statement which attest on personal knowledge that the documents
were mailed on December 8, 2006. As stated in 37 CFR 1.8(b)(3) the statement that attests to
the previous timely mailing or transmission of the correspondence must be on a personal
knowledge basis, or to the satisfaction of the Director of the USPTO. If the statement attesting
to the previous timely mailing is not made by the person who signed the Certificate of Mailing
(i.e., there is no personal knowledge basis), then the statement attesting to the previous timely
mailing should include evidence that supports the conclusion that the correspondence was
actually mailed (e.g., copies of a mailing log establishing that correspondence was mailed for
that application). A review of the certificate of mailing shows that it was executed by Debra M.
Szumowski. A statement has not been provided by Ms. Szumowski nor has Attorney

- Hameder provided a sufficient statement.

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

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

By facsimile: (571) 273-8300 ‘ /
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By delivery service: ' U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
(FedEx, UPS, DHL, etc.) Custorner Service Window,
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned at (571)
272-3215.

Charlema R. Grant '

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
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LADAS & PARRY LLP
224 SOUTH MICHIGAN AVENUE COPY MAILED
SUITE 1600
CHICAGO IL 60604 DEC 3 1 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Li Liu :
Application No. 11/521,254 : ON PETITION

Filed: September 14, 2006
Attorney Docket No. CU-5069 RJS

This is a decision on renewed petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR
1.181 filed November 2, 2007.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application was held abandoned December 6, 2006 for failure to timely reply to the Notice
to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application hereinafter “Notice” mailed on October 5,
2006. The Notice set a two (2) month extendable time period for reply. A Notice of
Abandonment was mailed-June 7, 2007.

Petitioner asserts that a reply to the Notice was submitted on December 4, 2006. As
evidence, petitioner has submitted a copy of the reply which contains a declaration pursuant to
37 CFR 1.63, title page of Chinese priority document and authorization to charge the
surcharge fee. The response also includes a certificate of mailing dated December 4, 2006
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.8. Petitioner has also provided a copy of a postcard receipt with an
Office stamp of December 8, 2006.

Pursuant to 37 CFR.1.8, 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;
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(2) Supplies an additional copy of the previously mailed or transmitted
correspondence and certificate; and A

(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 Office may require additional evidence to determine if the correspondence
was timely filed.

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 Notice of Missing Parts 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 December 4, 2006 .

This application is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing for appropriate
- action in the normal course of business on the reply received with petition.

Telephone inquiries concernlng this matter should be directed to the undersigned at (571)
272-3215.

COrnbune B d

Charlema R. Grant
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

IPVENTURE, INC. .

5150 EL CAMINO REAL
SUITE A2 COPY MAILED
LOS ALTOS CA 94022 JUN 2 5 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
" Thomas A. Howell o T ‘ '
Application No. 11/521,256 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: September 13, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)

Attorney Docket No. IPVCP002C1

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed June 24, 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 January 7, 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 2873 for processing of the request

for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
information disclosure statement.

tions 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

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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RATNERPRESTIA

P O BOX 980 COPY MAILED
VALLEY FORGE PA 19482-0980 DEC 29 2006

In re Application of : NS
Lines, Lopez, Lippert, Murdock, Lenz, Stoogenke, Severski, : OFHCE OF PETITIO
and Kalayeh :

Application No.: 11/521,265 : DECISION ACCORDING
Filed: September 14, 2006 : RULE 47(a) STATUS

Attorney Docket No: ITDE-PSSD109US

Invention: SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR MULTI-TARGET
FLUID CONCENTRATION DETECTION AND MAPPING

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a), filed November 3, 2006.
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.

The above-cited application was filed on September 14, 2006, without a properly executed declaration. A
Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application was mailed on October 4, 2006, allowing a
shortened period for reply of two months from its mailing date. Extensions of the time set for reply were
available pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a). The notice required a proper oath or declaration to be filed and
payment of a surcharge.

Petitioner has shown that inventor Kalayeh has refused to join the prosecution of the application, or
cannot be located to join the prosecution of the application. 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.

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.

erya A. ‘McLaughlin

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

DATE : /// ///d , o | PapérNo':,:—

TOSPEOF ' :ARTUNIT M )
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.; . /5;5/ 2 X’Z/Patent No.: 7527 é/ 7 é{

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)
Randolph Square - 9D10-A
Palm Location 7580

Vrginia Jislbers

[~ 4
Certificates of Correction Branch

571-272-0460

Thank You For Your Assistance

’

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

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

Denied N State the reasons for denial below.

e, (-\ S fg\/‘a\ @ﬁ‘ &bQ\:Oﬂ a%%evnél%é ‘}D

:?J\:K-Q,r New Mattrer

Com

JAMES 0. WILSON

 IDERVISORY PATEMT EXAMINER

TECHN 8l ‘ ER 1600
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— ',’

PTOL-306 (REV. 7/03) , = OMMERCE Patent and Trademark Office




P

SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECT|ON

.DATE | y W / | ' 'Paper No.:___:

TOSPEOF  :ARTUNIT _Z&?%
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.; / 7, /j;z/ / szfi’atent No.: ZjZ? ;f 7 éz

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)
Randolph Square ~ 9D10-A
Palm Location 7580

[~ 4
Certificates of Correction Branch

571-272-0460

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

Q Approved All changes apply.
Q Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
{ Denied - State the reasons for denial below.

Comments: _3nthe o "‘\W\QQ 5Q€ctecd7m Cl%%!o} 2006 ), (!(N’Y\{')Ou(n(,o rages

e (Ip-ol. Th Hhe strudone  sibmittel ’\Osﬁf‘oi(cank ,(’mlo.mmej—C
e | Fone. kel 404D s distindd 6om an 47 chol 440 ln zysam‘c d\emag‘hg
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EICATE OF CORRECTION _

DATE : /////7 | _Paper No. _—__—_

TOSPEOF ARTUNIT _

SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 4//5/ / Z&Z’Patent No.: %Zﬁ éf 7 4{
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:

I~ ~ 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)
Randolph Square - 9D10-A
Palm Location 7580

irginia Jislbors

o’
Certificates of Correction Branch

571-272-0460

Thank You For Your Assistance

’

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

Q Approved All changes apply. . , s
Q Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
S ’ { Denied - State the reasons for denial below.

Comments: _nthe of"\lM»Q 50‘—’0(@164*lm ( BS"P’r 26063 cnmr)oqnoo v
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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

December 4, 2009

Andrew H. Berks
Kenyon & Kenyon LLP

One Broadway
New York, New York 10004

Patent No: 7,569,687 B2

Application No.: 11/521,282
Applicant: Juana Araceli Mendez, et al.
Issued: August 4, 2009

Title: PROCESSES FOR THE SYNTHESIS OF ROCURONIUM BROMIDE

Request for Certificate of Correction:

Consideration has been given to your request for the issuance of a certificate of correction for the
above-identified patent under the provisions of Rules 1.322/1.323.

Per the examiner “The certificate of correction attempts to enter new matter”.
In view of the foregoing, your request in this matter is hereby denied.

Future correspondence concerning this matter should be directed to Decisions & Certificates of
Correction Branch.

/Virginia Tolbert/

Virginia Tolbert

For Mary Diggs, Supervisor

Decisions and Certificate of Correction
(571) 272-0460 (voice)

(571) 270-9892 (fax)

vt



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

KENYON & KENYON LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
ONE BROADWAY

NEW YORK, NY 10004

Applicant : Juana Araceli Mendez : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7569687 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 08/04/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/521,282 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/13/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 82 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

Date | 4%% }0/ 2@/0

Patent No. 17669913

Inventor(s) :Eliseo DaSilva

Issued :March 2, 2010

Title :PROTECTIVE COVER FOR A MOTOR VEHICLE

Re: Request for Certificate of Correction

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

An error on a patent can be corrected by a certificate of correction, if appropriate. Accordingly, a petition under
C.F.R. 1.182 is required to correct the alleged error concering the inventor’s names and addresses. Since this
information is printed solely in accordance with the typewritten information provided on the Declaration, Oath or
ADS, and since the error was the result of applicant’s failure to comply with the requirement that the complete and
correct information be provided accordingly, no correction is in order here under the provisions of Rules 1.322 or
1.323, unless a petition is granted.

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

By Mail: Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks
Petitions Office
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

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



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

Any telephone inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Ms. A. Green at (703) 756-
1541

ary Diggs, Supervisor

ecisions & Certificates

of Correction Branch

(703) 756-1580 or (703) 756- /&"1[/

Michaud-Duffy Group LLP
Centerpoint

30 Industiral Park Raod
Suite 206

Middletwon, Ct 06457-1532

larg



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

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

32ND FLOOR

CHICAGO, IL 60606

Applicant : Steven Thijs : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7649722 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 01/19/2010 : TERM ADJUSIMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/521,293 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/14/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 181 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

CROWELL & MORING LLP Mail Date: 04/28/2010
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY GROUP

P.0O. BOX 14300
WASHINGTON, DC 20044-4300

Applicant : Ralf Bauder : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7635429 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 12/22/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/521,298 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

09/15/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 70 days. The USPTO will sua
sponte 1issue a certificate of correction reflecting the amount of PTA days
determined by the recalculation.

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

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

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

PTOL-549G (04/10)
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

March 5, 2010

Patent No. : 7,426,407 B2
Appl. No.  :11/521,323
Inventor(s) : Michael J. Higgins

Issued : September 16, 2008
Title : CONTINUOUS SPECTROSCOPIC MEASUREMENT OF TOTAL
HEMOGLOBIN

Docket No. : ECC-5798A
Re: Request for Certificate of Correction

Consideration has been given your request for the issuance of a certificate of correction for the
above-identified patent under the provisions of Rule 1.323.

Assignees' names and addresses (assignment data) printed in a patent, are based solely on
information supplied in the appropriate space for identifying the assignment data, i.e., item 3 of
the Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85B. Granting of a request under 37 CFR 3.81(b) is
required to correct applicant's error providing incorrect or erroneous assignment data, before
issuance of a Certificate of Correction, under 37 CFR 1.323 (see Manual of Patent Examining
Procedures (M.P.E.P) Chp.1400, sect. 1481). This procedure is required at any time after the
issue fee is paid, including after issuance of the patent.

In view of the foregoing, your request, in this mater, is hereby denied.

A request to correct the Assignee under 37 CFR 3.81(b) should include:
A. the processing fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.117(h) (currently $130);
B. a statement that the failure to include the correct assignee name on the PTOL-85B was
inadvertent; and

C. acopy of the Notice of Recordation of Assignment Document, reflecting the reel and
frame number where the assignment(s) is recorded and/or reflecting proof of the date the
assignment was submitted for recordation.

In the Request, Applicant(s) may request that the file be forwarded to Certificates of Correction
Branch, for issuance of a Certificate of Correction, if the Request is granted.

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

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



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

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

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

io Johnson

For Mary F. Diggs

Decisions & Certificates
of Correction Branch

(571)272-0483

EDWARDS LIFESCIENCES CORPORATION
LEGAL DEPARTMENT

ONE EDWARDS WAY

IRVINE CA 92614
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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.USpLO.EOV

r APPLICATION NO. L FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. I CONFIRMATION NO. ]
11/521,402 09/15/2006 C. Alan Peet 87361.4320 1725
7590 0971812009
EXAMINER
Baker & Hostetler LLP r _ J
Washington Square KURTZ, BENJAMIN M
Suite 1100
1050 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. I ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER ]
Washington, DC 20036 1797
| MAIL DATE l DELIVERY MODE J
09/18/2009 PAPER

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

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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2\ 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

SEP 18 2009 be
Mailed:
In re application of :
Bergmann et al. : DECISION ON
Serial No. 11/521,402 ' : PETITION

Filed: September 15, 2006
For: FILTER MEDIA SUPPORTING APPARATUS AND METHOD IN AN ENGINE OR
TRANSMISSION FILTER

This is a decision on the PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.181 TO WITHDRAW THE FINALITY
OF THE OFFICE ACTION mailed May 18, 2009.

A Request for Continued Examination (RCE) was filed in the instant application on May 4,

2009. The RCE submission requested consideration of a previously submitted amendment and
Declaration under Rule 1.132. The examiner prepared a first action final which was mailed on N
May 18, 2009. A request for withdrawal of finality of the May 18, 2009 Office action was

submitted on August 3, 2009. The examiner notified the Applicant on the same day that this

request was being denied.

DECISION
Tthe standard for making an Office action final is set forth in section 706.07(b) of the MPEP
which states:

706.07(b)  Final Rejection, When Proper on First Action

The claims of a new application may be finally rejected in the first Office action in those
situations where (A) the new application is a continuing application of, or a substitute for,
an earlier application, and (B) all claims of the new application (1) are drawn to the same
invention claimed in the earlier application, and (2) would have been properly finally
rejected on the grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had been
entered in the earlier application.

In this case, the first criteria is met by the filing of a continuing application on May 4, 2009.
Turning to the second criteria, it is noted the only amendment entered at the time of the RCE
filing was to claim 52 to correct a minor typographical error, i.e. the scope of the claims were not
changed in any way. Accordingly, the first part of the second criteria is met. Contrary to the
petitioner’s argument, the final Office action did not contain a new grounds of rejection, as all of
the claims remained rejected under the same grounds. Specifically, the final Office action of May
18, 2009 maintained the claim rejections set forth in the previous Office action of November 25,
2008. Thus, the second part of the second criteria is also met.

The argument that MPEP 706.06(b) prohibits a first action final Office action when the RCE
contains material which was presented in the earlier application after final rejection but was



v’

pos

11/521,402

denied entry because new issues were raised that required further consideration is not persuasive,
because the Rule 1.132 Declaration, while filed after the final Office action in the earlier

application, was not denied entry.

The final Office action of May 18, 2009 is deemed to be proper. Accordingly, the Petition is
DENIED.

S —

Gregory L. Mills, Acting Director
Technology Center 1700
Chemical and Materials Engineering

Baker & Hostetler LLP
Washington Square

Suite 1100

1050 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington DC 20036
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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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EDELL, SHAPIRO & FINNAN, LLC

1901 RESEARCH BOULEVARD

SUITE 400 COPY MAILED

ROCKVILLE, MD 20850 MAR 1 5 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of Yoon : 4
Application No. 11/521,413 : Decision on Petition
Filing Date: September 15, 2006

Attorney Docket No. 0918.0311C

This is a decision in response to the petition filed November 30, 2006, requesting the application
be accorded a filing date of September 15, 2006.

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 NOT permitted. The reconsideration request should include a cover
letter entitled “Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1.53.” .

The application was filed September 15, 2006.

The Office of Initial Patent Examination mailed a “Notice of Incomplete Nonprovisional
Application" on October 5, 2006. The Notice stated drawings did not appear to be part of the
application as filed and that a filing date would be accorded upon the submission of drawings.
In response, the present petition was filed. Petitioner alleges drawings were filed with the
original application. Petitioner has submltted a postcard receipt acknowledging receipt of 23
sheets of drawings on September 15, 2006." Therefore, the Office is persuaded drawings were
part of the originally filed application but were later misplaced by the Office.

The Notice mailed October 5, 2006, was sent in error and is hereby vacated.

No petition fee is required and none has been charged.

: Evidence of receipt of any correspondence filed in the Patent and Trademark Office can be obtained by submitting a self
addressed post card properly itemizing and identifying the paper or papers being filed. Upon receipt of the correspondence, the
Patent and Trademark Office will check the listing on the post card against the papers submitted, making sure that all items listed
are present and will then stamp the postcard with an Official date stamp and place the post card in the outgoing mail. "A post
card receipt which itemizes and properly identifies the papers which are being filed serves as prima facie evidence of receipt in
the PTO of all items listed thereon by the PTO." M.P.E.P. § 503.
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Unfortunately, the petition cannot be granted at this time. The petition is not accompanied by a
copy of the 23 sheets of drawings filed September 15, 2006. The application cannot be
processed or examined without the drawings. A copy of the drawings filed September 15, 2006,
must be submitted. '

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
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

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

Chartés Steven Brantley
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

EDELL, SHAPIRO & FINNAN, LLC COPY MAILED

1901 RESEARCH BOULEVARD ' AUG 0 9 2007
SUITE 400

ROCKVILLE, MD 20850 - OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of Yoon . :

_ Application No. 11/521,413 : Decision on Petition
Filing Date: September 15, 2006

~Attorney Docket No. 0918.0311C

This is a decision in response to the petition filed April 5, 2007, requesting the application be
accorded a filing date of September 15, 2006.

The petition is granted.
The application was filed September 15, 2006.

The Office of Initial Patent Examination mailed a “Notice of Incomplete Nonpr'ovisional
~ Application" on October 5, 2006. The Notice stated drawings did not appear to be part of the
application as filed and that a filing date would be accorded upon the submission of drawings.

* In response, the present petition was filed. Petitioner alleges drawings were filed with the
original application.' Petitioner has submitted a postcard receipt acknowledging receipt of 23
sheets of drawings on September 15, 2006." Therefore, the Office is persuaded drawings were
part of the originally filed application but were later misplaced by the Office.

The Office of Initial Patent Examination will be informed of the instant decision and will process
the application with a filing date of September 15, 2006, usmg the papers filed September 15,
2006, and the 23 sheets of drawings filed April 5, 2007.

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to Petitions Attorney
Steve tley at (571) 272-3203.

Charles Steven Brahtley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

"A post card receipt which itemizes and properly identifies the papers which are being filed serves as prima facie evidence of
receipt in the PTO of all items listed thereon by the PTO." M.P.E.P. § 503.
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ALFRED G. ROCKEFELLER
30 COBBLESTONE LANE » COPY MAILED
RAMSEY, NEW JERSEY 07446-2457 -

SEP 0 4 2008

Applicant: Rockefeller, et al.

Appl. No.: 11/521,416

Filing Date: September 15, 2006

Title: EXCHANGE OF VOICE AND VIDEO BETWEEN TWO CELLULAR WIRELESS
TELEPHONES

Attorney Docket: NONE

Pub. No.: US 2007-0182811 Al

Pub. Date: August 9, 2007

This is a decision on the request for a corrected patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(b), received on September 8, 2007, for the above-identified application.

The request is DISMISSED.

Applicant requests that the application be republished because the patent application publication
contains a material error in the specification and in-claim 4, wherein “flame” should be printed as
“ﬁ‘a_rrle”.

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 in misprinting “frame” as “flame” in three instances may be an Office error, butitis a
not material Office error under 37 CFR 1.221. The error is not a material Office error because . -
the typographical error does not affect the understanding of the publication. The application is
clearly understandable to one of ordinary skill in the art reading the application and claims.

The mistake does not affect the public’s ability to appreciate the technical disclosure of the

patent application publication, or determine the scope of the patent application publication or

'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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determine the scope of the provisional rights that an applicant may seek to enforce upon issuance
of a patent. A member of the public can understand the claim from the specification and
remaining claims. '

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.

(e OV
ark Polutta

~Senior Legal Advisor

. Office of Patent Legal Administration
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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MAIL

* Alfred G. Rockefeller ; JUN 102010
30 Cobblestone Lane. B DIRECTOH'S OFH(,‘
Ramsey NJ 07446-2457 ‘ TECHNOLOGY CENTER .

Inre Appllcatlon of: :
ROCKEFELLER, ALFRED G., et al. .~ NOTICE

Application Serial No.: 11/521,416 ‘ : REQUIRING

" Filed: September 15, 2006 S RATIFICATION OF
For: EXCHANGE OF VOICE AND VIDEO . : CORRESPONDENCE
BETWEEN TWO CELLULAR OR WIRELESS :
TELEPHONES

In reviewing the file record of the application in light of the petition filed April 27, 2010
requesting replacement of the examiner, it has come to the attention of the Office that
several papers filed by the applicant have not been ratified (signed) by all the inventors.

Since this application is being prosecuted without the aid of an appointed registered
practitioner (Pro se), and it is not assigned, amendments and other papers must be signed
by all applicants. See 37 CFR § 1.33(b) which states in part:

“..Amendments and other papers, except for

written assertions pursuant to § 1.27(c)(2)(ii) of this part, filed in the application -
must be signed by:

(1) Apatent practitioner of record appointed in compliance with § 1.32(b);

(2) A patent practmoner not of record who acts in a representative capac1ty
under the provisions of § 1.34;

(3) An assignee as provided for under § 3.71(b) of this chapter; or

(4)  All of the applicants (§ 1.41(b)) for patent, unless there is an assignee of the
entire interest and such assignee has taken action in the application in

accordance with § 3.71 of this chapter.” (Emphasis added.)

Since there is no practitioner of record and the case is not assigned, items (1) through (3)
above are not applicable. Therefor, as stated in item (4) above, all named inventors
(applicants) must sign all papers. See also, MPEP § 403.

Accordingly, in response to this notice, applicants’ must submit a letter ratifying all
previous correspondence with the Office as being filed and approved by all applicants.
The letter may use language such as: '



b

P T

)

Serial No.: 11/521,416 -2 -
Notice Requiring Ratification .

“All correspondence submitted in application serial number 11/521,416 (the instant
application) up to and including this ratification is approved by both named inventors as
signed below...”, or the like.

Both Mr. Rockeffeller and Mr. Erdin must sign the ratification letter.

The decision on the petition filed April 27, 2010 will be held in abeyance until a
ratification letter is filed. All future correspondence must be signed by all applicants or
otherwise in accordance with 37 CFR § 1.33(b).

Applicant must submit the ratification letter within TWO MONTHS from the mailing date
of this notice. Extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) is not permitted.

Vm:@édl«
anda Walker, Director

Technology Center 2600
Communications
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Paper No.

ARENT FOX LLP
1050 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N.W.

SUITE 400 COPY MAILED

WASHINGTON DC 20036

NOV 0 2 2009
In re Patent No. 7507654 : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Issued: 03/24/2009 :
Application No. 11/521482 : LETTER

Filed: 09/15/2006
Attorney Docket Number: 027605-
00007

This is a letter in response to the “REQUEST FOR CORRECTED NOTICE
OF RECORDATION OF ASSIGNMENT DOCUMENT” filed on April 2, 2009.

Attached is a copy of the PALM printout from application No.
11/041,292 (now U.S. Patent 7,355,285) of which this application
is a division, showing the assignors’ names as currently listed.
It appears that the fourth assignor’s name has been corrected as
requested.

Patentee should contact the Assignments Branch at 571-272-3150 if
additional information is requested.

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

Douglas I. Wood
Senior Petitions Attorney

Office of Petitions

Encl: Patent Assignment Abstract of Title
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Total Assignments: 1

Application #: 11041292 Filing Dt: 01/25/2005 Patent #: 7355285 Issue Dt: 04/08/2008
PCT #: NONE Publication #: US20060094157 Pub Dt: 05/04/2006

Inventors: Kenji Kobae, Hidehiko Kira, Norio Kainuma, Takayoshi Matsumura
Title: STRUCTURE OF MOUNTING ELECTRONIC COMPONENT
Assignment: 1
Reel/Frame: Received: 02/07/2005 Recorded: 01/25/2005 Mailed: 07/07/2005 Pages: 2
Conveyance: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS).

Assignors: KOBAE, KENJI Exec Dt: 12/25/2004
KIRA, HIDEHIKO Exec Dt: 12/25/2004
KAINUMA, NORIO Exec Dt: 12/28/2004
TAKAYOSHI MATSUMURA Exec Dt: 12/28/2004

Assignee: FUJITSU LIMITED
1-1, KAMIKODANAKA 4-CHOME, NAKAHARA-KU
KAWASAKI-SHI, KANAGAWA 211-8588, JAPAN
Correspondent: ARENT FOX PLLC
1050 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, NW
SUITE 400
WASHINGTON, DC 20036-5339

Search Results as of: 10/28/2009 02:59 PM

If you have any comments or questions conceming 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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MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP Mail Date: 05/03/2010
600 13TH STREET, NW

WASHINGTON, DC 20005-3096

Applicant : Tsutomu Kobayashi : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7636906 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date 2 12/22/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/521,490 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

09/15/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 343 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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BANNER & WITCOFF, LTD. ' |
ATTORNEYS FOR CLIENT NO. 016689 MAILED

1100 137 STREET, N.W., SUITE 1200 .
WASHINGTON, DC 20005-4051 MAY 25 2070
Uiy
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
- Akihiro Sakakibara et al ' :
Application No. 11/521,501 . ~ ON PETITION

Filed: September 15, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 006884.00012

This is a decision on the petition, filed May 24, 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 apﬁlication 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 10, 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 3653 for processing of the request for
continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
Information Disclosure Statement.

/rvin Dingle/
Irvin Dingle
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

! The request to apply the issué 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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ROBERT A. KENT
P.O. BOX 1431 MAILED

DUNCAN OK 73536 \
| JUL 202010

OFFICE OF PETITIONS.

In re Application of

Diptabhas SARKAR, et al :

Application No. 11/521,529 : ON PETITION
Filed: September 14, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 2005-IP-018796US2

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed June 7,
2010, to revive the above-identified application. '

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to timely file a reply within the meaning of 37 CFR 1.113
to the final Office action of June 5, 2007. The proposed reply required for consideration of a petition to
revive must be a Notice of Appeal (and appeal fee required by 37 CFR 41.20(b)(2), an amendment that

prima facie places the application in condition for allowance, a Request for Continued Examination and
submission (37 CFR 1.114), or the filing of a continuing application under 37 CFR 1.53(b). See MPEP
711.03(c)(IN(A)2). No extensions of time pursuant to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained.
Accordingly, the date of abandonment of this application is September 6, 2007.

~ The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the reply in
the form of a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) and fee of $810, and the submission required by
37 CFR 1.114; (2) the petition fee of $1620; and (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay.

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

This application is being referred to Technology Center 1797 for further processing in the normal course
of business.

/Diane C. Goodwyn/
Diane C. Goodwyn
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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ROBERT A. KENT Mail Date: 04/20/2010
P.O. BOX 1431

DUNCAN, OK 73536

Applicant : Diptabhas Sarkar : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7624743 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 12/01/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/521,530 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/14/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 495 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 FTTORNEYDOCKETNO. CONHRMAHQNNofq
11/521,539 11/01/2006 Rodney Besson 1533
R
7590 09/12/2008 l EXAMINE J
RODNEY BESSON KAYES, SEAN PHILLIP
APT # 210 : ' :
1101 ELM STREET | ART UNIT l PAPER NUMBER ]
MANCHESTER, NH 03101 2833 )
| MAIL DATE - I DELIVERY MODE I
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 previously paid search fee and excess claims fee are
hereby refunded.

Telephone inquiries should p€ directed to the Office of Data Management at (57 1) 272-4200.

Patenf Publication Branch
Officd of Data Management

: 83/15/2088  NFARMER
18/2086 SSITHIB! 90898849 11521539

sg}'ustment date:
Refund Refs
BO/15/2006° NFARMER 0088164356 82 FC:2111 -250.80 0P

CHECK Refund Total: $258.09

Page 1 of 1
FORM PETB51G (Rev. 08/07)
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Hamilton, Brook, Smith & Reynolds, P.C.
530 Virginia Road

P.O. Box 9133

Concord, MA 01742-9133

In re Application of

Jonathan Monsarrat

Application No. 11/521,585
Filed: September 14, 2006
Attorney Docket No. SVIPGP100

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED

APR 10 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION
TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.

§ 1.36(b), filed January 27, 2009. -

The request is NOT APPROVED because it is moot.

- A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Hamilton, Brook, Smith &
Reynolds, P.C. has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on January 30, 2009.
Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

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

address until otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Williams at 571-272-

2991.

Terri Williams
Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

cc: Chris Edgeworth
Stragent
211 W, Tyler Street
Longview, TX 75601
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Commissioner for Patents
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COPY MAILED
Il?lii)nl;;s, Hofer Gilson & Lione JUL 3 1 2009
.0. Box 10395
Chicago, IL 60610 OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of |
Volker Kuz et al. :
Application No. 11/521,586 : CORRECTED DECISION ON
Filed: September 14,2006 : PETITION TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 11336/1307 (P02108USP) : FROM RECORD

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

The request is NOT APPROVED.

A review of the file record indicates that attorneys/agents with the firm of Brinks, Hofer, Gilson
& Lione: (1) do not have power of attorney in this patent application; and (2) has been employed
or otherwise engaged in the proceedings in this patent application. Accordingly, the request to
withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is not applicable.

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. Accordingly, all correspondence will be
mailed to the first named signing inventor and the first copied address below. A courtesy copy
of this decision will be mailed to the address noted on the request. If this person(s) desire to
receive future correspondence regarding this application, the proper power of attorney
documents must be submitted. '

" Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Kimberly Inabinet at 571-272-
4618.

imberly In
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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cc: Kuz Volker
Wilhelm-Bode-Strabe 42
Braunschweig, Germany 38106

cc: Robert P. Hart
Harman International Industries, Incorporated
8500 Balboa Boulevard '
Northridge, CA 91329
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KENYON & KENYON LLP

ONE BROADWAY _ _

NEW YORK'NY 10004 ' COPY MAILED
APR 2 7 2007

Inre Appiice_ltion of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Pesachovich, et al. : ’

Application No. 11/521,594 X ON PETITION

Filed: September 14, 2006

Attorney Docket No. 01662/62103

For: METHODS OF STABILIZING

AZITHROMYCIN | ' )

This is a decision on the petition, filed January 16, 2007, requesting that the above-identified
application be accorded a filing date of September 13, 2006, rather than the presently accorded
filing date of September 14, 2006. The petition will be treated under 37 CFR 1.10(d).

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

Petitioners contend that the above-identified application was deposited in the United States
Postal Service (USPS) Express Mail service on September 13, 2006, and accordmgly request a
September 13, 2006 filing date for the application.

Paragraph (a) of 37 CFR 1.10 states that:

Any correspondence received by the Patent and Trademark Office (Office) that was
delivered by the "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service of the United States
Postal Service (USPS) will be considered filed in the Office on the date of deposit with
the USPS. The date of deposit with the USPS is shown by the "date-in" on the "Express
Mail" mailing label or other official USPS notation. If the USPS deposit date cannot be
determined, the correspondence will be accorded the Office receipt date as the filing date.
See §1.6(a).

(Emphasis supplied). Paragraph (d) of 37 CFR 1.10 states that:

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

0y The petition is filed promptly after the person becomes aware that the Office has
accorded, or will accord, a filing date based upon an incorrect entry by the USPS;

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

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

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d) must include “a showing which establishes, to the
satisfaction of the Director, that the requested filing date was the date the correspondence

was deposited in "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service prior to the last scheduled
pickup for that day.” In addition, the showing “must be corroborated by evidence from the USPS
or that came into being after deposit and within one business day of the deposit of the
correspondence in the ‘Express Mail Post Office to Addressee’ service of the USPS.”

The petition does not include the corroborating evidence required by the rule. The declaration by
Che James submitted with the petition was made more than two months after the alleged deposit,
not within one business day of the alleged deposit. The receipt for the private car service
indicates Mr. James left Kenyon and Kenyon at 11:20 pm. The receipt was created prior to, not
after, the alleged deposit of the Express Mail package in question. The fact that Express Mail
package number EV839759920US was received by the USPS on September 13, 2006 at 11:58
pm, does not establish that Express Mail package number EV839764920US was received on
September 13, 2006. In short, petitioner has not carried his burden.

Petitioners are encouraged to submit a business record that came into being after deposit and
within one business day of the deposit of the correspondence in Express Mail that supports
petitioners’ contention that petitioners are entitled to a September 13, 2006 filing date. Of
course, any USPS evidence that'a package bearing Express Mail label receipt no. -
EV839764920US was received by the USPS on September 13, 2006 would be acceptable
corroborating evidence. '

The petition to accord a September 13, 2006 filing date to the above-identified application is
dismissed. .
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The application is being returned to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for further
processing with the presently accorded filing date of September 14, 2006.

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

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

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

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

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

Sy Willy Aeiley
Shirene Willis Brantley ‘

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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KENYON & KENYON LLP
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NEW YORK NY 10004
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Pesachovich, et al. :

Application No. 11/521,594 : - ON PETITION
Filed: September 14, 2006 : :

Attorney Docket No. 01662/62103

For: METHODS OF STABILIZING

AZITHROMYCIN

This is a decision on the reconsideration petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d), filed November 27,
2007, requesting that the above-identified application be accorded a filing date of September 13,
2006, rather than the presently accorded filing date of September 14, 2006.

Petitioners request the earlier filing date on the basis that the application was purportedly deposited with
Express Mail Service on September 13, 2006 at 11:58 pm pursuant to 37 CFR 1.10. The copy of Express
Mail label receipt No. EV839764920US bears a handwritten “date-in” of “9/14/06” and a USPS receipt
date stamp of September 14, 2006. Petitioners allege that the date of mailing shown in the “date-in” and the
receipt date stamp is a U. S. Postal Service (USPS) error and the correct date of mailing pursuant to 37 CFR
1.10is September 13, 2006. The same Express Mail label number also appears on the original
application transmittal letter of record in the file.

Petitioners have provided a statement from a USPS official that USPS databases confirm that the
package in question was handed over to a USPS retail associate on duty on September 13, 2006
at 11:58 pm.

The evidence presented is convincing that the Express Mail package was entrusted to the USPS on September
13,2006. Accordingly, this application is entitled to a filing date of September 13, 2006, and has been so
accorded.

In view of the above, the petition is GRANTED.
This application file is being referred to the Office Patent Application Processing (OPAP) for

correction of the filing date to September 13, 2006 and for issuance of a corrected filing
receipt.
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Telephone inquiries relating to this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-

3230. Telephone inquiries related to OPAP processing should be directed to their hotline at
(571) 272-4100.

Shirene Willis Wantley 3

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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KENYON & KENYON LLP
ONE BROADWAY
NEW YORK NY 10004-1050

In re Application of: - ' '
KORODI, Ferenc Do DECISION ON PETITION
Application No.: 11/521,595 : (37 CFR 1.10(d))
Filing Date: September 14, 2006 :
Attorney’s Docket No.: 02664/59504
For: PROCESS FOR PREPARING

SIMVASTATIN AND

INTERMEDIATES THEREOF

This decision is issued in response to the “Petition To Change The Filing Date And
Correct Priority Claim” filed January 05, 2007, treated herein as a petition to correct the filing
date under 37 CFR 1.10(d).

Applicant submitted $400 as the petition fee; however, no petition fee is required for a
petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d). Accordingly, the $400 petition fee will be refunded to Deposit
Account No. 11-0600.

BACKGROUND

In September 2006, applicant initiated this U.S. application by filing a transmittal letter
and accompanying materials via “Express Mail.” The earliest application from which benefit
was claimed was filed September 13, 2005. The transmittal letter filed by applicant 1dent1ﬁed
the “Express Mail” label number for the filing as EV321877202US.

On October 04, 2006, a filing receipt was issued that identified the filing date for the
present application as September 14, 2006. The filing receipt did not include the benefit claim to
the earlier application filed September 13, 2005, as this application was filed more than twelve
months prior to the filing date accorded to the present application.

On January 05, 2007, applicant filed the petition considered herein. The petition asserts
that the “Express Mail” envelope containing the present application materials was deposited with
the USPS as “Express Mail” before midnight on 13 September 2006, and that the proper filing -
date for this application is therefore 13 September 2006.
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DISCUSSION

37 CFR 1.10(d) states:

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:

N 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 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.

The present petition satisfies items (1) and (2) above. With regard to item (3), the
petition includes an affidavit signed by Che James, the person who actually mailed the
correspondence in question, stating that the correspondence was deposited with the USPS as
“Express Mail” on 13 September 2006. However, the petition does not include sufficient
corroborating evidence, either from the USPS or in the form of a mail log entry that “came into
being after deposit and within one business day of the deposit of the correspondence” as
“Express Mail.” Accordingly, item (3) is not satisfied on the present record.

Based on the above, applicant has not satisfied all the requirements for a grantable
petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d). The appropriate filing date therefore remains 14 September
2006, the “date in” entered by the USPS on the “Express Mail” envelope used to file the present
application.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons above, the petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d) is DISMISSED without
prejudice. .

The filing date remains 14 September 2006. Accordingly, the beneﬁt claim to the U.S.
provisional application filed 13 September 2005 remains defective.

If reconsideration on the merits of this petition is desired, a proper response must be filed
within TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail date of this decision. Such a petition should include a



Application No. 11/521,595 : 3

cover letter entitled "Renewed Petition Under 37 CFR 1.10(d)." No additional petition fee is
required.

Please direct further correspondence with respect to this matter to Mail Stop PCT,
Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450, with the contents
of the letter marked to the attention of the Office of PCT Legal Administration

Richard M. Ross
Attorney Advisor :
Office of PCT Legal Administration

Telephone:  (571) 272-3296
Facsimile: (571) 273-0459

S0juatasns Davea,®/ LatRaRRs TRARE™ 11501505
81 FC:1462 . 488.00 CR
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‘Kenyon & Kenyon LLP
One Broadway
New York, New York 10004

In re Application of:

KORODI, Ferenc

Application No.: 11/521,595

Filing Date: September 14, 2006 :

Attorney’s Docket No.: 02664/59504 :  DECISION ’

For: PROCESS FOR PREPARING :
SIMVASTATIN AND INTERMEDIATES
THEREOF

This decision is issued in response to applicant’s “Request for Reconsideration and
Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d) To Correct Filing Date” filed April 6, 2007.

BACKGROUND

In September 2006, applicant initiated this U.S. application by filing a transmittal

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Www.usp1o.gov

letter and accompanying materials via “Express Mail.” The earliest application from which

benefit was claimed was filed September 13, 2005. The transmittal letter filed by
applicant identified the “Express Mail” label number for the filing as EV321877202US.

On October 04, 2006, a filing receipt was issued that identified the filing date for
the present application as September 14, 2006. The filing receipt did not include the
benefit claim to the earlier application filed September 13, 2005, as this application was
filed more than twelve months prior to the filing date accorded to the present application.

On January 05, 2007, applicant filed “Petition To Change The Filing Date And
Correct Priority Claim.” In a decision dated February 15, 2007, applicant’s petition was
dismissed without prejudice.

On April 6, 2007, the present petition considered herein. The petition asserts that
the “Express Mail” envelope containing the present application materials were deposited
‘with the USPS as “Express Mail” before midnight on September 13, 2006, and that the
proper filing date for this application is therefore September 13, 2006.
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DISCUSSION

37 CFR 1.10(d) states:

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 Commaissioner, 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. :

The previous petition satisfied items (1) and (2) above. With regard to item (3),
applicant has not provided a satisfactory showing under 37 CFR 1.10(d)(3). Moreover, the
corroborative evidence from the USPS taken together with the other evidence of record
(affidavit signed by Che James) is insufficient to establish that on September 13, 2006 the
correspondence was deposited in "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service prior to
the last scheduled pickup for that day. Applicant has provided a statement from a USPS
employee that refers to a USPS processing error regarding “Express Mail” envelope
EV321877202US on September 13, 2006. Raschelle Parker, USPS employee, indicates that
“[t]he mail #EV321877202US) in question was presented at 11:58 p.m. on September 13,
2007 (sic). Due to the volume of the mail it was not processed for acceptance until 12:10
a.m. on September 14, 2007.” However, the statement does not provide any detail with
respect to what happened to the envelope and how the USPS became aware of any
processing error (i.e., is the statement provided based on internal USPS information or
based only on statements made to the USPS by applicant?). Moreover, the statement does
not expressly state that “Express Mail” envelope EV321877202US was properly deposited
with the USPS prior to the last scheduled pick-up on September 13, 2006. Rather, it refers
generally to an undefined processing error on that date and the untimely acceptance of the
envelope. The USPS must provide a more specific statement regarding the acceptance and
processing of this “Express Mail” envelope before it can be concluded that the application
materials were properly deposited with the USPS on September 13, 2006. Lastly, it is
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unclear if Raschelle Parker has flrst hand knowledge of all the facts. Accordmgly, item (3)
1s not satisfied on the present record.

Based on the above, applicant has not made a sufficient showing that the
correspondence in question, that is, the present international application, was deposited
with the USPS as “Express Mail” on September 13, 2006. Further detail is required from
both applicant and the USPS before item (3) can be considered satisfied.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons above, the petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d) is DISMISSED without
prejudice. The filing date remains September 14, 2006. Accordingly, the benefit claim to
the U.S. provisional application filed September 13, 2005 remains defective.

If reconsideration on the merits of this petition is desired, a proper response must
be filed within TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail date of this decision. Such a petition
should include a cover letter entitled "Renewed Petition Under 37 CFR 1.10(d)." No
additional petition fee is required.

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

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

By facsimile: (571) 273-0025
Attn: Office Of Petitions

By hand: Customer Service Window
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22313

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

Anthony Smith
Attorney Advisor
Office of PCT Legal Administration/Office of Petitions

Tel: (571) 272-3298
Fax: (571) 273-0459
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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

KENYON & KENYON LLP
ONE BROADWAY
NEW YORK NY 10004-1050

In re Application of: :
KORODI, Ferenc : DECISION ON SECOND

Application No.: 11/521,595 : RENEWED PETITION

Filing Date: September 13, 2006 : (37 CFR 1.10(d))
Attorney’s Docket No.: 02664/59504 : :
For: PROCESS FOR PREPARING

SIMVASTATIN AND

INTERMEDIATES THEREOF

This decision is issued in response to the “Request For Reconsideration And Renewed
Petition Under 37 CFR 1.10(d) To Correct Filing Date” filed January 09, 2008.

BACKGROUND

The procedural background for this application was set forth in the decisions mailed
herein on 15 February 2007 and 18 July 2007. Those decisions dismissed applicant’s petition
under 37 CFR 1.10(d) for failure to satisfy all the requirements of a grantable petition.
Specifically, the most recent decision indicated that applicant had not yet provided an adequate
showing that the requested filing date was the date the correspondence was deposited with the
USPS.

On January 09, 2008, applicants filed the second renewed petition considered herein.
Pursuant to the authorization contained in this renewed petition, Deposit Account No. 11-0600

will be charged the fee for the required four-month extension of time to respond.

DISCUSSION

The present submission includes a supplemental statement from USPS employee
Raschelle Parker in support of applicant’s petition. In this statement, Ms. Parker provides
information regarding her position at the USPS and the specific investigation that was
- undertaken to determine the actual deposit date for “Express Mail” envelope EV321877202US.
Ms. Parker’s statement confirms that her investigation concluded that the “Express Mail”
envelope at issue was presented to a USPS associate for processing at 11:58 PM on September
13, 2006. This statement, in combination with the materials provided with applicant’s previous
petitions, is accepted as providing an adequate showing that the “Express Mail” envelope in
which the present application was filed was deposited with the USPS on September 13, 2006
prior to the final scheduled pick-up for that day.

www,uspto.gov
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Based on the above, applicant has now satisfied the final requirement for a grantable
petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d). The filing date for the present application is therefore
appropriately corrected to September 13, 2006.

CONCLUSION

The petition under 37 CFR 1.10(d) is GRANTED.
The filing date for the present application is hereby corrected to September 13, 2006.

It is noted that the corrected filing date is within twelve months of the September 13,
2005 filing date of the U.S. provisional application to which benefit is claimed herein.

The application is being referred for further processing in accordance with this decision,
including the mailing of a corrected filing receipt that properly identifies the filing date as
September 13, 2006.

(LQQ

Richard M. Ross

Attorney Advisor

Office of PCT Legal Administration
Telephone:  (571) 272-3296
Facsimile: (571) 273-0459
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In re Application of

Saad ABBASSI, et al . o
Application No. 11/521,607 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: September 15, 2006 ' : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 602422000700 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed June 19, 2007.

The request is APPROVED.

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

The request was signed by Deborah S. Gladstein on behalf of all attorneys/agents associated with
Customer No. 25227. ‘

All attorneys/agents associated with Customer No. 25227 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 signing inventor at the first copied address below until otherwise
properly notified by the applicant.
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In order to request or take action in a patent matter, the assignee must establish its ownership of the
patent to the satisfaction of the Director. In this regard, a Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) must
have either: (i) documentary evidence of a chain of title from the original owner to the assignee
(e.g., copy of an executed assignment), and a statement affirming that the documentary evidence of
the chain of title from the original owner to the assignee was or concurrently is being submitted for
recordation pursuant to § 3.11; or (ii) a statement specifying where documentary evidence of a
chain of title from the original owner to the assignee is recorded in the assignment records of the
Office (e.g., reel and frame number).

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

!giane Goo n

Petitions Exa;r_1iner
Office of Petitions

cc: "SAAD ABBASI ‘
HOYERSWERDAER STRASSE 27
01099 DRESDEN
GERMANY

PATTERSON & SHERIDAN, LLP

ATTN: GERO G. MCCLELLAN

3040 POST OAK BOULEVARD, SUITE 1500
HOUSTON, TX 77056
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent nnd Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

PC. Box 1450

Alexandria, Vuginia 22313-1450

WWWUSPLO.gaY .
[ APPLICATIONNUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE [ FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT | ATTY. DOCKET NO/TITLE |
11/521,607 09/15/2006 Saad Abbasi 602422000700
CONFIRMATION NO. 9173
25227 POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP

1630 TYSONS B0 EvaRD A

MCLEAN, VA 22102

Date Mailed: 06/02/2008

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of ‘Attorney filed 06/19/2007.

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

/dcgoodwyn/

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

page tof 1
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KENYON & KENYON LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
1500 K STREET N.W.

WASHINGTON, DC 20005

Applicant : Martin Erhard : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7620643 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 11/17/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/521,630 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/15/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 379 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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MYERS BIGEL SIBLEY & SAJOVEC COPY MAILED
P.O. BOX 37428

In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Ashutosh Chilkoti : :

Application No. 11/521,651 : ON PETITION

Filed: September 15, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 5405-376

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed April 1, 2009, to revive the above-
identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the
non-final Office action mailed September 30, 2008, which set a shortened statutory period for
reply of three (3) months. No extension of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were
obz)asined. Accordingly, the above-identified application became abandoned on December 31,
2008.

An extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136 must be filed prior to the expiration of the maximum
extendable period for reply. See In re Application of S., 8 USPQ2d 1630, 1631 (Comm’r Pats.
1988). Accordingly, since the $555 extension of time submitted with the petition on April 1,
2009 was subsequent to the maximum extendable period for reply, this fee is unnecessary and
will be credit to petitioner’s deposit account.

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

2

rvin Dinglé™
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

;Ztter is being referred to Technology Center AU 1641 for further processing.
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Brinks Hofer Gilson & Lione/Seiko Instruments Inc. Mail Date: 04/21/2010
P.0O. Box 10395
Chicago, IL 60611

Applicant : Daisuke Muraoka : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7659752 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 02/09/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/521,674 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/14/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 103 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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BRIAN STEINBERGER/UCF
101 BREVARD AVENUE
COCOA FL 32922 | MAILED
MAY 07 2009
. OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Donald C. Malocha :
Application No. 11/521,708 ' :  DECISION ON PETITIONS

Filed: September 15, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) AND (a)(6)
Attorney Docket No. UCF-560 :

This is a decision on the “PETITION FOR AN UNINTENTIONALLY DELAYED DOMESTIC
PRIORITY CLAIM UNDER 35 U.S.C. 120, filed March 31, 2009, which is being treated as a
petition under 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(3) and 1.78(a)(6), to accept an unintentionally delayed claim
under 35 U.S.C. §§120 and 119(e) for the benefit of priority to 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)(i1). 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(¢) 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

A3) 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.

Additionally, the instant nonprovisional application must be pending at the time of filing of the
reference to the prior-filed provisional application(s) as required by 37 CFR 1.78(a)(5)(ii).
Further, the nonprovisional application(s) claiming the benefit of the prior-filed provisional
application(s) must have been filed within twelve months of the filing date of the prior-filed
provisional application(s).
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All of the above requirements having been satisfied, the late claim for benefit of priority to the
prior-filed applications under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and 119(e) 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) 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.

Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to Petitions Attorney Cliff Congo at (571)
272-3207. All other inquiries concerning either the examination procedures or status of the
application should be directed to the Technology Center.

This application is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2612 for consideration by the
examiner of the claim for benefit of priority under 35 U.S.C. § §120 and 119(e) to the prior-filed
nonprovisional and provisional applications.

—

Anthony Knight
Supervisor
Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT : Corrected Filing Receipt
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TON FILING G
I AP:ZB'SQZR | 371(Lc1)N DATE I:JPN?TR ! I FIL FEE RECD I ATTY.DOCKET.NO JTOT CLAIMS|IND CLAE'
11/521,708 09/15/2006 2612 500 UCF-560 20 3
CONFIRMATION NO. 1772
76669 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT
BRIAN STEINBERGER/UCF

101 BREVARD AVENUE DA

COCOA, FL 32922
Date Mailed: 05/04/2009

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)
Donald C. Malocha, Winter Springs, FL;
Power of Attorney:
Roland Dexter--17668
Joyce Morlin-—-29170
Brian Steinberger--36423
Phyllis Wood--38663

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant
This appin claims benefit of 60/718,575 09/19/2005
and is a CIP of 11/203,260 08/12/2005
which claims benefit of 60/650,843 02/08/2005

Foreign Applications

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 10/06/2006

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

is US 11/521,708

Projected Publication Date: Request for Non-Publication Acknowledged
Non-Publication Request: Yes

Early Publication Request: No

* SMALL ENTITY **
page 10of 3



Title

Multi-transducer/antenna surface acoustic wave device sensor and tag
Preliminary Class

340

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.htmi.

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 20of 3



set forth in 37 CFR 5.15. The scope and limitations of this license are set forth in 37 CFR 5.15(a) unless an earlier
license has been issued under 37 CFR 5.15(b). The license is subject to revocation upon written notification. The
date indicated is the effective date of the license, unless an earlier license of similar scope has been granted under
37 CFR5.13 or 5.14.

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

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

NOT GRANTED

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

page 3of 3
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FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW

GARRETT & DUNNER, LLP

901 NEW YORK AVENUE, NW ILED
WASHINGTON, DC 20001-4413 MAILE

AUG 19 2009
TIONS
In re Application of OFFICE OF PETI
Robert James, et al. :
Application No. 11/521,711 X DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 14, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW FROM
Attorney Docket No. 9145.0028-00 : RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37
CFR § 1.36(b), filed July 9, 2009.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The request cannot be approved because practitioner/practitioners associated with
Customer Number 22852 requesting the withdrawal have not certified that 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 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. The failure to do so may subject the
practitioner to discipline’. See USPTO Form No. PTO/SB/83.

It is noted that the assignee of record has requested that the application be transferred to
another law firm. However, the present request cannot be approved since the assignee
has failed to properly intervene in the above-identified application by filing the required
Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b)’>. See USPTO Form No. PTO/SB/96.

Additionally, 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).

! Practitioner should note that false certification may violate a practitioners’ duty under 37 CFR 10.23(b)(4) and (b)(5).

2 |n order to request or take action in a patent matter, the assignee must establish its ownership of the patent to the satisfaction of the
Director. In this regard, a Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) must have either: (i) documentary evidence of a chain of title from the
original owner to the assignee (e.g., copy of an executed assignment), and a statement affirming that the documentary evidence of the
chain of title from the original owner to the assignee was or concurrently is being submitted for recordation pursuant to § 3.11; or (i) a
statement specifying where documentary evidence of a chain of title from the original owner to the assignee is recorded in the
assignment records of the Office (e.g., reel and frame number).
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All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the above-listed
address until otherwise notified by the applicant.

e @phone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at
57‘1) 272-3226. All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of this
licatign shouldbe directed to the Technology Center.

itions Examiner

Office of Petitions

CC: HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP
IP SECTION
2323 VICTORY AVENUE
SUITE 700

DALLAS, TX 75219
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HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP
IP SECTION

2323 VICTORY AVENUE
SUITE 700

DALLAS, TX 75219

in re Application of

Robert James, et al.

Application No. 11/521,711

Filed: September 14, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 9145.0028-00

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
NOV 2 7 2009

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION
TO WITHDRAW FROM
RECORD

This is a decision on the renewed Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 CFR §§
1.36(b) or 10.40, filed October 6, 2009. .

The request is NOT APPROVED AS MOOT.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to attorneys/agents associated with
Customer Number 22852 has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on November 12,
2009. Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 CFR § 1.36(b) is moot.

It is noted that the assignee’s statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) did not include the language that “[t]he
undersigned (whose title is supplied below) is authorized to act on behalf of the assignee”. However, the
Office has acknowledged and will construe the title “VP, General Counsel” associated with the person
who signed the power of attorney as having apparent authorlty to sign on behalf of the assignee. See
MPEP § 324(V)(A). _

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

This application is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2184 for review of the Appeal Brief filed
on October 19, 2009.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-3226. All
ther inquijries concerning the examination or status of this application should be directed to the

Pefitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW
GARRETT & DUNNER, LLP
901 NEW YORK AVENUE, NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20001-4413



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Goodwin Procter LLP

Attn: Patent Administrator
135 Commonwealth Drive
Menlo Park CA 94025-1105

In re Application of

Leslie M. McEvoy et al.

Application No. 11/521,714

Filed: September 14, 2006

Attorney Docket No. ANV-0024.0002

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
. P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED
JuL 012008
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 May 21, 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 attorney has not provided a new
change of correspondence address for the applicant.

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.

\
\

] Burke
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Goodwin Procter LLP
Attn: Patent Administrator
135 Commonwealth Drive

Menlo Park CA 94025-1105 COPY MAILED

AUG 3 1 2009
In re Application of : OFFCE OF PETITIONS
Leslie M. McEvoy et al. o
Application No. 11/521,714 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 14, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. ANV-0024.0002 : - 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 5, 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. 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

Office of Petitions
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BOYLE FREDRICKSON S.C.

840 North Plankinton Avenue MAILED

MILWAUKEE WI 53203 JUL 022010
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of ‘

PRAVIN KUMAR ET AL. :

Application No. 11/521,719 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: September 15, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 1554.001

This is a decision on the petitions (a) under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b),
filed June 23, 2010, to revive the above-identified application and (b) on the petition under 37
CFR 1.182 for expedited consideration thereof.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.182 is GRANTED.

The $400 fee for the petition under 37 CFR 1.182 has been assessed to petitioner’s deposit
account as authorized.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the non-final
Office action mailed, June 24, 2008, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three (3)
months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained.
Accordingly, the application became abandoned on September 25, 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.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to JoAnne Burke at
(571) 272-4584.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3692 for appropriate action by the
Examiner in the normal course of business.

O Apne Burke
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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ROHM AND HAAS COMPANY
PATENT DEPARTMENT

100 INDEPENDENCE MALL WEST
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19106-2399

MAILED

MAR 2 92010
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Michael Stanley Decourcy, et al. :
Application No. 11/521,744 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: September 15, 2006
Attorney Docket No. A01554A

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
January 14, 2010, to revive the above-identified application.

This application became abandoned for failure to timely pay the issue and publication fees on or
before December 3, 2009, as required by the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due, mailed
September 3, 2009. Accordingly, the date of abandonment of this application is December 4,
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 the publication fee of $300, (2) the
petition fee of $1620; and (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay.

In view of the above, the petition is GRANTED.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-
1642. All other inquiries concerning this application should be directed to the Office of Data
Management at their hotline 571-272-4200.

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

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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lg]il)YER WEAVER LLP COPY MAILED
.0. BOX 70250
OAKLAND, CA 94612-0250 ' - MAY 1 62008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
KONNO, Yasuhiro et al. :
Application No. 11/521,755 ' : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 15, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. ALPSP269 : 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 13, 2008. .

The request is NOT APPROVED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to BEYER WEAVER LLP has
been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on May 01, 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 Tredelle J acksoh at 571-272-
2783:

Tredelle D. Jackson .

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: BEYER LAW GROUP LLP
P.O. BOX 1687
CUPERTINO CA 95015-1687
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GERALD E. Warriner
9037-H York Lane

West Melbourne FL 32904 COPY MAILED
NOV 0 1 2006

o OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
WARRINER , :
Application No. 11/521,767 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 16,2006 :~ TOMAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Attorney Docket No. : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed September 16, 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 evidence submitted with the instant petition is a copy of Mr. Warriner’s Florida Driver License
indicating that he is at least 65 years of age. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been -
accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Patricia Volpe at 571-272-6825.

All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be directed to th
Technology Center. :

The application is being forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 3637 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

777 fr
David Bucci

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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COPY MAILED

CLARK HILL, P.C. '

500 WOODWARD AVENUE, SUITE 35Q0- APR 8 0 2007
DETROIT MI 48226 - OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of : . _
Oberheide : DECISION GRANTING STATUS
Application No. 11/521,821 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(b)

Filed: September 15, 2006
Atty. Dkt. No.: 19339-109269
For: MEASUREMENT OF MOTOR
TEMPERATURE USING A DIGITAL
ENCODER

This decision is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b),
filed February 7, 2007. :

The petition is GRANTED.

Petitioner has shown that the non-signing inventor has refused to
execute the declaration for the above-identified application.

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.

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

After this decision is mailed, the above-identified application
will be returned to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for
further processing. ’

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to
th ndersigned at (571) 272-3205.

Alesia‘Mf?g:gﬁﬁ/’——’

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandnia, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov
G. Clarke Oberheide
4401 Deacon Court,
Troy, Michigan 48098
In re Application of B
Oberheide ' : LETTER COPY MAILED

Application No. 11/521,821
Filed: September 15, 2006 : ' APR 3 0.2007
Atty. Dkt. No.: 19339-109269 ‘

For: MEASUREMENT OF MOTOR K A OFFICE OF PETITIONS
TEMPERATURE USING A DIGITAL :

ENCODER

Dear Sir:

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 C.F.R. § 1.47(b), Rules of Practice in Patent
Cases. Should a patent be granted on the application you will be
designated therein as a joint inventor.

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

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

Alesia M. Brown
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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DORSEY & WHITNEY LLP Mail Date: 05/18/2010
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DEPARTMENT

Columbia Center
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 6100
SEATTLE, WA 98104-7043

Applicant : Feng Lin : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7619458 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 11/17/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/521,837 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

09/14/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 581 days. The USPTO will sua
sponte 1issue a certificate of correction reflecting the amount of PTA days
determined by the recalculation.

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

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

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

PTOL-549G (04/10)
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office

. Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandrin, Virginis 22313-1450
Www.uspto.gov

APPL NO. F'ngsof’\?é’” ARTUNIT | FIL FEE RECD ATTY.DOCKET NO DRAWINGS| TOT cLms | IND cums
11/521,839 09/15/2006 1641 1130 REGEN1120-19 26 7 1
CONFIRMATION NO. 2790
llslfil:;l |}3-|Ea|l:|{eUJs ?ﬁ:hD CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT
Suite 1100 | D A X R CEA O

4365 Executive Drive *0C000000022183263"

San Diego, CA 92121-2133

Date Mailed: 01/26/2007

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)
Michael Karin, San Diego, CA;
Masahiko Hibi, San Diego, CA;
Anning Lin, La Jolla, CA;

Assignment For Published Patent Application
THE REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA

Power of Attorney: None

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant

This application is a CON of 11/346,709 02/03/2006 ABN
which is a CON of 10/648,823 08/25/2003 ABN

which is a CON of 10/051,989 01/16/2002 PAT 6,610,505
which is a DIV of 09/461,649 12/14/1999 PAT 6,342,595
which is a CON of 09/150,201 09/08/1998 PAT 6,001,584
which is a DIV of 08/799,913 02/13/1997 PAT 5,804,399
which is a CON of 08/444,393 05/19/1995 PAT 5,605,808
which is a DIV of 08/276,860 07/18/1994 PAT 5,593,884
which is a CIP of 08/220,602 03/25/1994 PAT 6,514,745
which is a CIP of 08/094,533 07/19/1993 PAT 5,534,426

Foreign Applications
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Projected Publication Date: To Be Determined - pending completion of Security Review

Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No

Title
Oncoprotein protein kinase

Preliminary Class
435

PROTECTING YOUR INVENTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES

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

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

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

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

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

KNOBBE MARTENS OLSON & BEAR LLP Mail Date: 04/27/2010
2040 MAIN STREET
FOURTEENTH FLOOR
IRVINE, CA 92614

Applicant : Mark Fischer : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7666578 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 02/23/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/521,851 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

09/14/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 625 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

PRATT & WHITNEY
400 MAIN STREET

MAIL STOP: 132-13 | - o
06108 | - COPY MAILED |

EAST HARTFORD, CT

SEP 2 7 2007
. OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Scott Webb :
Application No. 11/521, 861 _ : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: September 15, 2006
Attorney Docket No. EH-11032AA

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
July 27, 2007, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became: abandoned by operation of law for failure
to reply in a timely manner to the non-final Office action mailed
January 16, 2007, which set a shortened statutory period for
reply of three (3) months. No extensions of time were obtained
under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). Accordingly, the
application became abandoned on March 17, 2007.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in
that petitioner has supplied (1) the required reply in the form
of an amendment (with drawings), (2) the petition fee of $1,500,
and (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay. Accordingly,
the failure to timely reply to the non-final Office action of
January 16, 2007 is accepted as being unintentionally delayed.

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
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the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37
CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional, petitioner must notify the
Office. :

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3679
for appropriate action. in the normal course of business on the
reply received July 27, 2007 (and apparently re-submitted on
August 1, 2007). :

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed
to the undersigned at (571) 272-3218.

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW
GARRETT & DUNNER, LLP LED
901 NEW YORK AVENUE, NW MAI
WASHINGTON, DC 20001-4413

AUG 19 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Robert James, et al. :
Application No. 11/521,886 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 14, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW FROM
Attorney Docket No. 70107.75 (IDT 2094-UT) : RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37
CFR § 1.36(b), filed July 9, 2009.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The request cannot be approved because practitioner/practitioners associated with
Customer Number 22852 requesting the withdrawal have not certified that 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 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. The failure to do so may subject the
practitioner to discipline’. See USPTO Form No. PTO/SB/83.

It is noted that the assignee of record has requested that the application be transferred to
another law firm. However, the present request cannot be approved since the assignee
has failed to properly intervene in the above-identified application by filing the required
Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b)%. See USPTO Form No. PTO/SB/96.

Additionally, 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).

! Practitioner should note that false certification may violate a practitioners’ duty under 37 CFR 10.23(b){4) and (b)(5).

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

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at
272-3226. Al other inquiries concerning the examination or status of this
be directed to the Technology Center.

etitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc:  HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP
IP SECTION
2323 VICTORY AVENUE
SUITE 700
DALLAS, TX 75219
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HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP

|2I?3§13E\(/;I1£3'?gRY AVENUE
DALLAS, TX 75219

DEC 0 2 2009
In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Robert James, et al. X
Application No. 11/521,886 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 14, 2006 ; TO WITHDRAW FROM
Attorney Docket No. 70107.75 (IDT 2094-UT) ; - RECORD

This is a decision on the renewed Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 CFR §§
1.36(b) or 10.40, filed October 6, 2009.

The request is NOT APPROVED AS MOOT.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to attorneys/agents associated with
Customer Number 22852 has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on November 12,
2009. Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 CFR § 1.36(b) is moot.

It is noted that the assignee’s statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) did not include the language that “[t]he
undersigned (whose title is supplied below) is authorized to act on behalf of the assignee”. However, the
Office has acknowledged and will construe the title “VP, General Counsel” associated with the person
who signed the power of attorney as having apparent authority to sign on behalf of the assignee. See
MPEP § 324(V)(A).

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

This application is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2111 for review of the amendment filed
on September 17, 2009.

Tel¢phane inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-3226. All

Petitfons Examiner
Office/of Petitions

cc: FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW
GARRETT & DUNNER, LLP
901 NEW YORK AVENUE, NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20001-4413
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Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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Alexandria, Virginia 223131450
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[ APPLICATIONNUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE | FIRSTNAMEDAPPLICANT |~ ATTY.DOCKETNO/TITLE |
11/521,886 09/14/2006 Robert James 70107.75 (IDT-2094-UT)
CONFIRMATION NO. 3060
27683 POA ACCEPTANCE LETTER

HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP

S AL

Suite 700
Dallas, TX 75219

Date Mailed: 11/25/2009

NOTICE OF ACCEPTANCE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 11/12/2009.

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.

/amsmith/

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

page 1of 1
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLo.gov

. APPLICATION NUMBER ] FILING OR 371(C) DATE ] FIRST NAMED APPLICANT ] ATTY. DOCKET NOJTITLE ]
! 11/521,886 09/14/2006 Robert James 70107.75 (IDT-2094-UT)
0} CONFIRMATION NO. 3060
O 22852 POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW, GARRETT & DUNNER

[y o — I

WASHINGTON, DC 20001-4413
Date Mailed: 11/25/2009

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 11/12/2009.

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

/amsmith/

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

page 1of 1
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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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Il APPLICATION NUMBER Il FILING/RECEIPT DATE I FIRST NAMED APPLICANT || ATTORNEY DOCKET NUMBER i
11/521,895 09/14/2006 Michael D. West 38797-8005.US25

PERKINS COIE LLP

P.0. BOX 2168

MENLO PARK CA 94026

DATE MAILED: April 10, 2007

7
/

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

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.138(d) filed April 9, 2007, requesting for a refund of
any previously paid search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

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

Any inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the Pre-Grant Publication Division at
(703) 605-4283.

Barbara J. Debna
Pre-Grant Publication Division

5/20/04
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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

HICKMAN PALERMO TRUONG & BECKER/ORACLE Mail Date: 04/21/2010
2055 GATEWAY PLACE

SUITE 550

SAN JOSE, CA 95110-1083

Applicant : Juan Loaiza : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7600063 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/06/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/521,908 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/15/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 397 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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SCHWEGMAN, LUNDBERG & WOESSNER, P.A. | |
P.0. BOX 2938 . COPY MAILED

MINNEAPOLIS MN 55402

SEP 1 4 2007
JIn re Application of : OFFvaE OF PETITIONS
Dabit et al. : .
Application No. 11/521,912 : Decision According Status

Filed: September 16, 2006 : Under 37 CFR 1.47(a)
Attorney Docket No. 884.GO0US2 :
For:  Partitioned Multi-Die Wafer-Sort

Probe Card And Methods Of Using

-Same ‘

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a), filed May 10, 2007.
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.

As provided in Rule 1.47‘(0), 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.

Techriology Center Art Unit 2829 will be informed of the declaration has been accepted without
the signature of one of the inventors.

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to Petifions, Attorney
Steven Brantley at (571) 272-3203.

Charles Steven Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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COPY MAILED
WOLF GREENFIELD & SACKS, P.C.

600 ATLANTIC AVENUE SEP 2 4 2007
BOSTON MA 02210-2206

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
ZILLMANN, Doif :
Application No. 11/521,935 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 15, 2006 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Attorney Docket No. Z0104.70001USO0 : 37 CFR 1102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed September 4, 2007, to make the
above-identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02,
Section V.

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one of
the applicants is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a statement by
applicant. No fee is required

The instant petition includes the declaration of inventor Dolf Zillmann, attesting to his age.
Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision shouid 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 3679 for action on the
merits commmensurate with this decision.

Monica A. Graves
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

PEACOCK MYERS, P.C. Mail Date: 04/21/2010
201 THIRD STREET, N.W.
SUITE 1340

ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87102

Applicant : January Kister : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7659739 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 02/09/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/521,944 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/14/2006 : 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)



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

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

32ND FLOOR

CHICAGO, IL 60606

Applicant : Theo Naicker : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7637506 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 12/29/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/521,967 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/14/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 16 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

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP
ONE INTERNATIONAL PLACE, 20th FL
ATTN: PATENT ADMINISTRATOR COPY MAILED
BOSTON MA 02110
0CT 31 2006

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Mario M. Rathle :
Application No. 11/521,970 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 16, 2006 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Attorney Docket No. 94368-010102/US : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed September 16, 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 declaration statement signed by the applicant. Accordingly, the above-
identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone 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 3673 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

Azl M. Wise

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP

ONE INTERNATIONAL PLACE, 20th FL COPY

ATTN: PATENT ADMINISTRATOR MAILED

BOSTON MA 02110 JUL 1 92 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Mario Rathle ;

Application No. 11/521,970 : ON PETITION

Filed: September 15, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 94368-010101/US

This is a decision on the petition filed October 27, 2006 to correct the filing date to
December 15, 2006, rather than the presently accorded filing date of December 16,
2006. The petition is being treated under 37 CFR 1.10 ( ¢)

Petitioner alleges that the application was deposited in Express Mail service on
December 15, 2006. In support, petitioner has supplied a copy of Express Mail Label
No. EV426287085US (the same Express Mail number found on the transmittal sheet
accompanying the original application papers located in the official file). The “date-in”
on the Express Mail Label is a little illegible which could have caused some confusion
as to the date-in but the express mail label bears a USPS postmark of December 15,
2006.

The evidence therefore is sufficient for correcting the filing date.

In view. of the above, the petition is GRANTED and since no fee is due, none will be
charged to petitioner's deposit account.

The application is being forwarded to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for
correction of the filing date to September 15, 2006 and for issuance of a corrected
filing receipt.

Telephone inquiries related to this matter should be directed to the undersigned
Pstjtions Attorney at (571) 272-3212.

Patricia Faison-Ball

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

SCHWEGMAN, LUNDBERG & WOESSNER, P.A.

P.0. BOX 2938 MAILED
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55402
JuL 07 2010

In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS

David Michael Leger et al. :

Application No. 11/521,997 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 15, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 2043.322US1

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
April 19, 2010, to revive the above-identified application.

-

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

A review of the record shows that a non-final Office action was mailed on August 11, 2009. ‘A
reply was received on February 11, 2010, along with a three month extension of time. The reply
was timely filed. Therefore the abandonment is hereby VACATED.

This application is being referred to Technology Center 3694 to withdraw the holding of
abandonment. ‘

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the Kimberly Inabinet at (571)
272-4618. '

/Kimberly Inabinet/

Kimberly Inabinet

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

FEB -8 2007 Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

PHILIP S. JOHNSON

JOHNSON & JOHNSON

ONE JOHNSON & JOHNSON PLAZA
NEW BRUNSWICK NJ 08933-7003

In re Application of

David E. Edgren et al : :

Serial No.: 11/522,014 : SUSPENSION OF ACTION
Filed: September 15, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No.: ARC 2164

This is in reply to the petition under 37 CFR 1.103 to suspend action on this application at
applicant’s request for a period of six months, filed January 16, 2007.

A review of the file history shows that this is an unexamined application.

§ 1.103 Suspension of action by the Office.

(a) Suspension for cause . On request of the applicant, the Office may grant a suspension of action by the Office
under this paragraph for good and sufficient cause. The Office will not suspend action if a reply by applicant to an
Office action is outstanding. Any petition for suspension of action under this paragraph must specify a period of
suspension not exceeding six months. Any petition for suspension of action under this paragraph must also include:
(1) A showing of good and sufficient cause for suspension of action; and

(2) The fee set forthin § 1.17(h), unless such cause is the fault of the Office.

Applicants’ petition states that the parent application of which this is a Divisional is presently
undergoing reexamination and that the art applied and decisions made therein on patentability of
the method claims may affect prosecution of the instant product claims. Applicants’ reasons
have been considered. However, the issues attendant to the determination of patentability of a
method undergoing reexamination may be significantly different from the issues attendant to the
patentability of a compound or composition claim. Further it is not the practice of the Office to
suspend prosecution of unexamined applications even when the application is a continuation of
an earlier abandoned application which is a Divisional of the patented application.

In view of the above reason the petition is DENIED.



Should there be any questions with respect to this action, please contact William R. Dixon, Jr.,
by mail addressed to: Director, Technology Center 1600, P. O. BOX 1450, ALEXANDRIA, VA
22313-1450, or by telephone at 571-272-0519 or by facsimile transmission at the Office general
facsimile number, 571-273-8300.

Bruce M. Kisliuk
Director, Technology Center 1600



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

Y [ United States Patent and Trademark Office
MAY 30 2007 P.0. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

PHILIP S. JOHNSON

JOHNSON & JOHNSON

ONE JOHNSON & JOHNSON PLAZA
NEW BRUNSWICK NJ 08933-7003

In re Application of

David Edgren et al :

Serial No.: 11/522,014 : PETITION DECISION
Filed: September 15, 2006 T

Attorney Docket No.: ARC2416USCNT3

This is a response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.59(b), filed April 5, 2007, to expunge
information from the above identified application. The application has been assigned to an
examiner, but has not been acted on at the present time.

Petitioner requests that the Proprietary Information Disclosure Statement, filed November 6,
2006, be expunged from the record. Petitioner states either: (A) that the information contains
trade secret material, proprietary material and/or material that is subject to a protective order
which has not been made public; or (B) that the information submitted was unintentionally
submitted and the failure to obtain its return would cause irreparable harm to the party who
submitted the information or to the party in interest on whose behalf the information was
submitted, and the information has not otherwise been made public.

This is an unexamined application. As such, the information provided has not been reviewed by
the examiner and the petition cannot be granted at this time. As stated in M.P.E.P. 724, upon
allowance or other action closing prosecution in an application petition may be made for return
of Proprietary Information Disclosure Statements. It is noted also that the petition fails to make
the required statements regarding retention of the material.

The petition is DISMISSED. Applicants may resubmit the petition subsequent to allowance or
other action being mailed in the application which closes prosecution. No additional petition fee
will be required at that time.

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 above address, or by telephone at
571-272-0519 or by facsimile transmission at the Office facsimile number, 571-273-8300.

Bruce M. Ki M

MDirector, Technology Center 1600




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

YRR DAY Corﬁmissioner for Patents
mﬁ 23 zm United States Patent and Trademark Office
. P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

PHILIP S. JOHNSON

JOHNSON & JOHNSON

‘ONE JOHNSON & JOHNSON PLAZA
NEW BRUNSWICK NJ 08933-7003

In re Application of

David Edgren et al ;

Serial No.: 11/522,014 : PETITION DECISION
Filed: September 15, 2006 : ’

Attorney Docket No.: ARC2416USCNT3

This is a response to the new petition under 37 CFR 1.59(b), filed October 25, 2007, to expunge
information from the above identified application. The application has been assigned to an
examiner, but has not been acted on at the present time.

Petitioner requests that the Proprietary Information Disclosure Statement, filed October 25, 2007,
be expunged from the record. Petitioner states either: (A) that the information contains trade
secret material, proprietary' material and/or material that is subject to a protective order which
has not been made public; or (B) that the information submitted was unintentionally submitted
and the failure to obtain its return would cause irreparable harm to the party who submitted the
information or to the party in interest on whose behalf the information was submitted, and the
~information has not otherwise been made public.

This is an unexamined application. As such, the information provided has not been reviewed by
 the examiner and the petition cannot be granted at this time. As stated in M.P.E.P. 724, upon
allowance or other action closing prosecution in an application petition may be made for return
of Proprietary Information Disclosure Statements.

The petition is DISMISSED. Applicants may resubmit the petition subsequent to allowance or
other action being mailed in the application which closes prosecution. No additional petition fee
will be required at that time.

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 above address, or by telephone at
571-272-05319 or by facsimile transmission at the Office facsimile number, 571-273-8300.

c€ M. Kisliu :
irector, Technology Center 1600



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

SPYROS LAZARIS D
ZUBER & TAILLIEU LLP ' COPY MAILE
10866 WILSHIRE BLVD., SUITE 300 : g
LOS ANGELES, CA 90024 APR1 0 200
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
Fereidoon F. Heravi : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 11/522,019 T TO WITHDRAW

Filed: September 15,2006 A : FROM RECORD
Attorney Docket No. 1038-1002 : :

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. §
1.36(b), filed January 9, 2009.

The request is NOT APPROVED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to the practitioners associated with
Customer No. 73276 was revoked by the applicants of the patent application on December 29, 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 Alicia Kelley at 571-272- 6059.
All other inquires concerning either the-examination or status of the application should be directed to
the Technology Center.

/SDB/

Sherry D. Brinkley
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: CARL & ASSOCIATES
103 N. CLARK DRIVE
LOS ANGELES CA 90048



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

MORRISON & FOERSTER, LLP

425 MARKET STREET . ' |
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105-2782 COPY MAILED
. NOV 1 5 2007
In re Application of , : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
‘Michael N. Gurevich : :
" Application No. 11/522,028 - - . : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed:. September 14,:2006 . : TO WITHDRAW

-Attorney Docket No. 007532000110 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw a5 attorney or agent under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) or
37 C.F.R. § 10.40 filed October 17, 2007.

The request is APPROVED.

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

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. Accordingly, all correspondence will be
mailed to the first signing inventor. A courtesy copy of this decision will be mailed to the address
noted on the request to withdraw. '

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

. There are no outstanding Office actions in this case.



Application No. 11/522,028 ' o Page 2

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Kimberly Inabinet at 571-272-
4618. :

Wmﬂ

Petitions Examiner
~ Office of Petitions

cc: Michael N. Gurevich
1422 Whitecliff Way
Walnut Creek, CA 94596

cc: Steven P. Phillips, Esq.
. Moore & Van Allen, gLLC
430 Davis Drive, Suite 500

Morrisville, NC 27560



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISS{)ONER FOR PATENTS

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

[ APPLICATIONNUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE [ FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT | ATTY. DOCKET NO/TITLE |
11/522,028 09/14/2006 Michael N. Gurevich 007532000110
' CONFIRMATION NO. 3144
20872 POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP
425 MARKET STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105-2482

D

Date Mailed: 11/14/2007

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY

This is in response to the Power of Attorney fi f led 10/17/2007.

* The withdrawal as attorney in this application has been accepted. Future correspondence will be mailed to the

new address of record. 37 CFR 1.33.

/kainabinet/

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

page 1 of 1



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

CARLSON, GASKEY & OLDS, P.C. Mail Date: 05/20/2010
400 WEST MAPLE ROAD
SUITE 350

BIRMINGHAM, MI 48009

Applicant : Tomaz Dopico Varela : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7618049 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 11/17/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/522,042 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

09/15/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 351 days. The USPTO will sua
sponte 1issue a certificate of correction reflecting the amount of PTA days
determined by the recalculation.

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

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

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

PTOL-549G (04/10)
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Choate, Hall & Stewart, LLP
Two International Place
Boston, MA 02110

In re Application of

Miyuki Nishimura et al.

Application No. 11/522,043

Filed: September 15, 2006

Attorney Docket No. 2003946-0253

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-'1.495‘2
MAILED
JUL 0.6 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
DECISION ON PETITION
TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.

§ 1.36(b), filed May 1, 2009.

The request is moot because a revocation of power of attorney has been filed.

- A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Fangli Chen and all
attorneys/agents associated with customer number 24280 has been revoked by the assignee of the
patent application on May 26, 2009. Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. §

1.36(b) is moot.

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

address until otherwise notified by applicant.

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

4618.

Kimberly Inabinet

Petitions Exa_n;iner
Office of Petitions

‘cc: Fish & Richardson P.C;
- P.O. Box 1022
Minneapolis, MN 55440-1022



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

FERRy cop LT ’

MENLO PARK CA 94026 COPY MAILED

In re Application of : APR 2 8 2008

Karl Petter Soderstrom : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Application No. 11/522,051 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 15, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 55600-8019.US01 : 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 26, 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 Judy Mohr on behalf of all attorneys of record who are associated with customer
No. 22918.

All attorneys/agents associated with the Customer Number 22918 have been withdrawn.
Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

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

There are no pending Office actions at the present time.

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

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: KARL P. SODERSTROM
1908 MENALTO AVENUE
MENLO PARK, CA 94025



O\ UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Schwegman, Lundberg, Woessner & Kluth, P.A.
P.O. Box 2938 _
Minneapolis, MN 55402

Inre Appﬁcation of

J. Thomas Vaughan Jr.

Application No. 11/522,082

Filed: September 15, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 1289.1101105

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
0CT 2 2 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 May 31, 2007.

The request 1s NOT APPROVED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Schwegman, Lundberg,
Woessner & Kluth, P.A. has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on July 9,
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 dlrected to the below-listed

address unt11 otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decwlon should be dlrected to Terri Wllhams at 571-272-

2991.

b bipynd
Terri Williams

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Crompton, Seager & Tufte, LLC .
. 1221 Nicollet Avenue
Suite 800
Minneapolis, MN 55403-2420



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

DORITY & MANNING, P.A. Mail Date: 04/27/2010
POST OFFICE BOX 1449

GREENVILLE, SC 29602-1449

Applicant : Jason R. Moldthan : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7644741 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 01/12/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/522,115 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

09/15/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 739 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

ETHERTON LAW GROUP, LLC

5555 E. VAN BUREN STREET, SUITE 100 COPY MAILED

PHOENIX AZ 85008 JUN 0 6 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Shanks and Maloney :

Application No. 11/522,136 . DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: 09-14-2006
Attorney Docket No. 206-138

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a), filed January 4, 2007. Applicant
obtained an extension of time for response within the first month. - Accordingly, the petition is
timely filed. '

The petition is dismissed.

Rule 47 applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the mailing date of this decision to reply,
correcting the below-noted deficiencies. Any reply should be entitled "Request for
Reconsideration of Petition Under 37 CFR 1.47(a)," and should 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 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 (2).

As to item (2), the declaration does not set forth the non-signing inventor’s residence, citizenship
and post office address. An oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63 and 1.64 signed
by the signing inventor on behalf of himself and the non-signing inventor is REQUIRED. See 37
CFR 1.76 and MPEP 409.03(a).



Application No. 11/522,136 Page 2

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
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

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

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3211.

C ot noTforTTeanc— Donns i

Christina Tartera Donnell
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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ﬁ ETHERTON LAW GROUP ..

5565 EAST VAN BUREN STREET
Suite 100
PHOENIX, AZ 85008

TEL: 602 - 681- 3331
FAX: 602 - 681- 3339

p-1

RECEIVED
CENTRAL FAX CENTER

JUL .05 2007

To: United States Patent and Trademark Office
Central Facsimile
Fax: 571-273-8300
H Phoune:
Re: ATTN: Office of Petitions
Appl. No:  11/522136 |
L Atty File: 206-138
FROM: Sandra L. Etherton, Reg. No. 36,982
FAX: 602-681-3339
PHONE: 602-681-3331
PAGES: 5 including cover
DATE:. July 5, 2007

PLEASE DO NOT DISSEMINATE TO OTHER THAN ADDRESSEE.

THE ATTACHED INFORMATION IS CONFIDENTIAL.,
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JUL 0S 2007 3:04PM ETHERTON LAW GROUP LLC 6026813339 p.2
RECEIVED
CENTRAL FAX CENTER
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE JUL 05 2007
In re Application of
Applicants: Steve C. Shanks and Ryan Maloney
Title of Invention: Fat Reduction Using External Laser Radiation and Niacin
Filed: September 14, 2006

Serial Number: 11/522,136
Atty Docket No.: 206-138

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMISSION under 37 CFR §§1.8 and 1.6(d)

Thereby certify that the correspondenge listed above is being transmitted by facsimile on the date indicated
belowlo the C mmr listed below, ATTN: Office of Petitions.
/-
A ~— /547 571-273-8300

Safidry/Etherton hd Date " Central Facsimile

Office of Petitions

Attn: Christina Tartera Donnell

United States Patent and Trademark Office
PO Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313

Dear Ms. Donnell:

This is a response to your Decision on Petition dated June 6, 2007, dismissing the
petition for failure to state on the declaration the non-signing inventor’s residence
address, citizenship, and post office address and setting forth a period of two months for
reply. This response is submitted within one month of the mailing date of the Decision,
and is therefore considered timely filed. |

Pursuant to our telephohe call on June 26, 3007, please find enclosed an

Application Data Sheet, setting forth the requested information. Thank you for your

assistance in this matter. W .
8 1 Ethetdn.

Registration No. 36,982

Customer Number 33354

Etherton Law Group, LLC

5555 East Van Buren Street, Suite 100
Phoenix, AZ 85008

tel: 602-681-3331/fax; 602-681-3339

PAGE 2/5* RCVD AT 7/5/2007 5:58:51 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-2/11* DNIS:2738300 * CSID:6026813339 * DURATION (mm-8s):02-56



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Date Mailed: March 10, 2008

ETHERTON LAW GROUP, LLC
5555 E. VAN BUREN STREET, SUITE 100
PHOENIX AZ 85008

Applicant: Shanks et al.

Appl. No.: 11/522,136

Filing Date: September 14, 2006

Title: FAT REDUCTION USING EXTERNAL LASER RADIATION AND NIACIN
Attorney Docket No.: 206-138

Pub. No.: US 2007/0100402 Al

Pub. Date: May 3, 2007

This is a decision on the request for republication> of patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(a), filed on February 27, 2008, 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:



Page 2
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 Data
M‘aﬁn?ment at 571-272-4200.
. o ) I |
A
Taﬁimy 3. ﬁoontz

Program & Management Analyst
Office of Data Management

Adjustment date: 03/10/2008 KKING1
02/27/2008 CCHAUL 00000028 11522136
02 FC:1303 -300.00 OF

Refund Ref:
03/10/2008 0030051794

Credit Card Refund Total: $300.00

An Exp..: XXXXXXXXXXXS007



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE : 3/20/09
TO SPE OF : ART UNIT 2823
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 11522144 _ Patent No.:_7410856 B2

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

LAMONTE NEWSOME

Certificates of Correction Branch

703-308-9390 ext. _112

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

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

Comments: __the ch angas o0@con 4+ be Do pen Tlhe locetio
'\/L\ZW*:‘& ?;LA ‘ C&@N—S‘Og—é: o "4 Qb ?'.“q‘—

PTOL-306 (REV. 7/03) U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Patent and Trademark Office
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SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE : 3/20/09
TOSPEOF :ARTUNIT ___2823
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 11522144  Patent No.:_7410856 B2
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

LAMONTE NEWSOME

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

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

I{Approved All changes apply.

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

Q Denied State the reasons for denial below.
Comments: __the cha + b ‘(ph?_,u _Lz locetiom

«’i o Cooskte ok W ol lud. b ltp an u%xv.,gﬁa
_ﬂc‘d“'{’e\.‘ r).“g.,\ Cﬂm@g:«é: o ’\-\—Q\\-Cixnk'b “‘R"

MeDd Fo e 2423

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

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

PERKINS COIE LLP/MSFT Mail Date: 04/20/2010
P. O. BOX 1247

SEATTLE, WA 98111-1247

Applicant : Anoop Gupta : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7631015 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 12/08/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/522,160 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/14/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 251 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

PERKINS COIE LLP/MSFT Mail Date: 05/17/2010
P. O. BOX 1247

SEATTLE, WA 98111-1247

Applicant : Anoop Gupta : NOTICE CONCERNING IMPROPER
Patent Number : 7631015 : CALCULATION OF PATENT TERM
i;;‘ficiiiﬁn o ﬁ;gg é 2228 : ADJUSTMENT BASED UPON USPTO
D C o5via7500e : 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 279 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)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspio.gov

BRINKS HOFER GILSON & LIONE/ALTICOR INDY COPY MAILED
ONE INDIANA SQUARE
SUITE 1600 0CT 1 5 2008
INDIANAPOLIS IN 46204

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
David W. Baarman, et al. : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Application No. 11/522,166 _ : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Filed: September 15, 2006 :
Attorney- Docket No. 3086/1708

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed October 10, 2008, to withdraw
the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

" The petition is GRANTED.

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

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on September 9, 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 2834 for processing of the request
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the previously filed
amendment dated September 9, 2008 as well as the concurrently filed amendment.

/April M. Wise/
April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

1 . . . . .
) The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and returning the new Part
B — Fee(s) Transmittal Form (along with any balance due at the time of submission). Pelitioner is advised that the Issue
Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and timely submitted 10 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
Wwww.uspto.gov

BRINKS HOFER GILSON & LIONE/ALTICOR INDY

CAPITAL CENTER, SUITE 1100

201 NORTH ILLINOIS STREET

INDIANAPOLIS IN 46204-4220 MAILED

0CT 15 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
David W. Baarman, et al. :
Application No. 11/522,166 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: September 15, 2006 . UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Attorney Docket No. 3086/1708 :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed October 13, 2009, to withdraw
the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is not signed by an attorney of record. Nevertheless, in accordance with 37 CFR ]
1.34, the signature of Mr. Sanders N. Hillis appearing on the correspondence shall constitute a
representation to the United States Patent and Trademark Office that he is authorized to represent
the particular party on whose behalf he acts. If Mr. Sanders N. Hillis desires to receive future
correspondence regarding this file, the appropriate power of attorney documents must be
submitted. All future correspondence regarding this application file will be directed solely to the
above-noted correspondence address of record.

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 28, 2009 cannot be refunded. If, however,
this application is again allowed, petitioner may request that it be applied towards the issue fee
required by the new Notice of Allowance.'

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

1 . . . , ) .
The request 1o 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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This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2839 for processing of the request
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
information disclosure statement.

/AMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



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

FROMMER LAWRENCE & HAUG Mail Date: 04/21/2010
745 FIFTH AVENUE- 10TH FL.

NEW YORK, NY 10151

Applicant : Toru Fujiwara : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7666678 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 02/23/2010 : TERM ADJUSIMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/522,168 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/15/2006 : 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)



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

FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW
GARRETT & DUNNER, LLP

901 NEW YORK AVENUE, NW MAILED
WASHINGTON, DC 20001-4413

AUG 19 2003
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Robert James, et al. :
Application No. 11/522,173 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 14, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW FROM
Attorney Docket No. 70107.77 (IDT 2096) : RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37
CFR § 1.36(b), filed July 9, 2009.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The request cannot be approved because practitioner/practitioners associated with
Customer Number 22852 requesting the withdrawal have not certified that 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 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. The failure to do so may subject the
practitioner to discipline'. See USPTO Form No. PTO/SB/83.

It is noted that the assignee of record has requested that the application be transferred to
another law firm. However, the present request cannot be approved since the assignee
has failed to properly intervene in the above-identified application by filing the required
Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b)2. See USPTO Form No. PTO/SB/96.

Additionally, 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).

' Practitioner should note that false certification may violate a practitioners’ duty under 37 CFR 10.23(b)(4) and (b)(5).

2 In order to request or take action in a patent matter, the assignee must establish its ownership of the patent to the satisfaction of the
Director. In this regard, a Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) must have either: (i) documentary evidence of a chain of title from the
original owner to the assignee (e.g., copy of an executed assignment), and a statement affirning that the documentary evidence of the
chain of title from the original owner to the assignee was or concurrently is being submitted for recordation pursuant to § 3.11; or (i) a
statement specifying where documentary evidence of a chain of title from the original owner to the assignee is recorded in the
assignment records of the Office (e.g., reel and frame number).
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All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the above-listed
address until otherwise notified by the applicant.

Telgphone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at
(571) 272-3226. All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of this
applicatiofi should'be directed to the Technology Center.

Petfitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc:  HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP
IP SECTION
2323 VICTORY AVENUE
SUITE 700
DALLAS, TX 75219



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450
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o OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Robert James, et al. :
Application No. 11/522,173 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 14, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW FROM

Attorney Docket No. 70107.77 : RECORD

This is a decision on the renewed Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 CFR §§
1.36(b) or 10.40, filed October 6, 2009.

The request is NOT APPROVED AS MOOT.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to attorneys/agents associated with
Customer Number 22852 has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on November 12,
2009. Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 CFR § 1.36(b) is moot.

It is noted that the assignee’s. statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) did not include the language that “[t]he
undersigned (whose title is supplied below) is authorized to act on behalf of the assignee”. However, the
Office has acknowledged and will construe the title “VP, General Counsel” associated with the person
who signed the power of attorney as having apparent authority to sign on behalf of the assignee. See
MPEP § 324(V)(A).

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

This application is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2184 to await a response to the Advisory
ion mailed October 6, 2009.

Telephone,inquirieg concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-3226. All
otherjinqujfries concerning the examination or status of this application should be directed to the

Petftions xaminer
Offjce of Petitions

cc: FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW
GARRETT & DUNNER, LLP
901 NEW YORK AVENUE, NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20001-4413
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THE FARRELL LAW FIRM, LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
290 Broadhollow Road

Suite 210E
Melville, NY 11747

Applicant : Sung-Hyun Cho : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7664087 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 02/16/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/522,196 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/15/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 623 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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THE PROCTER & GAMBLE COMPANY
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DIVISION
WINTON HILL BUSINESS CENTER - BOX 161
6110 CENTER HILL AVENUE COPY MAILED
CINCINNATI OH 45224
MAR 2 6 2007

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Taku lwamura et al. :

Application No. 11/522,197 - DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: September 15, 2006 X ‘
Attorney Docket No. CM3121M

This is a decision on the petition filed October 25, 2006, under 37 CFR 1.10(e),
requesting a corrected filing date of September 15, 20086, instead of the presently
accorded filing date of September 14, 2006. The petltlon is being treated under 37 CFR
1.10(d).

Petitioners acknowledge that the date of the deposit in Express Mail shown on
petitioners’ Express Mail receipt is September 14, 2006, but argue that the application
was actually deposited with the USPS on September 15, 2006.

In support of the petition seeking to have September 15, 2006 accorded as the filing
date, petitioners have provided a copy from the USPS Internet Track & Confirm
Database which shows an acceptance date of September 15, 2006 at 4:59pm.
Additionally, the express mail label bears a USPS postmark of September 15, 2006.

The evidence provided corroborates that the item bearing Express Mail Label No.
EV916937845US was presented for mailing on September 15, 2006 and not on
September 14, 2006 . In view thereof, it is concluded that the application is entitled to a
filing date of September 15, 2006. ‘

The petition is GRANTED. In view thereof, no petition fees are due and none have
been charged.

This matter is being referred to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for correction of
the filing date to September 15, 2006 and not September 14, 2006, and for issuance of
a corrected filing receipt.

Telephone inquiries related to this matter should be directed to the undersigned

itions Attorney at (571) 272-3212
aﬁbmg%omﬁ

Patricia Faison-Ball
Senior Petitions Attorne
Office of Petitions
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SCHERING-PLOUGH CORPORATION

PATENT DEPARTMENT (K-6-1, 1990) COPY MAILED

2000 GALLOPING HILL ROAD

KENILWORTH NJ 07033-0530 SEP 2 1 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of
Pickett, et al. ) :
Application No. 11/522,207 : ON PETITION
Filed: September 15, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. PD06280USO01

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
April 29, 2009, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned March 26, 2009 for failure to timely file a reply within the
meaning of 37 CFR 1.113 to the final Office action of September 25, 2008. The proposed reply
required for consideration of a petition to revive must be a Notice of Appeal (and appeal fee
required by 37 CFR 41.20(b)(2), an amendment that prima facie places the application in
condition for allowance, a Request for Continued Examination and submission (37 CFR 1.114),
or the filing of a continuing application under 37 CFR 1.53(b). See MPEP 711.03(c)(III)(A)(2).
No extensions of time pursuant to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. This
decision precedes Notice of Abandonment.

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

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

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 1614 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.

{ALESIA M. BROWN/
Alesia M. Brown

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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MAIL
ExxonMobil Chemical Company ‘_ ED
LawTechnology : JUN 1
P.O. Box 2149 N 18 2010
Baytown TX 77522-2149 (OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Rehkugler, et al. : '
Application No. 11/522,263 : ON PETITION

Filed: September 15, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 2006EM100

This is a decision on the petition filed February 23, 2010, which is being treated as a petition under 37 CFR
1.78(a)(3) to accept an unintentionally delayed claim under 35 U.S.C. § 120 for the benefit of priority to the
prior-filed non-provisional applications set forth in the amendment filed concurrently with the instant
petition.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) is DISMISSED.

A petition for acceptance of a claim for late priority under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) and 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 periods specified in 37 CFR 1.78(a)(5)(ii) and 37 CFR 1.78(a)(2)(ii).

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 comply with item (1).
In reviewing the chain of applications to which applicant is seeking a claim for priority, it does not appear

that Application No. 11/096,298 references intermediate Application No. 10/791,662. Section
201.11(1H)(c) of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure provides, in pertinent part, that:

Sometimes a pending application is one of a series of applications wherein the pending application is not
copending with the first filed application but is copending with an intermediate application entitled to the
benefit of the filing date of the first application. If applicant wishes that the pending application have the
benefit of the filing date of the first filed application, applicant must, besides making reference to the -
intermediate application, also make reference to the first application. See Sticker Indus. Supply Corp. v. Blaw-
Knox Co., 405 F.2d 90, 160 USPQ 177 (7th Cir. 1968) and Hovlid v. Asari, 305 F. 2d 747, 134 USPQ 162
(9th Cir. 1962). The reference to the prior applications must identify all of the prior applications and indicate
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the relationship (i.e., continuation, divisional, or continuation-in-part) between each nonprovisional
application in order to establish copendency throughout the entire chain of prior applications. Appropriate
references must be made in each intermediate application in the chain of prior applications. If an applicant
desires, for example, the following benefit claim: "this application is a continuation of Application No. C,
filed ---, which is a continuation of Application No. B, filed ---, which claims the benefit of provisional
Application No. A, filed ---," then Application No. C must have a reference to Application No. B and
provisional Application No. A, and Application No. B must have a reference to provisional Application No.
A. .

Where an application claims a benefit under 35 U.S.C. 120 of a chain of applications, the application must
make a reference to the first (earliest) application and every intermediate application. See Sampson v.
Ampex Corp., 463 F.2d 1042, 1044-45, 174 USPQ 417, 418-19 (2d Cir. 1972); Sticker Indus. Supply Corp.
v. Blaw-Knox Co., 405 F.2d 90, 93, 160 -USPQ 177, 179 (7th Cir. 1968); Hovlid v. Asari, 305 F.2d 747,
751, 134 USPQ 162, 165 (9th Cir. 1962). Petitioner should review the claim submitted to ensure that
appropriate references are made in each of intermediate application in the chain of prior application.

It is further noted that the amendment makes a reference to application 10/791,662, which has no inventor
in common with application 11/096,298. Accordingly, petitioner should also review the claim to ensure
that the application serial numbers to which petitioner is making a claim of priority are accurately cited.

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
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

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

Any questions conceming this matter may be directed to Kenya A. McLaughlin, Petitions Attorney at (571)
272-3222.

Chris Bottorff
Supervisor

Office of Petitions
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MAILED
FITZPATRICK CELLA HARPER & _
SCINTO MAY 17 2010
1290 Avenue of the Americas -
NEW YORK NY 10104-3800 OFFICEOF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
Heuer et al. :
Application No. 11/522,266 :
Filed: September 14, 2006 : ON APPLICATION FOR

Attorney Docket No. : PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT
03490.000020 :

Title: NUTRITIONAL COMPOSITION

AND METHOD FOR INCREASING

CREATINE UPTAKE AND RETENTION

IN SKELETAL MUSCLE, INCREASING

MUSCLE MASS AND STRENGTH,

INCREASING EXERCISE CAPACITY :

AND FOR AIDING RECOVERY :

FOLLOWING EXERCISE :

This is a decision on the “PETITION FOR CORRECTED PATENT TERM
ADJUSTMENT, ” filed October 1, 2009. Applicants request that the
initial Determination of Patent Term Adjustment under 35 U.S.C.
154 (b) be corrected.

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

The Office has updated the PAIR screen to reflect that the
correct Patent Term Adjustment (PTA) determination at the time
of the mailing of the Notice of Allowance is zero (0) days. A
copy of the updated PAIR screen, showing the correct
determination, is enclosed.

The Office acknowledges submission of the $200.00 fee set forth
in 37 CFR 1.18(e). No additional fees are required.

On August 26, 2009, the Office mailed a Determination of Patent
Term Adjustment under 35 U.S.C. 154(b) in the above-identified
application. Applicants were advised that the patent term
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adjustment to date is 0 days. In response, applicants timely
filed the instant request for reconsideration of the patent term
adjustment along with payment of the fee set forth in 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.18(e).

Applicants contend that the reductions for 90 days and 46 days
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.704(b) are incorrect. Applicants note that
the Office actions mailed on July 24, 2008 and February 11, 2009
were mailed to the incorrect correspondence address. Thus,

applicants argue the reductions of 90 and 46 days should be
removed.

The application history has been reviewed and it has been
determined that reductions of 90-days and 46-days will be
removed. No assessment of delay has been made to applicant for

responding to the Office actions of July 24, 2008 and February
11, 2008.

Further, no Office delay will be assessed as both Office actions
were mailed and responded to by applicants.

Applicants’ delay prior to the mailing of the Notice of
Allowance is 0 days,

In view thereof, the correct patent term adjustment at the time
of the mailing of the notice of allowance is 0 days.

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

Knowledge of the actual date the patent issues is required to
calculate the amount, if any, of additional patent term patentee
is entitled to for Office failure to issue the patent within 3
years. See § 1.702(b). (This is true even where a request for
continued examination (RCE) was filed). The computer will not
undertake the § 1.702(b) calculation until the actual date of
issuance of the patent has been determined. Likewise, the
computer will not calculate any further Office delay under §
1.702(a)(4) or applicant delay under § 1.704(c)(10) until the
actual date of issuance of the patent has been determined. As
such, the Office cannot make a determination on the correctness
of the patent term adjustment until the patent has issued.
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Requesting reconsideration of the patent term adjustment to be
indicated on the patent under 37 CFR 1.705(b) based on the
initial determination of patent term adjustment and a projected
issuance date of the patent (or even the filing date of the
request for continued examination) is premature. Accordingly,
it is appropriate to dismiss as premature such a request.

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

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

Telephone inquiries specific to this matter should be directed
to Petitions Attorney Charlema Grant at (571) 272-3215.

-

Anthofiy Knight
Director .
Office of Petitions

Enclosure: Copy of REVISED PALM Screen
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CORNING CABLE SYSTEMS LLC
C/0O CORNING INC., INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DEPARTMENT

SP-TI-3-1
CORNING, NY 14831 COPY MAILED

MAR 0 5 2008
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Robert B. Elkins, III, et al. :
Application No. 11/522,274 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: September 15, 2006 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(¢c)(2)
Attorney Docket No. HE0230-A :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed February 29, 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 February 13, 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 2874 for processing of the request

for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
information disclosure statement.

etitions 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.




SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:

DATE

"07/06/2009

TO SPE OF : ART UNIT 1626
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction on Patent No.:
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.

[4 Approved All changes apply.

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

[ 1 Denied State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:

/Joseph K. McKane/

SPE, Art Unit 1626

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



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:

DATE

'07/06/2009

TO SPEOF  ARTUNIT 1426
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction on Patent No.: /7, 5 5)/ iy 5 3
A response is requested with respect to the accompanying request for a certificate of correction.

Please complete this form and return with file, within 7 days to:
Certificates of Correction Branch - ST (South Tower) 9A22
Palm location 7590 - Tel. No. (703) 305-8309

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

Thank You For Your Assistance , Certificates of Correction Branch

The request for issuing the above-identified correction(s) is hereby:

Note your decision on the appropriated box.
X

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

C KL
JOSEPH K. McKANE

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 1600

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

P.O. Box 1364 |
Fairfax, Va. 22038-1364 MAILED
APR 2 7 2009

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Der-Jang LIAW :

Application No. 11/522,331 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 18, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. 0941-1732PUSS5

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.182, filed, June 5, 2008, to correct the
inventorship in the instant application.

The petition is DISMISSED.

* Petitioner requests that the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (Office) update their records to add
the names Shou-Mau HONG and Ming-Hung HUANG as inventors. Petitioner submits that the
Office records omitted these two inventors from the present application.

Petitioner agrees that a review of the file history indicates that the Electronic Acknowledgement
Receipt dated December 12, 2006 shows that only a single declaration page was submitted.
Petitioner notes however that the bottom of the single page declaration clearly stated
“Additional Inventors are being named on separately numbered sheets attached hereto”.
Petitioner further notes that it should be clear that the declaration submitted December 12, 2006
was not being utilized as a newly executed oath or declaration in order to correct inventorship of
the continuing application (see MPEP 201.03(e)). Petitioner directs attention to the remarks
submitted in response to Notice to File Missing Parts which set forth that “A copy of the
declaration from the parent application was available in the parent application and is attached
hereto...” Finally petitioner request that the omission of the second page of the declaration be
treated as a mistake under MPEP 201.03(E), since there is no change of individuals, but the
wrong names were given due to omission of the second page of the declaration.

A first filed oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1.63 executed by less than all of the inventors
initially identified will under 37 CFR 1.48(f)(1), determine the inventorship in an application.
Applicant is therefore advised that the proper venue for correction of inventorship is 37 CFR
1.48. This rule provides for the myriad of instances where correction of the inventorship in an
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application may be required, and the requirements and the requirements for a grantable petition
to effect said correction.

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'
Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned at (5§71) 272-0602.

T

Thurman K. Page
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

! www.uspto.gov/ebe/efs_help.html (for help using EFS-Web call the Patent Electronic Business Center

at (866) 217-9197)
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Patent and Trademark Office

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS
Washington, D.C. 20231

May 7, 2008

Patent No.: 7,271,230

Applicant :Der-Jang Liaw, et. al.

Issued : September 18, 2007

For : NORBORNENE COMPOUNDS WITH CROSS-LIKKABLE GROUPS
AND THEIR DERIVATIVES

Re: Request for Certificate of Correction

Consideration has been given your request for the issuance of a certificate of correction
for the above-identified patent under the provisions of Rules 1.322.

Respecting the alleged error the omission of inventors’ names, the inventors are printed in
accordance with the Declaration submitted at the time of filing the application. Therefore,
not correction is in order here under Rules 1.322.

However, your attention is directed to C.F.R. 1.324, wherein a request is being made to
add or delete inventor(s), after issuance of the patent

In view of the foregoing, your request is hereby denied.

Further correspondence concerning this matter should be filed and directed to Decisions
and Certificates of Correction Branch.

Eva James

For Mary F. Diggs

Decisions & Certificates

(703) 308-9390 ext.124 or 125

Paul C. Lewis
8110 Gatehouse Road

Suite 100 East, P.O. Box747
Jalls Chunch, V& Z2040-27 %7

ET
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Commissioner for Patents
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April 3, 2008

Douglas H. Goldhush

SQUIRE, SANDERS & DEMPSEY LLP
8000 Towers Crescent Drive, 14™ Floor
Tysons Corner, VA 22182-2700

Patent No.: 7,257,902 B2
Application No.: 11/522,400
Inventor(s): Wei Gao,.ct al.
Issued: August 21, 2007
Title: STAGE DEVICE

Re: Request for Certificate of Correction

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

Assignees’ names and addresses (assignment data) printed in a patent, are based solely on
information supplied in the appropriate space for identifying the assignment data, i.e., item' 3 of
the Issue Fee Transmittal Form PTOL-85B. Granting of a request under 37 CFR 3.81(b) is
required to correct applicant's error providing incorrect or erroneous assignment data, before
issuance of a Certificate of Correction, under 37 CFR 1.323 (see Manual of Patent Examining
Procedures (M.P.I5.P) Chp. 1400, sect. 1481). This procedure is required at any time afier the
issue fee is paid, including after issuance of the patent.

In view of the foregoing, your request, in this matter, is hereby denied.

A request to correct the Assignee under 37 CFR 3.81(b) should include:
A. the processing fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.117(h) (curr ently $130);
B. astatcment that the failure to include the correct assignee name on the PT OL-85B was
inadvertent; and ‘
C. acopy of the Notice of Recordation of Ass1gnmcnt Document, reflecting the reel and
frame number where the assignment(s) is recorded and/or reflecting proof of the date the
assignment was submitted for recordation.



In the Request, Applicant(s) may request that the file be forwarded to Certificates of Correction
Branch, for issuance of a Certificate of Correction, if the Request is granted.

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

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

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

By fax: (571)273-0025
ATTN: Office of Petitions

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

irginia Tolbert
For Mary Diggs, Supervisor

Decisions & Certificate of Correction Branch
(703) 305-8309 or (703) 308-9390 ext 113

vt



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

SQUIRE, SANDERS & DEMPSEY L.L.P.
8000 TOWERS CRESCENT DRIVE

14TH FLOOR COPY MAILED
VIENNA VA 22182-6212 .
MAR 0 2 2009

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Patent No. 7,257,902

Issued: August 21, 2007 :

Application No. 11/522,400 : ON PETITION
Filed: September 18, 2006 :

Attorney Docket Number: 58546.00033

This is a decision on the petition, filed August 19, 2008, under 37 CFR 1.183 to correct
the assignee’s name on the front of the Patent. The petition is being treated under 37
CFR 3.81(b)".

The petition is GRANTED.

Petitioner states that the name of a second assignee, was inadvertently not included
on the Fee(s) Transmittal form PTOL-85(b) at the time of payment of the issue fee.
Accordingly, petitioner requests that a certificate of correction be issued to reflect the
name of the second assignee on the front page of the Letters Patent.

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(i) of this chapter.

A request for a certification of correction was filed January 7, 2008 and was dismissed
in a decision mailed August 15, 2008 since the request was not accompanied by a
petition under 37 CFR 3.81 and the proper fees.

I See Official Gazette of June 22, 2004

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
Www.uspto.gov
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Office assignment records reflect that TOHOKU TECHNOARCH CO., LTD is also an
assignee of record. Accordingly, as the request complies with the provisions of 37 CFR
3.81(b), it would be appropriate for a certificate of correction to issue.

The petition fee and the fee for the certificate of correction have been properly applied.

Inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3212. Any questions concerning the issuance of a certificate of correction should be
directed to the Certificates of Correction Branch at (703) 305-8309.

This file is being referred to the Certificates of Correction Branch for issuance of a

Tt oalf

Patricia Faison-Ball
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
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REED SMITH LLP

3110 FAIRVIEW PARK DRIVE, SUITE 1400 COPY MAILED
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22042 MAR 2 0 2007

In re Application of :

Ono, et al. OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Application No. 11/522,466 : ON PETITION

Filed: September 18, 2006
Attorney Docket No.: HITA.0878

This is response to the petition filed October 20, 2006, which will be treated as a petition under 37 CFR
1.182, requesting that the above-identified application retain the presently accorded filing date with
figures 23-24, as described in the specification, as part of the original disclosure.

The petition is dismissed.

On September 18, 2006, the above-identified application was filed. However, on October 16, 2006, the
Office of Initial Patent Examination mailed a “Notice of Omitted Items in a Non-Provisional
Application”, stating that application had been accorded a filing date of September 18, 2006, and
advising applicant that Figures 23-24 appeared to have been omitted.

In response, on October 20, 20006, applicant filed the present petition and maintains that the application
should retain its original filing date because the application contained an incorporation by reference
statement on filing that incorporated the disclosure of a prior-filed application that contained Figures 23-
24.

The Notice permits applicant to either: (1) promptly establish prior receipt in the Office of the items at
issue (generally by way of a date-stamped postcard receipt (MPEP 503)), or (2(? promptly submit the
omitted items and accept the date of such submission as the a};.plication filing date. An applicant asserting
that the missing items were in fact deposited in the Office with the application papers must file a petition
(and the appropriate petition fee) with evidence of such deposit. An applicant desiring to submit the
omitted items 1n a nonprovisional application and accept the date of such submission as the application
filing date must file any omitted items with an oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63 and
1.64 referring to such omitted items and a petition under 37 CFR 1.182 (with the petition fee under 37
CFR 1.17(h) requesting the later filing date within two months of the date of the Notice (37 CFR

1.181(f)).

An applicant may incorporate by reference the prior application by including in the agplication-as-filed, a
statement that such specifically enumerated prior application or applications are hereby incorporated by
reference. The statement must appear in the specification for an application filed after September 21,
2004. The inclusion of this incorporation by reference of the prior a%plications(s) will Eermit an applicant
to amend the divisional or continuation appﬁcation to include any subject matter in such prior
application(s), without the need for a petition. See MPEP 201.06(c).
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In view of the incorporation by reference of the prior application, Figures 23-24 are not new matter if they
were a part of the disclosure of the prior application.

The application is being returned to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for further _lprocessing with a
filing date of September 18, 2006, using only the application papers present on filing. The preliminary
amendment, filed October 20, 2006, requesting entry of Figures 23-24 is noted.

The petition fee will not be refunded as this petition was necessitated by the applicant’s filing error, rather
than an error on the part of the Office. The fee for the instant petition is $400.00. Accordingly, deposit
account 08-1480 will be charged $270.00 for the outstanding portion of the fee due.

The application is being returned to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for further processing with a
filing date of September 18, 2006. Thereafter the application will be directed to the appropriate
Technology Center for processing of the preliminary amendment.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3222.
! ¢ L

O(J//a { y// s

Kenya"A. McLaughin

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

: : - Paper No.:
DATE ' —Aug, 22,2008
TO SPE OF : ART UNIT 1713
. SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 11/522483 _ Patent No.: 7323518

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. ’

Q Approved ' All changes apply.
',‘Bf Approved in Part : Specify below which changes do not apply.
O Denied State the reasons for denial below. '

Comments: 'Th""“’u"’k“m O’F +he 3”’.‘*\4 a4t inve nfov- names

did v\d"'a?prnve lw'cow»r{ 4 needs 4 '-F.-Le a petihan f@f_“ps-,-
onder Rule 324 as o(“(us,(‘_eg( m MPEP 143/.‘01- '

SPE. Q9 b/ AU 1794

/ © ——_

PTOL-308 (REV. 7/03) U.S_DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Patent and Trademark Office
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JONDLE & ASSOCIATES P.C. ’ ‘
858 HAPPY CANYON ROAD SUITE 230 MAILED
CASTLE ROCK, CO 80108 )

- JUN 0 4 2010
In re Application of : : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Anita Stover et al :
Application No. 11/522,499 : NOTICE

Filed: September 14, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 1574-066
|

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

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

Your fee deficiency submission under 37 CFR 1.28 is hereby ACCEPTED.
:25 related to this communication should be directed to Irvin Dingle at (571) 272-3210.
rvin Dingl

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
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Paper No.
CROMPTON, SEAGER & TUFTE, LLC ‘
1221 NICOLLET AVENUE
SUITE 800
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55403-2420 COPY MAILED
JUN 2 8 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Todd Adams, Todd Beaupre,
Christopher Nardone, Mark Girard, :
and Raymond Lareau : DECISION REFUSING STATUS

Application No. 11/522,561 : UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.47(a)
Filed: September 18, 2006 :
Attorney Docket No. 1001.1968101

This is a decision on the PETITION BY JOINT INVENTOR FILING ON
BEHALF OF OTHER JOINT INVENTOR WHO REFUSES TO JOIN IN
APPLICATION filed January 5, *2007.

The petition under 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).

The above-identified application was filed on September 18,
2006, without an executed oath or declaration. Accordingly, on
October 11, 2006, applicants were mailed a “Notice to File
Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application - Filing Date
Granted (Notice),” requiring an executed oath or declaration and
a surcharge for its late filing. This Notice set a two-month
period for reply with extensions of time obtainable under

§ 1.136(a).
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In response, applicants timely filed the surcharge under

§ 1.16(1); the instant petition under § 1.47(a) (and fee); and
pages 1-4 of a declaration executed by Mark Adams, Christopher
Nardone and Mark Girard, and page 3 of 4 of a declaration
executed by Raymond Lareau. Further, the declaration includes
an addendum in which joint inventor Chris Nardone signs on
behalf of non-signing inventor Todd Beaupre.

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) requires: (1) proof
that the non-signing inventor cannot be reached or found, after
diligent effort, 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.

Requirements (3) and (4) have been satisfied. The required
petition fee of $200 has been charged to petitioner’s Deposit
Account, as authorized. The petition includes a statement of
the last known address of the non-signing inventor.

However, the petition is not grantable because it does not
satisfy requirement (2) and thus, requirement (1).

The declaration submitted is not acceptable. It is not in
compliance with 37 CFR 1.47(a) or 1.63.

37 CFR 1.47(a) and 35 U.S.C. 116, second paragraph, requires all
available joint inventors to file an application “on behalf of”
themselves and on behalf of a joint inventor who “cannot be
found or reached after diligent effort” or who refuses to “join
in an application.”

In addition to other requirements of law (35 U.S.C. 111(a) and
115), an application deposited in the U.S. Patent and Trademark
Office pursuant to 37 CFR 1.47(a) must meet the following
requirements:

(A) All the available joint inventors must (1) make oath
or declaration on their own behalf as required by 37 CFR
1.63 or 1.175 (see MPEP § 602, § 605.01, and § 1414) and
(2) make oath or declaration on behalf of the nonsigning
joint inventor as required by 37 CFR 1.64. An oath or
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declaration signed by all the available joint inventors
with the signature block of the nonsigning inventor(s) left
blank may be treated as having been signed by all the
available joint inventors on behalf of the nonsigning
inventor(s), unless otherwise indicated.

See MPEP § 409.03(e).

In this instance, applicants have offered a declaration executed
by only 1 of the available joint inventors on behalf of the
nonsigning inventor. This is not acceptable.

Even if the declaration were properly executed, 37 CFR
1.63(b) (3) requires that the oath or declaration:

State that the person making the oath or declaration
acknowledges the duty to disclose to the Office all
information known to the person to be material to
patentability as defined in § 1.56.

The instant declaration states “material to examination.”

Finally, with respect to the deficiencies in the declaration, it
is permissible for the inventors to sign separate declarations.
Nonetheless, as stated in MPEP 605.04 (a), an oath or declaration
under 37 CFR 1.63 by each actual inventor must be presented.
While each inventor need not execute the same oath or
declaration, each oath or declaration executed by an inventor
must contain a complete listing of all inventors so as

to clearly indicate what each inventor believes to be the
appropriate inventive entity. Accordingly, applicants must
submit to the Office each declaration in its entirety and not
just the signature pages of some.

With respect to requirement (1), the petition includes proof
that inventor Beaupre has refused to join in the application,
after having been presented with the application papers.
However, given the deficiencies in the declaration described
above, it further cannot be concluded that inventor Beaupre’s
failure to sign such a declaration, even after having been
presented with the application papers, constitutes refusal to
join in the application. A bona fide attempt must be made to
present inventor Beaupre with all of the application papers,
including a proper declaration, before his failure to respond
will be inferred as a refusal. The renewed petition must
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include a statement of facts by a person with firsthand
knowledge. This statement must also state the basis for the
conclusion that inventor Beaupre refuses to join in the
application.

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

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

By FAX: (571) 273-8300
' Attn: Office of Petitions
ATTN: NANCY JOHNSON

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.

ooy

hson
ritions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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OOUNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

Paper No.
- CROMPTON, SEAGER & TUFTE, LLC
1221 NICOLLET AVENUE
SUITE 800
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55403-2420
COPY MAILED
DEC 3 1 2007
In re Application of ' ' : OFHCEOFPEHHONS-
Todd Adams, Todd Beaupre, :
Christopher Nardone, Mark Girard,
‘and Raymond Lareau : DECISION NOTING JOINDER
Application No. 11/522,561 _ : OF INVENTOR AND PETITION
Filed: September 18, 2006 : UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.47(a)
Attorney Docket No. 1001.1968101 : DISMISSED AS MOOT

This is in response to the “REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF
PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(a)”, filed August 31, 2007.

The petition is DISMISSED AS MOOT.

The above-identified application was filed on September 18,
2006, without an executed oath or declaration. In response to
the “Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application
- Filing Date Granted (Notice)” mailed October 11, 2006, on
January 5, 2007, applicants filed the initial petition under 37
CFR 1.47(a). ' '

By decision mailed June 28, 2007, the petition was dismissed.
The declarations submitted was not acceptable and given the
deficiencies in the declaration, it was concluded that
petitioner had not made an adequate showing of inventor
Beaupre’s refusal to join in the application.

Applicants timely responded with the instant renewed petition.
Therewith, applicants have submitted three complete declarations
executed, in combination, by all of the joint inventors,
including previously non-signing inventor Beaupre.
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The declarations submitted Augﬁst 31, 2007 have been reviewed
and found acceptable. The deficiencies previously noted have
‘been cured. ' ‘ :

In view of the joinder of the inventor, further consideration
under 37 CFR 1.47(a) is not necessary and the petition is
considered 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).

This application will be examined in due course.

Telephone inquiries related to this decision may be directed to
the undersigned at (571) 272-32109.

Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
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E I DU PONT DE NEMOURS AND COMPANY
LEGAL PATENT RECORDS CENTER

BARLEY MILL PLAZA 25/1122B

4417 LANCASTER PIKE COPY MAILED
WILMINGTON, DE 19805

0CT 2 9 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Sarah Jane Mears :

Application No. 11/522,575 : ON PETITION
Filed: September 18, 2006 ' :

Attorney Docket No. EL0489USDIV

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed June 9, 2008, to revive the above-
identified application.

The application became abandoned for failure to respond to the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment
(37 CFR 1.121) mailed November 16, 2007. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on May 29, 2008.

The petition is not signed by an attorney of record. However, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.34(a), the
signature of Barbara C. Siegell appearing on the petition shall constitute a representation to the United
States Patent and Trademark Office that she is authorized to represent the particular party on whose
behalf she acts.

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 $1,540; and (3) a proper statement of unintentional
delay. Therefore, the petition is GRANTED.

The office acknowledges receipt of $1,050 for a three months extension of time filed on June 9, 2008.
However, an extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136 must be filed prior to the expiration of the maximum
extendable period for reply. See In re Application of S., 8 USPQ2d 1630, 1631 (Comm’r. Pats. 1988).
Accordingly, since the $1,050 extension of time was subsequent to the maximum extendable period for
reply, this fee is unnecessary and will be credited to petitioner’s deposit account.

This application file is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 1796 for review of the amendment
filed with the instant petition.

T¢lephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3226.

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
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LEE & HAYES, PLLC Mail Date: 08/02/2010
c¢/o Intellevate, LLC

P.0O. BOX 52050
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402

Applicant : Georgios Palaskas : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR

Patent Number : 7657232 : RECALCULATION of PATENT

Issue Date : 02/02/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Application No: 11/522,599 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO
Filed :

09/18/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 807 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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LAW OFFICE OF ROD D. BAKER AILED

§%71 %’ll;;}}TE HIGHWAY 333 COPY M

TIJERAS NM 87059-7382 AUG 0 2 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

BRANYAN, Jeffrey M. :

Application No. 11/522,618 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: September 18,2006 ' : TO WITHDRAW -

Attorney Docket No. THRM1-PAT-UT01 : 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 17, 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 Rod D. Baker on behalf of all attorneys of record who are associated.
All attorneys/agents associated 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 Jeffrey Branyan at the address indicated below.

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

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: JEFFREY R. BRYAN :
10612 GRIFFITH PARK DRIVE, NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87123-4855



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

S.C. JOHNSON & SON, INC. Mail Date: 04/20/2010
1525 HOWE STREET

RACINE, WI 53403-2236

Applicant : David C. Belongia : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7628338 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 12/08/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/522,641 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/18/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 504 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

MORRISON & FOERSTER, LLP
755 PAGE MILL ROAD
PALO ALTO, CA 94304-1018

- Inre Application of

Robert A. Hansen

Application No. 11/522,666
Filed: September 18, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 333648US8

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED

JAN 3 0-2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
DECISION ON PETITION

TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.

§ 1.36(b), filed October 14, 2008.

The request is DISMISSED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Morrison & Foerster, LLP has
been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on November 17, 2008. Accordingly, the

request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

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

address until otherwise notified by applicant.

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

/AMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: OBLON. SPIVAK, MCCLELLAND,
MAIER & NEUSTADT, PC
1940 DUKE STREET
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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Gerald Bluhm Mail Date: 04/21/2010
Tyco Fire and Security

50 Technology Drive
Westminster, MA 01441

Applicant : Mark P. Barrieau : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7619534 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 11/17/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/522,671 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/18/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 420 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
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY / TECHNOLOGY LAW
PO BOX 14329 -
RESEARCH TRIANGLE PARK NC 27709 . COPY MAILED
JAN 1 6 2007
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Stiers _ :
Application No. 11/522,679 : ON PETITION

Filed: September 18, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 2771-775
FOR: DRAIN CONNECTOR FOR
SUBSTANCE PROCESSING
RECEPTACLE

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.10(c), filed October 12, 2006, requesting that the
above-identified application be accorded a filing date of September 18, 2006. Petitioner was
concerned because the return receipt postcard was stamped with a barcode listing September 19,
2006 as the date of receipt of the application.

Office records indicate that on December 20, 2006 the Office of Initial Patent Examination mailed
a corrected filing receipt listing September 18, 2006 as the filing date for the above-identified
application. :

As the filing date is correct, the petition under 37 CFR 1.10(c) is dismissed as moot. No petition
fee has been or will be charged.

After the mailing of this decision, the application file will be forwarded to Technology Center A.U.
3751 for examination in due course.

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

Lhriwns WLl 570

Shirene Willis Brantley

Senior Petitions Attorney

Office of Petitions

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

GREENBERG TRAURIG (HOU) Mail Date: 04/20/2010
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DEPARTMENT

1000 Louisiana Street
Suite 1700
Houston, TX 77002

Applicant : Yang Xu : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7591319 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 09/22/20009 : TERM ADJUSIMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/522,693 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/18/2006 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 278 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

GREENBERG TRAURIG (HOU) Mail Date: 05/17/2010
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DEPARTMENT

1000 Louisiana Street
Suite 1700
Houston, TX 77002

Applicant : Yang Xu : NOTICE CONCERNING IMPROPER
Patent Number : 7591319 : CALCULATION OF PATENT TERM
i;;‘ficiiiﬁn o Sffﬁé é 2222 : ADJUSTMENT BASED UPON USPTO
D L 05/ 18 5008 : 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 314 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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COPY MAILED™"*"*"

MARTIN L. MCGREGOR | SEP 14
26415 OAK RIDGE DRIVE | 1 4 2007

SPRING TX 77380 o | . OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Philip A. Tritico et al. : :

Application No. 11/522,701 : ON PETITION
Filed: September 8, 2006 )

Attorney Docket No. 54-6-CIP

This is a decision on the pétition, filed -Adgust 3, 2007, under 37 CFR 1.181, to
withdraw the holding of abandonment. :

" The petition under 37 CFR 1.181 is GRANTED.

A Notice to File Missing Parts was mailed October 6, 2006 which set a two month
period for response. A response was received December 11, 2006 however after the
due date and thus the application became abandoned. Accordingly, a Notice of
Abandonment was mailed June 8, 2007.

Petitioner argues that although the response was not received until December 11,

2006, it was timely filed on December 6, 2007. As proof, petitioner points to a certificate
of mail that can be found on the transmittal, acknowledging however that due to a '
pagination issue, the date portion of the certificate of mail was left off. Petitioner

therefore argues that the Notice of Abandonment was mailed in error.

A review of the file confirms that while the transmittal letter was signed, there is no

date. However, since the transmittal letter notes, inter alia, that a power of attorney was
included with the December 11, 2006 filing and since the power of attorney bears a
certificate of mail properly signed and dated December 6, 2006, the evidence submitted
supports a finding that the response to the Notice to File Missing Parts was timely filed
on December 6, 2006. The Notice of Abandonment was sent in error and warrants a
withdrawal of the holding of the abandonment. No petition fee is due and none has

been charged.

This matter is being referred to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for consideration
of the response timely filed December 6, 2006 and received December 11 2006 and
for further pre-examination processing .

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned

Qe%%rji:jn yat (571) 272 3212.

Patricia Faison- Ball
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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ABB Inc.

Legal Dept. - 4U6

29801 Euclid Avenue ‘

Wickliffe, OH 44092-1832 : COPY MAILED
, MAR 2 6 2007

In re Application of Baecker etal. : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Application No. 11/522,709 : Decision on Petition

Filing Date: September 18, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 05-590 US

This is a decision on the petition filed December 18, 2006. The petition requests, in effect, the
withdrawal of the "Notice Of Omitted Item(s)" mailed October 10, 2006, to the extent the Notice
states page 12 of the specification appears to be missing.

The application was filed September 18, 2006.

The Office of Initial Patent Examination mailed a “Notice of Omitted Item(s)”” on October 10,
2006, stating page 12 of the application did not appear to be part of the application as filed.

The present petition indicates the abstract page was mislabeled as page 13 rather than 12. In -
other words, the petition states no pages were actually missing.

A review of the petition and the originally filed papers indicates the presence of specification
pages numbered 1 to 11 and 13. Therefore, the "Notice Of Omitted Item(s)" mailed October 10,
2006, was correct in stating that page 12 of the specification appeared to have been omitted from
the application papers. Therefore, the “Notice” was properly mailed and will not be withdrawn.

Accordingly, the petition is dismissed.

Since the present petition was not necessitated by any error on the part of the Office, the $400
petition fee will not be refunded.

In the future, petitioner should note, if a Notice of Omitted Items is mailed because a page is
unlabeled or mislabeled, petitioner may amend the specification to properly label the drawings
and a petition is NOT necessary.'

Petitioner should file a formal amendment if petitioner wishes to replace the abstract page
labeled page 13.

' New, properly labeled pages may be entered by an examiner without petition so long as the new drawings contain no new
matter. See MPEP 608.02(a). When an applicant wishes to amend the specification (by relabeling figures or otherwise) then a
formal amendment must be filed rather than a petition.



Application No. 11/522,709 Page 2

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

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to Petitions Attorney

?ﬂey at (571) 272-3203.

Charles Steven Brantley .
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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. DAVID J. WILSON

. 61 BELCHER CIRCLE COPY MAILED

. MILTON MA 02186

A DEC 1 8 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

- Inre Application of

: Michael Leung :

. Application No. 11/522,719 :  DECISION ON PETITION
~ Filed: September 18, 2006 :

© Attorney Docket No. Leung-001

. This is a decision on the petition, filed October 22, 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
¢ March 9, 2009, which set a three (3) month shortened statutory period for reply. Accordingly,
. areply was due on or before June 9, 2009.

- Petitioner states that a timely reply was mailed via certificate of mailing on August 7, 2009,

- which included the following papers: an amendment including a two (2) month extension of
- time. Petitioner has submitted a copy of the previously mailed correspondence, which bears
. acertificate of mailing dated August 7, 2009, which would render the reply timely.

A review of the file record does in fact indicate that the response filed August 7, 2009, via
- certificate of mailing was received by the Office.

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 March 9, 2009 is hereby withdrawn and the
application restored to pending status.

- This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3644 for appropriate action in the normal
- course of business on the reply received with petition.

i

* Chris Bottorff
- Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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COPY MAILED

BUSKOP LAW GROUP, P.C.
1776 YORKTOWN NOV 1 4 2008
SUITE 550

HOUSTON TX 77056 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Inre Applicatién of

Ryan Scott Rodkey, et al. :
Application No. 11/522,731 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: September 18,2006 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Attorney Docket No. 1411.011 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed September 18, 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 ;:opy of applicant John Frank Rodkey, Jr. drivers license. Accordingly, the
above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone 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 2614 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

Apjil M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Johnson & Johnson
One Johnson & Johnson Plaza
New Brunswick, NJ 08933-7033

Date: August 15, 2007

Application No. 11/522,771 .

Filed: September 18, 2006 : Oh;;’(:EFTI':':'IgN
Subject: HEXAHYDRO-CYCLOHEPTAPYRAZOLE ° 48(a)
CANNABINOID MODULATORS )

Receipt is acknowledged of the petition filed July 24, 2007 under 37 CFR 1.48(a) for correction
of inventorship. The petition has been GRANTED.

In view of the papers filed, it has been found that during the prosecution of the instant
application a name of an inventor was omitted through error without any deceptive intention on
the part of this inventor. Accordingly, this application has been changed by the addition of
Mingde Xia, Huajun Lu, Meng Pan and Michael P. Wachter. The application will be
forwarded to the Office of Initial Patent Examination (OIPE) for issuance of a corrected filing
receipt, and correction of the file jacket and PTO PALM data to reflect the inventorship as
corrected.

W K M Kot
JOSEPH K. MCKANE

United States Patent and Trademark Office
Technology Center 1600

SPE, ART UNIT 1626

Remsen SA05

571-272-0699
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HAMILTON, BROOK, SMITH & REYNOLDS, P.C. Mail Date: 04/21/2010
530 VIRGINIA ROAD

P.O. BOX 9133

CONCORD, MA 01742-9133

Applicant : Eugene A. Gregerson : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7661881 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 02/16/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/522,794 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/18/2006 : 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
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WESTMAN CHAMPLIN & KELLY, P.A. Mail Date: 04/21/2010
SUITE 1400

900 SECOND AVENUE SOUTH

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402

Applicant : Chang-Dong Feng : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7640784 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 01/05/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 11/522,828 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 09/18/2006 : 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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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Robert A. WALKER :

Application No. 11/522,845 . DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 18, 2006 :

Attorney Docket No. B304-030-FPA

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
June 15, 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 Notice of Non-
compliant Amendment (notice) mailed, October 20, 2008, which set a shortened statutory period
for reply of one (1) months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a)
were obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on November 21, 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. Accordingly, the reply to the non-compliant notice mailed October 20, 2008
is accepted as having been unintentionally delayed.

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

The petition fee of $810 has been charged to Deposit Account 50-1143 as authorized.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Tredelle Jackson at (571) 272-
2783.
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This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 1793 for appropriate action on the
concurrently filed amendment.

Ra&esh Krishnamurthy

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of

Bentley N. Scott :
Application No. 11/522,846 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: September 18, 2006 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. PHDS-46 : FROM RECORD

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

The request is NOT APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty)
days would remain between the date of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to
file a response or the 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 practitioners have not certified that he had delivered to
his client or duly authorized representative of the client all papers and property (including funds)
to which the client is entitled nor have they certified that they have notified the client of any
responses that may be due and the time frame within which the applicant must response.
However, if practitioner cannot make all of the certifications, an explanation detailing why the
certification cannot be made and must be included with the Request. It is also noted that false
certification may violate a practitioners’ duty under 37 CFR 10.23(b)(4) and (b)(5).

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the above-listed
address until otherwise notified by applicant. :
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at 571-272-1642.

/AMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: ELIZABETH PHAM
MUNICH CARTER, PC
600 BANNER PLACE
12770 COIT ROAD
DALLAS, TX 75251
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LERNER DAVID et al. COPY MAILED
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of:
Kang et al. :
Application No. 11/522885 : DECISION GRANTING
Filing or 371(c) Date: 09/18/2006 : PETITION UNDER
Title of Invention: : 37CFR § 1.183

WAFER LEVEL CHIP PACKAGE AND
A METHOD OF FABRICATING THEREOF

This Decision is in response to the “Petition Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.183 and MPEP § 715.04,”
filed March 30, 2009.

The petition is granted.

The application as-filed identified six inventors as the inventive entity: Teck-Gyu Kang,
Belgacem Haba and Guillian Gao. A nonfinal Office action was mailed on September 24, 2008.
In response to the Office action, Applicant filed an Amendment and a Declaration Pursuant to 37
C.F.R. § 1.131, executed by inventors Belgacem Haba and Guillian Gao only. Applicant files
the present petition and states that the inventor Teck-Gyu Kang refuses to execute the
Declaration. In support of this assertion, applicant provides the Declaration of Sean Pinner, who
states that a letter and a proposed draft declaration and other materials were sent to inventor
Kang via Federal Express. Applicant also files a copy of a delivery record generated by Federal
Express evidencing receipt of the proposed draft declaration and other materials by inventor
Kang on March 17, 2009.

The MPEP 715.04, Swearing back of Reference, Affidavit or Declarant Under 37 CFR 1.131,
provides in relevant part

Where one or more of the named inventors of the subject matter of the rejected

claim(s) (who had originally signed the oath or declaration for patent application under
37 CFR 1.63) is now unavailable to sign an affidavit or declaration under 37 CFR 1.131,
the affidavit or declaration under 37 CFR 1.131 may be signed by the remaining joint
inventors provided a petition under 37 CFR 1.183 requesting waiver of the signature of
the unavailable inventor be submitted with the affidavit or declaration under 37 CFR
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1.131. Proof that the non-signing inventor is unavailable or cannot be found similar to the
proof required for a petition under 37 CFR 1.47 must be submitted with the petition under
37 CFR 1.183 (see MPEP § 409.03(d)). Petitions under 37 CFR 1.183 are decided by

the Office of Petitions (see MPEP § 1002.02(b)).

This section states that a party qualified under 37 CFR 1.42, 1.43 or 1.47 may make the affidavit
when it is not possible to produce the affidavit or declaration of the inventor, and that waiver of
the signature requirement of the unavailable inventor may be demonstrated by proof similar to
that required in a petition under 37 CFR 1.47. In discussing waiver requirements under 37 CFR
1.183, the Office is guided by proof similar to that required when an Applicant is unavailable. In
this instance, Applicant asserts that the inventors refuse to join in the Declaration.

Analysis and Conclusion

The above-identified application and papers have been reviewed and found in compliance with
37 CFR 1.47(a). Petitioner has shown that the non-signing inventor, Teck-Gyu Kang, refuses to
execute the Affidavit. Accordingly, it is concluded that petitioner has demonstrated that this is an
extraordinary situation, requiring waiver of the rules.

The petition is granted. The application is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2894
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
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In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Keith R