UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAIL

MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP

600 13TH STREET, NW , OCT 10 7008
WASHINGTON DC 20005-3096 DIRECTOR'S OFFICE
‘ TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600

In re Application of : A
KANNO, HIROSHI : DECISION ON REQUEST TO

Application No. 12/147,070 : PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Filed: June 26, 2008 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Attorney Docket No. 074782-0040 : PROGRAM AND PETITION

: TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

37 CFR 1.102(d)

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) program .
and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed August 20, 2008, to make the above-identified
application special.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The request to participate in the PPH program and petition comply with the above requirements.
Accordingly, the above-identified applicatiqn has been accorded “special” status.



¥

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Kenneth Wieder at 571-272-.
2986. : '

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

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

e

Kenneth Wieder

Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 2600
Communications




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

LEVINE & MANDELBAUM

222 Bloomingdale Road

Suite 203

WHITE PLAINS NY 10605 MAILED

In re Application of : : MAY 231010
Jung » ' : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Application No. 12/147,071 : NOTICE
Filed: June 26, 2008 : ‘
Attorney Docket No. JISU0270US

This is a notice regarding your request for acceptance of a fee deficiency submission under 37
CFR 1.28, filed February 16, 2010.

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 1nvest1gat10n was done

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

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

Inquiries related to this communfcation should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3230.

Shirene Willis Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.UuSplo.gov

I ATTORNEY-DOCKET NO. l CONFIRMATION NO.

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR
12/147,091 06/26/2008 Hiroshi Kanno
53080 7590 11/26/2008

MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP
600 13TH STREET, NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20005-3096

074782-0041 6320
EXAMINER
ARTUNIT | | PAPER NUMBER
2821
MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE
11/26/2008 PAPER

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

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

- Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

McDermott, Will & Emery LLP
600 13" Street, N.W.
Washington DC, 20005-3096

In re Application of

Hiroshi Kanno : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Application No.: 12/147,091 : PARTICIPATE IN THE PATENT
Filed: 06/26/2008 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Attorney Docket No.: 074782-0041 : PROGRAM AND PETITION

: TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
For: DIFFERENTIALLY-FED ‘ :37 CFR 1.102(d)
VARIABLE DIRECTIVITY SLOT
ANTENNA

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

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

1. The U.S. application must validly claim priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) to one or more
applications filed in the JPO, note where the JPO application with similar claims is not
the same application from which the U.S. application claims priority that the applicant
must identify the relationship between the JPO application with similar claims and the
JPO priority application;

2. Applicant must submit a copy of:

a. The allowable/patentable claim(s) from the JPO application(s) or if a copy of the
allowable/patentable claims is available via the Dossier Access System (DAS)
applicant may request the USPTO obtain a copy from the DAS, however if the
USPTO is unable to obtain a copy from the DAS the applicant will be required to
submit a copy;

b. An English translation of the allowable/patentable claim(s) and

c. A statement that the English translation is accurate;

3. Applicant must

a. Ensure all the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be
amended to sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the
JPO application(s) and

b. Submit a claims correspondence table in English;



4. Examination of the U.S. application has not begun,;
5. Applicant must submit:
a. Documentation of prior office action:

1. acopy of the office action(s) just prior to the “Decision to Grant a Patent”
from each of the JPO application(s) containing the allowable/patentable
claim(s) or _ _

ii. if the allowable/patentable claims(s) are from a “Notification of Reasons
for Refusal” then a copy of the Notification of Reasons for Refusal or
iii. if the JPO application is a first action allowance then no office action from
the JPO is necessary should be indicated on the request/petition form;
Further, if a copy of the documents from a or b above is available via the Dossier
Access System (DAS) applicant may request the USPTO obtain a copy from the
DAS, however if the USPTO is unable to obtain a copy from the DAS the
applicant will be required to submit a copy;
b. An English language translation of the JPO Office action from (5)(a)(i)-(ii) above
¢. A statement that the English translation is accurate;
6. Applicant must submit:
a. An IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in the JPO office action
(unless already submitted in this application)
b. Copies of the documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent application
publications (unless already submitted in this application);
7. The required petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).

CONCLUSION

The request to participate in the PPH program and petition comply with the above requirements.
Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Response must be filed via the Electronic Filing System (EFS) with the Document Code
PPH.PET.652.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Darren Schuberg at 571-272-
2044.

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

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

arren Schuberg
TQAS
e{hnology Center 2800 — Semiconductors
Electrical & Optical Systems & Components




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USplo.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE J FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. [ CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/147,112 06/26/2008 Jae Hyung Song 2080-3612 6360
35884 7590 10/26/2009
LEE, HONG, DEGERMAN, KANG & WAIMEY [ EXAMINER B
660 S. FIGUEROA STREET VU, HUY DUY
Suite 2300
LOS ANGELES, CA 90017 | ARTUNIT | parernumser |
2461
| NOTIFICATION DATE I DELIVERY MODE j
10/26/2009 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the
following e-mail address(es):

uspto@lhlaw.com
ip.lhlaw@gmail.com
ip.lhlaw@live.com .

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.qov
Lee, Hong, Degerman, Kang & Waimey
660 S. Figueroa Street, Suite 2300
LOS ANGELES CA 90017 DECISION ON REQUEST TO
PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
In re Application of: Jac Hyung Song, et al. PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Application No. 12/147112 PROGRAM AND PETITION TO
Filed: June 26, 2008 MAKE SPECIAL UNDER 37 CFR
For: DIGITAL BROADCAST SYSTEM FOR 1.102(d) MAILED
TRANSMITTING/RECEIVING DIGITAL
BROADCAST DATA, AND DATA .
PROCESSING METHOD FOR USE IN THE 0CT 232009
SAME
DIRECTOR OFFICE
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2400

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) program
and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed July 10, 2009 to make the above-identified
application special.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



Application SN 12/147112
Decision on Petition

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

The request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition are found to comply with the
above requirements. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded "special”
status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Hassan Kizou at 571-272-
3088

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

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

Has#an Kizou VQ
Quality Assurance\Specialist

Technology Center 2400



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

WWW, uspto. gov

LEE HONG DEGERMAN KANG & WAIMEY

660 S, IGUEROA STREET MAILED

SUITE 2300

LOS ANGELES, CA 90017 JUN 23 2010
oo OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Jae Hyung Song et al : .

Application No. 12/147,112 : ON PETITION

Filed: June 26,2008
Attorney Docket No. 2080-3612

This is a decision on the petition, filed June 22, 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 apfphcatlon is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission under
37 CFR 1.114 (request for continued exammatlon) See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on April 22, 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 2461 for processing of the request for
continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
Information Disclosure Statement.

/Irvin Dingle/
Irvin Dingle
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 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).



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

LEVINE & MANDELBAUM '

222 Bloomingdale Road '

Suite 203 ‘ MAILED

WHITE PLAINS NY 10605 . | MAY 212010
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :

Jung :

Application No. 12/147,128 : NOTICE

Filed: June 26, 2008
Attorney Docket No. JISU0280US

This is a notice regarding your request for acceptance of a fee deficiency submission under 37
CFR 1.28, filed February 16, 2010.

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

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

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

Inquiries related to this communication should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3230.

Shlrene Willis 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

JERAMIE J. KEYS

P.0. BOX 71355 CORY MAILED

MARIETTA GA 30007-1355 UL 2 9 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :
Frerking et al. ‘ : DECISION ON PETITION

Application No. 12/147,147 : TO WITHDRAW

Filed: June 26, 2008 : FROM RECORD
Attorney Docket No. 01055.CON3 :

This is a decision on the Re%uest to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37
C.F.R. § 1.36(b), filed June 26, 2009. ‘

The request is NOT APPROVED because it is moot.

A review of the file record indicates that on June 17, 2009 the power of attorney was
revoked by the assignee of the patent application. Accordingly, the request to withdraw
under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

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

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 571-
272-7751. All other inquires concernin%ue]ither the examination or status of the
application should be directed to the Technology Center.

i C)%
oan Olszewski

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

[

cc: AT&T Legal Department — SZ
Attn: Patent Docketing
Room 2A-207
One AT&T Way
Bedminster NJ 07921



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK QFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED

Civins Denko Coburn & Lauff LLP

816 Congress Suite 1205 JUN 17 2019

Austin TX 78701 OFF[CE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Cady, et al. : :
Application No. 12/147,218 : ON PETITION

Filed: June 26, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 21260-0067002

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) filed April 20, 2010.
The petition is GRANTED.
This application became abandoned for failure to respond in a timely manner to the Notice of Allowance
and Issue Due mailed December 17, 2009. The notice set a statutory period for reply of three-months

- from its mailing date. A response was not received within the allowable period and the application
became abandoned on February 18,2010. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on April 5, 2010.

The issue fee and publication fee were received on April 20, 2010.

The request to change the correspondence address of record, filed April 20, 2010, is noted and made of
recod.

The application file is being directed to the Office of Data Management for further processing.
Telephone inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3222.

17("/ «4"/(//%(,\‘

Kenya A. “McLaughlin
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
Client 21058
f)/cb Dﬁ(l){)lzg 86 DARBY P.C.
0. 7 ‘ ,
CHURCH STREET STATION COPY MAILED
NEW YORK NY 10008-0770
AUG 2 5 2009
In re Application of * OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Xing Su et al. :
Application No. 12/147,243 . : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: June 26, 2008 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 21058/1206749-US|1 : 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 10, 2009.

The request is APPROVED.

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

The request was signed by Marie Collazo on behalf of all attorneys/agents associated with
customer number 75172. All attorneys/agents associated with customer number 75172 have been
withdrawn. ‘

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

The correspondence address has been changed and is copied below. _



Application No. 12/147,243 Page 2

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

ILimberly Ina inW

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Intel Corporation
2200 Mission College Boulevard
Santa Clara, CA 95054



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

r APPLICATION NUMBER ] FILING OR 371(C) DATE ] FIRST NAMED APPLICANT j ATTY. DOCKET NOJ/TITLE J
12/147,243 06/26/2008 Xing Su 21058/1206749-US1
CONFIRMATION NO. 6587
75172 ‘ POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE
Client 21058
clo DARBY & DARBY P.C. A
P.0.BOX 770

CHURCH STREET STATION
NEW YORK, NY 10008-0770
Date Mailed: 08/24/2008

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 07/10/2009.

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

/kainabinet/

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

page 1 of 1



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

FISH & RICHARDSON P.C.
P.0. BOX 1022 MAILED
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55440-1022

MAY 18 2010
In re Application .of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Ronald FLOWERS, JR. :
Application No. 12/147,320 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: June 26, 2008 : TO WITHDRAW '
Attorney Docket No. 22939-0002001 FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed March 10, 2010.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

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

Any request to withdraw the attorneys from record should include the same designation used to
appoint the attorneys of record. In this regard, the Request cannot be approved because the
" attorneys of record were not appointed through the use of a Customer Number, as indicated.

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

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

/dcg/

Diane C. Goodwyn
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

FISH & RICHARDSON, P.C.
P.0. BOX 1022
MINNEAPOLIS MN 55440-1022

In re Application of

Ronald FLOWERS, JR.

Application No. 12/147,320

Filed: June 26, 2008

Attorney Docket No. 22939-0002001

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

'MAILED
JUN 28 2010
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION
TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

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

§ 1.36(b), filed June 4, 2010.

The request is APPROVED.

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

The request was signed by Jack Brennan on behalf of all the attorneys of record.

All the attorneys of record have been withdrawn.

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

The correspondence address for future communications from the Office has been changed and the

new correspondence address is the address first copied below.



Application No. 12/147,320 | Page 2

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

/dcg/

Diane C. Goodwyn
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: RONALD FLOWERS, JR.
4437 ALLA ROAD, UNIT 4
MARINA DEL REY CA 90292

cc:  JACK BRENNAN
FISH & RICHARDSON, PC
601- LEXINGTON AVENUE, 52N° FLOOR
NEW YORK, NY 10022



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
: . UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
P.O. Box 1450 -
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
Www.uspto.gov

| APPLICATION NUMBER ] FILING OR 371(C) DATE ] FIRST NAMED APPLICANF j ATTY. DOCKET NO./TITLE |
12/147,320 06/26/2008 Ronald Flowers, JR. 22939-0002001
CONFIRMATION NO. 6720
26211 POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

FISH & RICHARDSON P.C.

o soxiz | I

Date Mailed: 06/28/2010

A\

" NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 06/04/2010.

» 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 1 of 1



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

WILSON SONSINI GOODRICH & ROSATI
650 PAGE MILL ROAD

PALO ALTO, CA 94304-1050 ' COPY MAILED
NOV 28 2008

In re Application of

LANGSTON, J. William :
Application No. 12/147,402 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: June 26, 2008 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Attorney Docket No. 16816-706.501 : 37 CFR 1.102{c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1). filed October 30, 2008, to make the
above-identified application special based on applicant's age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02,
Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

The instant petition includes the certification of attorney Anie K. Roche attesting to the age of
inventor James William Langston.  Accordingly, the above-identified application has been
accorded “special” status.

Inquiries concerning either the examination_or status of the application should be directed to
the Technology Center at 571-272-1600.

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

The application is being forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 1632 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

/Monica A. Graves/
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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Client 21058 '
f’l(:) DAg)ng7 786 DARBY P.C. . )
.0.B .
CHURCH STREET STATION COPY MAILED
NEW YORK NY 10008-0770
AUG 2 5 2009
In re Application of : : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Xing Su et al. :
Application No. 12/147,440 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: June 26, 2008 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 21058/1206749-US2 : - 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 10, 2009.

The request is APPROVED.

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

The request was signed by Marie Collazo on behalf of all attorneys/agents associated with
customer number 75172. All attorneys/agents associated with customer number 75172 have been
withdrawn.

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

The correspondence address has been changed and is copied below.



Application No. 12/147,440 ' Page 2

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

Kimberly Inab neW

Petitions Exa_miner
Office of Petitions

cc: Intel Corporation
2200 Mission College Boulevard
Santa Clara, CA 95054
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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.0Spto.gov

[ APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | ATTY. DOCKETNO/TITLE |
12/147,440 06/26/2008 Xing Su 21058/1206749-US2
' CONFIRMATION NO. 6945
75172 POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE
Client 21058
clo DARBY & DARBY P.C. B A
P.0.BOX 770 :

CHURCH STREET STATION
NEW YORK, NY 10008-0770
Date Mailed: 08/24/2005

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY

This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 07/10/2009.

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

/kainabinet/

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

page 1 of 1
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U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it contains a valid OMB control number

PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL BASED ON AGE FOR ADVANCEMENT OF EXAMINATION
UNDER 37 CFR 1.102(c)({1)

Application Information

Application 121147 472 Confirmation 7012 Filing
Number

Number Date 2008-06-27

Attorney Docket

Number (optional} 043829.011700 Art Unit Examiner

First Named

Chandra Sekar
Inventor

Title of Invention METHODS FOR MANUFACTURING A PAINT ROLLER WITH GROOVED SUBSTRATE

Attention: Office of Petitions
An application may be made special for advancement of examination upon filing of a petition showing that the applicant is 65
years of age, or more. No fee is required with such a petition. See 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP 708.02 (IV).

APPLICANT HEREBY PETITIONS TO MAKE SPECIAL FOR ADVANCEMENT OF EXAMINATION IN THIS APPLICATION
UNDER 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP 708.02 (IV) ON THE BASIS OF THE APPLICANT'S AGE.

A grantable petition requires cne of the following items:

(1) Statement by one named inventor in the application that he/she is 65 years of age, cr more; or

(2) Certification by a registered attorney/agent having evidence such as a birth certificate, passport, driver's license, etc.
showing one named inventor in the application is 65 years of age, or more.

Name of Inventor who is 65 years of age, or older

Given Name Middle Name Family Name Suffix

Chandra Sekar

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

Select (1) or (2) :

O (1) I am an inventor in this application and | am 65 years of age, or more.

@ (2) | am an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office, and | certify that | am in possession of
evidence, and will retain such in the application file record, showing that the inventor listed above is 65 years of age, or more.

Signature ) Date
/Richard E. Kurtz/ (YYYY-MM-DD) 2008-07-18
Name Richard E. Kurtz Registration 33936
Number

EFSWeb 1.0.5
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Approved for use through 07/31/2008. OMB 0651- 0031

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

under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it contains a valid OMB control number

Privacy Act Statement

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

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

1.

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

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

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

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

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

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to ancther federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.5.C. 218(c)).

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

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

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

EFSWeb 1.0.5



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

In re Application of

Chandra Sekar :
Application No. 12147472 :DECISION ON PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL

:UNDER 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)
Filed: June 26,2008 :

Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the electronic petition under 37 CFR 1.102 (c¢)(1) ,filed 18-JUL-2008 to make the above-identified
application special based on applicant's age as set forth in MPEP § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

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

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

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



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

In re Application of

Chandra Sekar :
Application No. 12147476 :DECISION ON PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL

:UNDER 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)
Filed: June 26,2008 :

Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the electronic petition under 37 CFR 1.102 (c¢)(1) ,filed 18-JUL-2008 to make the above-identified
application special based on applicant's age as set forth in MPEP § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

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

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

All other inquires concerning either the examination or status of the application should be directed to the Technology
Center.
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U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it contains a valid OMB control number

PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL BASED ON AGE FOR ADVANCEMENT OF EXAMINATION
UNDER 37 CFR 1.102(c)({1)

Application Information

Application 121147 476 Confirmation 2025 Filing
Number

Number Date 2008-06-27

Attorney Docket

Number (optional} 043829.011600 Art Unit Examiner

First Named

Chandra Sekar
Inventor

Title of Invention METHODS FOR MANUFACTURING A PAINT ROLLER WITH PERFORATED SUBSTRATE

Attention: Office of Petitions
An application may be made special for advancement of examination upon filing of a petition showing that the applicant is 65
years of age, or more. No fee is required with such a petition. See 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP 708.02 (IV).

APPLICANT HEREBY PETITIONS TO MAKE SPECIAL FOR ADVANCEMENT OF EXAMINATION IN THIS APPLICATION
UNDER 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP 708.02 (IV) ON THE BASIS OF THE APPLICANT'S AGE.

A grantable petition requires cne of the following items:

(1) Statement by one named inventor in the application that he/she is 65 years of age, cr more; or

(2) Certification by a registered attorney/agent having evidence such as a birth certificate, passport, driver's license, etc.
showing one named inventor in the application is 65 years of age, or more.

Name of Inventor who is 65 years of age, or older

Given Name Middle Name Family Name Suffix

Chandra Sekar

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

Select (1) or (2) :

O (1) I am an inventor in this application and | am 65 years of age, or more.

@ (2) | am an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office, and | certify that | am in possession of
evidence, and will retain such in the application file record, showing that the inventor listed above is 65 years of age, or more.

Signature ) Date
/Richard E. Kurtz/ (YYYY-MM-DD) 2008-07-18
Name Richard E. Kurtz Registration 33936
Number

EFSWeb 1.0.5
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under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it contains a valid OMB control number

Privacy Act Statement

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

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

1.

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

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

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

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

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

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to ancther federal agency for purposes of
National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.5.C. 218(c)).

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

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

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

EFSWeb 1.0.5
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f UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWww.usplo.gov

APPLICATION NO. l FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR [ ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/147,597 06/27/2008 Payal Chakravarty BUR920080266US1 7212
46428 7590 02/02/2009
EXAMINER
CANTOR COLBURN LLP-IBM BURLINGTON [ X I
20 Church Street VINCENT, DAVID ROBERT
22nd Floor -
Hartford, CT 06103 I ART UNIT l PAPER NUMBER j
2129

l NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE |

02/02/2009 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the
following e-mail address(es): '

usptopatentmail@cantorcolburn.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

' www,uspto.gov

CANTOR COLBURN LLP-IBM BURLINGTON

20 Church Street

22nd Floor

Hartford CT 06103

In re Application of: :

Payal Chakravarty *  DECISION ON PETITION TO

Serial No.: 12/147,597 ‘ * MAKE SPECIAL FOR NEW

Filed: June 27, 2008 * APPLICATION UNDER 37

Docket: BUR920080266US1 : CFR.§1.102&MPEP.§

Title: CALENDAR BASED PERSONALIZED 708.02
RECOMMENDATIONS '

This is a decision on the petition filed on June 27, 2008 to make the above- identified application
special for accelerated examination procedure under 37 C.F.R. § 1.102(d).

The petition to make the application special is GRANTED.

The application is eligible for accelerated examination and the petition complies with the
conditions for granting the application special status pursuant to the “Change to Practice for
Petitions in Patent Applications to Make Special and for Accelerated Examination” published
June 26, 2006, in the Federal Register. (71 Fed. Reg. 36323).

The prosecution of the instant application will be conducted expeditiously according to the
following guidelines.

1. The application will be docketed to an examiner and taken up for action within two
weeks of the date of this decision.

2. Restriction Practice:

If the examiner determines that the claims are not directed to a single invention, a
telephone request to elect one single invention will be made pursuant to MPEP 812.01.
As a prerequisite to the grant of this petition, the applicant has agreed to make an oral
election, by telephone, without traverse. If the applicant refuses to make an election
without traverse, or the examiner cannot reach the applicant after a reasonable effort, the
examiner will treat the first claimed invention (invention defined by claim 1) as having
being constructively elected without traverse for examination.
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3.

Office action:

If it is determined that, after appropriate consultation, there is a potential rejection or any
other issue to be addressed, the examiner will telephone the applicant and arrange an
interview to discuss and resolve the issue. An Office action, other than a Notice of
Allowance and Fee(s) Due (Notice of Allowance), will not be issued unless either: 1) an
interview was conducted but did not result in agreed to action that places the application
in condition for allowance, or, 2) a determination is made that an interview would be
unlikely to result in the application being placed in condition for allowance, and 3) an
internal conference has been held to review any rejection of any claim.

Time for Reply:
An Office action other than a Notice of Allowance or a final Office action will set a
shortened statutory period of one month or thirty days, whichever is longer, for reply with
no extension of time available under 37 CFR 1.136(a). Failure to timely file a reply
within this non-extendible period for reply will result in the abandonment of the
application.

Reply by Applicant:

A timely reply to an Office action other than the Notice of Allowance must be submitted
electronically via EFS or EFS-web and limited to addressing the rejections, objections
and requirement made. Any amendment that attempts to: 1) add claims which would
result in more than three pending independent claims or more than twenty pending total
claims; 2) present claims not encompassed by the pre-examination search or an updated
accelerated examination support document; or 3) present claims that are directed a non-
elected invention or an invention other than that previously claimed and examined in the
application, will be treated as not fully responsive and will not be entered.

For any amendment to the claims (including any new claim) that is not encompassed by
the accelerated examination support document, applicant must provide an updated
accelerated examination support document that encompasses the amended or new claims
at the time of filing of the amendment.

To proceed expeditiously with the examination, it is recommended that a reply with
amendments made to any claim or with any new claim being added be accompanied by
an updated accelerated examination support document or a statement explaining how the
amended or new claim is supported by the original accelerated examination support
document.

Information Disclosure Statement (IDS):

Any IDS filed during prosecution must be submitted electronically via EFS or EFS-web,
accompanied by an updated accelerated examination support document, and be in
compliance with 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98.

Post-Allowance Processing:

" To expedite processing of the allowed application into a patent, the applicant must: 1)

pay the required fees within one month of the date of the Notice of Allowance, and 2) not
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file any post allowance papers not required by the Office. In no event may the issue fee
be paid and accepted later than three months from the date of the Notice of Allowance.

8. After-Final and Appeal Procedures:
To expedite prosecution, after receiving the final Office action, applicant must: 1)
promptly file a notice of appeal, an appeal brief and appeal fees; and 2) not request a pre-
appeal brief conference.

Any amendment, affidavit or other evidence filed after final Office action must comply
with applicable rules and the requirements outlined in numbered paragraphs 5 and 6
above.

On appeal, the application will proceed according to normal appeal procedures. After
appeal, the application will again be treated special.

9. Proceedings Outside the Normal Examination Process:
If the application becomes involved in a proceeding that is outside the normal
examination process (e.g., a secrecy order, national security review, interference
proceeding, petitions under 37 CFR 1.181, 182 or 183), the application will be treated
special before and after such proceeding.

10. Final Disposition:
The twelve month goal of this accelerated examination procedure ends with a final
disposition. The mailing of a final Office action, a Notice of Allowance, the filing of a
Notice of Appeal, or the filing of a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) is the final
disposition.

If, during prosecution, a paper is not filed electronically using EFS-web, a reply is filed but is not
fully responsive, the application is involved in an appeal, or a proceeding outside normal
examination process, the application will still be examined expeditiously, however, the final
disposition may occur more than twelve months from the filing of the application.

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Kakali Chaki, Quality Assurance
Specialist, at (571) 272-3719.

/Kakali Chaki/

Kakali Chaki, Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 2100
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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PAUL, HASTINGS, JANOFSKY & WALKER LLP :
. 875 15TH STREET, NW COPY MAILED
: WASHINGTON, DC 20005 '
| - DEC 2 3 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
: Inre Application of :
- James M. Keegan : DECISION ON PETITION
- Application No. 12/147,607 : TO WITHDRAW

. Filed: June 27, 2008 : FROM RECORD
- Attorney Docket No. 70465.00085 :

* This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. §
- 1.36(b), filed on November 5, 2009.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The Request for Withdrawal as Attorney or Agent and Change of Correspondence Address submitted
~ herein cannot be approved at this time since the Office no longer accepts address changes to a new
- practitioner or law firm filed with requests under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b).

~ The Office will only accept correspondence address changes to the most current address information
provided for the assignee of the entire interest who properly became of record under 37 CFR 3.71,

- or, if no assignee of the entire interest has properly been made of record, the most current address

- information provided for the first named inventor. 37 CFR 3.71(c) states:

An assignee becomes of record either in a national patent application or a reexamination
proceeding by filing a statement in compliance with § 3.73(b) that is signed by a party who
is authorized to act on behalf of the assignee.

_ All future communications from the Office will be directed to above-listed address until otherwise
properly notified by the applicant or a proper change of correspondence address have been submitted.

- There are no outstanding Office actions that require‘ a reply from the applicant.
- Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-6059.

~ All other inquires concerning either the examination or status of the application should be directed to
- the Teghnology Center.

Alicia Kelley
Petitions Examiner
: Office of Petitions
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COPY MAILED
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SOUTH JORDAN UT 84095 OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
McCorkendale et al. :
Application No. 12/147,700 . DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: June 27, 2008 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b)

Attorney Docket No. 4001-0198

This is a decision on the petition, filed September 29, 2009, which is being treated as a
petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) to revive the instant non-provisional application for
failure to timely notify the U.S. Patent and Trademark (USPTO) of the filing of an
application in a foreign country, or under a multinational treaty that requires publication
of applications eighteen months after filing. See 37 CFR 1.137(f).

The petition is GRANTED.

Petitioner states that the instant nonprovisional application is the subject of an application
filed in an eighteen-month publication country on June 22, 2009. However, the USPTO
was unintentionally not notified of this filing within 45 days subsequent to the filing of
the subject application in an eighteen-month publication country.

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

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

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

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

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

The previous Request and Certification under 35 U.S.C. § 122(b)(2)(B)(i) has been
rescinded. A Notice Regarding Rescission of Nonpublication Request which sets forth
the projected publication date of March 11, 2010 accompanies this decision on petition.

This application is being forwarded to Technology Center Art Unit 2189 for examination
in due course.

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

/Liana Walsh/
Liana Walsh
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT: Notice Regarding Rescission of Nonpublication
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| APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE ] FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | ATTY. DOCKET NO./TITLE |
12/147,700 06/27/2008 Bruce McCorkendale 4001-0198
CONFIRMATION NO. 7398
81877 NONPUBLICATION RESCISSION
ADVANTEDGE LAW GROUP, LLC LETTER

922 W. Baxter Dr.

Siario A

Date Mailed: 12/02/2009

Communication Regarding Rescission Of
Nonpublication Request and/or Notice of Foreign Filing
Applicant's rescission of the previously-filed nonpublication request and/or notice of foreign filing is acknowledged.

The paper has been reflected in the Patent and Trademark Office's (USPTO's) computer records so that the
earliest possible projected publication date can be assigned.

The projected publication date is 03/11/2010.

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

If applicant foreign filed the application after filing the above application and before filing the rescission,

and the rescission did not also include a notice of foreign filing, then a notice of foreign filing (not merely a
rescission) is required to be filed within 45 days of the date of foreign filing. See 35 U.S.C. § 122(b)(2)(B)(iii), and
Clarification of the United States Patent and Trademark Office's Interpretation of the Provisions of 35 U.S.C. §
122(b)(2)(B)(ii)-(iv), 1272 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 22 (July 1, 2003).

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

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

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

/jolszewski/

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

page 1 of 1
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r APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE l FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. J
12/147,702 06/27/2008 JuY.Lee RSW920080275US1 7401
(3044)
78290 7590 11/03/2008
. EXAMINER
Oppenheimer Wolff & Donnelly LLP | I

Plaza VI, Suite 3300
45 South Seventh Street l ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER J

Minneapolis, MN 55402-1609 216)
' MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE J
11/03/2008 ’ PAPER

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

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Oppenheimer Wolff & Donnelly LLP
Plaza VII, Suite 3300

45 South Seventh Street

Minneapolis MN 55402-1609

In re Application of: :
JuY.Lee - DECISION ON PETITION TO
Serial No.: 12/147702 : MAKE SPECIAL FOR NEW
Filed: June 27, 2008 :

’ APPLICATION UNDER 37
Docket: RSW920080275US1 (3044) : CFR.§1.102 & MPEP. §

’ 708.02

Title: DYNAMIC ONTOLOGY-DRIVEN

TEMPLATE SELECTION

This is a decision on the petition filed on June 27, 2008 to make the above-identified application
special for accelerated examination procedure under 37 C.F.R. § 1.102(d). -

The petition to make the application special is DENIED.

REGULATION AND PRACTICE

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

1.

2.

4.

5.

The application must be a non-reissue utility or design application filed under 37 CFR
1.111(a);

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

The application, at the time of filing, must be complete under 37 CFR 1.51 and in
condition for examination;

The application must contain three or fewer independent claims and twenty or fewer total
claims and the claims must be directed to a single invention,

The petition must be filed with the application.

The application as filed is not eligible for the accelerated examination under 37 C.F.R. §
1.102(d) because it is a utility application filed under 37 CFR 1.111(a) and was not complete.
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The Notice to File Missing Parts mailed on July 3, 2008 is evidence that the application was not
complete and in condition for examination at the time of filing.

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

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3719. If

attempts to reach the undersigned are unsuccessful, Mano Padmanabhan., Quality Assurance
Specialist can be reached at (571) 272-4210.

/Kakali Chaki/

Kakali Chaki, Quality Assurance Specialist

Technology Center 2100



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
CARPENTER & ASSOCIATES SEP 09 2008
5 PIPESTEM COURT :
DIRECTOR'S OFFICE
ROCKVILLE MD 20854 TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600
In re Application of:
ROBERT D. WILHELM
Serial No.: 12/147779
Filed: June, 27™ 2008
Attomey Docket number: . DECISION ON PETITION TO
END920070436US2_R100001C1 : l\ifl}lljlﬁ gﬁ%& FOREll‘iEB‘;V
Title:  AUTOMATICALLY POWERING ON CFR.§ 1.1U012JD&

AN ELECTRONIC DEVICE SUCH AS
A CAMCORDER OR CAMERA BY
DETERMINING THE REAL-TIME
STATE OF THE ENCLOSURE FOR
THE DEVICE '

M.P.E.P. § 708.02

This is a decision on the petition filed on June 27™ 2008 to make the above-identified application
special for accelerated examination procedure under 37 C.F.R. § 1.102(d).

The petition to make the application special is DISMISSED.

'REGULATION AND PRACTICE

A grantable petition to make special under 37 C.F.R. § 1.102(d) and pursuant to the “Change to
Practice for Petitions'in Patent Applications to Make Special and for Accelerated Examination”
published in the Federal Register on June 26, 2006 (71 Fed. Reg. 36323), must satisfy the
following conditions:

L. Conditions Regarding the Application:

1. the application must be a non-reissue utility or design application filed under 37 CFR -
1.111(a);

2. the application, the petition and the required fees must be filed electronically using the
USPTO’s electronic filing system (EFS), or EFS-web; if not filed electronically, a statement
asserting that EFS and EFS-web were not available during the normal business hours.
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3. at the time of filing, the application must be complete under 37 CFR 1.51 and in
condition for examination;

4. the application must contain three or fewer independent claims and twenty or fewer
total claims and the claims must be directed to a single invention.

II. Conditions Regarding the Petition:

The petition must:

1. be filed with the application;

2. include a statement that applicant agrees not to separately argue the patentablhty of
any independent claim during any appeal in the application;

3. include a statement that applicant agrees to make an election without traverse in a
telephone interview.

4. include a statement that applicant agrees o conduct such an interview when requested
by the examiner.

5. include a statement, made based on a good faith belief, that a preexamination search in
compliance with the following requirements, was conducted, including an identification of the
filed of search by United States class and subclass, where applicable, and for database searches,
the search logic or chemical structure or sequence used as a query, the name of the file(s)
searched and the database service, and the date of the search.

The preexamination search must:

5.1 involve U.S. patents and patent appllcatlon publications, foreign patent
documents, and non-patent literature, unless the applicant can justify with reasonable
certainty that no references more pertinent than those already identified are likely to.be
found in the eliminated sources and includes such a justification with this statement;

5.2. be directed to the claimed invention and encompass all of the features of the
claims, giving the claims the broadest reasonable interpretation;

5.3. encompass the disclosed features that may be claimed.

~ 6. must provide in support of the petition an accelerated examination support document.
An accelerated examination support document must include:

6.1. an information disclosure statement (IDS) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.98
citing each reference deemed most closely related to the subject matter of each of the
claims;

6.2. an identification of all the limitations in the claims that are disclosed by the
reference specifying where the limitation is disclosed in the cited reference;

6.3. a detailed explanation of how each of the claims are patentable over the
references cited with particularity required by 37 CFR 1.111(b) and (¢);

, 6.4. a concise statement of the utility of the invention as defined in each of the
independent claims (unless the application is a design application);

6.5. a showing of where each limitation of the claims finds support under 35 USC
112, first paragraph, in the written description of the specification. If applicable, the
showing must also identify: (1) each means- (or step) plus-function claim element that
invokes consideration under 35 USC 112, sixth paragraph; and (2) the structure, material
or acts in the specification that corresponds to each means- (or step) plus-function claim
element that invokes consideration under 35 USC 112, sixth paragraph; if the application
claims the benefit of one or more applications under title 35, United States Code, the
showing must also include where each limitation of the claims finds support under 35
USC 112, first paragraph, in each such application in which such supports exists;

b
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6.6. an identification of any cited references that may be disqualified under 35
USC 103(c).

REVIEW OF FACTS

The conditions set forth under section I. above are considered to have been met. However, the
petition fails to comply with conditions set forth under section II, item 6.5.

In regard to item 6.5, although petitioner mentions that this application claims the benefit of
parent application, SN 12/020716, the Accelerated Examination Support Document fails to
include the showing of where each limitation finds support in the parent application as required.
The “Accelerated Examination Support Document” is deficient because section 9(E) fails to
include a showing of where each limitation of the claims finds support under the first paragraph
of 35 USC 112 in the written description of the parent application, SN 12/020716, specification.

For the reason cited above, the petition fails to meet the required conditions to be accorded
special status under the accelerated examination procedure.

DECISION

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

Petitioner is given a single opportunity to perfect the petition. Any request for reconsideration of
this decision must be submitted within 1 (one) month or 30 (thirty) days, whichever is longer,
(no extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a)) from the date of this decision in order to be
considered timely. Any request for reconsideration must address the deficiencies indicated
above.

Petitioner is reminded that, upon granting of the special status of the application on request for
reconsideration, the application will be processed expeditiously. However, due to the dismissal
of the instant petition, examination may not be completed within twelve months of the filing date
of the application.

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Michael Horabik, Quality Assurance
Specialist, at (571) 272-3068.

/Michael> Horabik/

Michael Horabik
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 2600



Applicants: Robert D. Wilhelm

Attorney Docket No.: EN0920070436U82/R1 00001C1

Serial No.: 12147779
Art Unit: 262
| Confirmation No.: 7520
For: AUTOMATICALLY POWERING ON AN

ELECTRONIC DEVICE SUCH AS CAMCORDER OR
CAMERA BY DETERMINING THE REAL-TIME
STATE OF THE ENCLOSURE FOR THE DEVICE

Filed: June 27, 2008

Request for Reconsideration of Decision Dismissing
Petition to Make Special for Accelerated
Examination of New Application

Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
Dear Sir:

Applicant requests reconsideration of the Decision of September 9, 2008,
dismissing the Petition to Make Special for the above-identified patent
application. It is respectfully submitted that Applicant has perfected the petition
with the filing of the attached Supplemental Accelerated Examination Support

Document.



Request for Reconsideration of Decision Dismissing Petition
USSN: 12/147,779
Attorney Docket No. END920070436US2/R100001C1

The Decision (on page 3, second paragraph under “REVIEW OF FACTS")
asserts that the originally filed AE Support Document “is deficient because
section 9(E) fails to include a showing of where each limitation finds support...in
the written description of the parent application, SN 12/020716, specification.”

Applicant has included in the attached Supplemental AE Support
Document section 9(E) a showing of where each limitation finds support in the
written description of the parent application, SN 12/020716, specification.
Applicant has also taken this opportunity to correct the paragraph numbers listed
in section 9(E) for the showing of where each limitation finds support in the
written description of the present application, SN 12/147,779, specification.

Thus, it is believed that the asserted deficiencies in the AE Support
Document have been addressed and that the Petition has been perfected.

This Request for Reconsideration is timely filed as the due date is October
9, 2008. Thus, for at least the above reasons, reconsideration of the Decision of
September 9, 2008, dismissing the Petition to Make Special for the above-
identified patent application and granting of the Petition are respectfully
requested.

Respectfully Submitted,

/Robert K. Carpenter/

Robert K. Carpenter
Reg. No. 34,794
Carpenter & Associates
5 Pipestem Court
Rockville, MD 20854
301-802-2668

October 3, 2008
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DIRECTOR'S OFFICE
In re Application of: | : TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600
ROBERT D. WILHELM
Serial No.: 12/147779
Filed: June 27" 2008 :
Attorney Docket No.: - DECISION ON PETITION TO
END920070436US2_R100001C1 . MAKE SPECIAL FOR NEW
Title: ~ AUTOMATICALLY POWERING ON @  APPLICATION UNDER 37
AN ELECTRONIC DEVICE SUCH AS CFR.§1.102&MPEP.§
A CAMCORDER OR CAMERA BY 708.02

DETERMINING THE REAL-TIME
STATE OF THE ENCLOSURE FOR
THE DEVICE

This is a decision on the petition filed on October 6™ 2008 requesting reconsideration to make

the above-identified application special for accelerated examination procedure under 37 C.F.R. §
1.102(d).

All of the recLuirements to correct the deficiencies outlined in the petition decision mailed
September 9" 2008 have been met.

The petition to make the application special is GRANTED.

The application is eligible for accelerated examination and the petition complies with the
conditions for granting the application special status pursuant to the “Change to Practice for
Petitions in Patent Applications to Make Special and for Accelerated Examination™ published
June 26, 2006, in the Federal Register. (71 Fed. Reg. 36323).

The prosecution of the instant application will be conducted expeditiously according to the
following guidelines. ‘

1. The application will be docketed to an examiner and taken up for action within two
weeks of the date of this decision.

2. Restriction Practice:
If the examiner determines that the claims are not directed to a single invention, a
telephone request to elect one single invention will be made pursuant to MPEP 812.01.
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As a prerequisite to the grant of this petition, the applicant has agreed to make an oral
election, by telephone, without traverse. If the applicant refuses to make an election
without traverse, or the examiner cannot reach the applicant after a reasonable effort, the
examiner will treat the first claimed invention (invention defined by claim 1) as having
being constructively elected without traverse for examination.

3. Office action:

If it is determined that, after appropriate consultation, there is a potential rejection or any
other issue to be addressed, the examiner will telephone the applicant and arrange an
interview to discuss and resolve the issue. An Office action, other than a Notice of
Allowance and Fee(s) Due (Notice of Allowance), will not be issued unless either: 1) an
interview was conducted but did not result in agreed to action that places the application
in condition for allowance, or, 2) a determination is made that an interview would be
unlikely to result in the application being placed in condition for allowance, and 3) an
internal conference has been held to review any rejection of any claim.

4. Time for Reply:
An Office action other than a Notice of Allowance or a final Office action will set a
shortened statutory period of one month or thirty days, whichever is longer, for reply with
no extension of time available under 37 CFR 1.136(a). Failure to timely file a reply
within this non-extendible period for reply will result in the abandonment of the
application.

5. Reply by Applicant:

A timely reply to an Office action other than the Notice of Allowance must be submitted
electronically via EFS or EFS-web and limited to addressing the rejections, objections
and requirement made. Any amendment that attempts to: 1) add claims which would
result in more than three pending independent claims or more than twenty pending total
claims; 2) present claims not encompassed by the pre-examination search or an updated
accelerated examination support document; or 3) present claims that are directed a non-
elected invention or an invention other than that previously claimed and examined in the
application, will be treated as not fully responsive and will not be entered.

For any amendment to the claims (including any new claim) that is not encompassed by
the accelerated examination support document, applicant must provide an updated
accelerated examination support document that encompasses the amended or new: claims
at the time of filing of the amendment.

To proceed expeditiously with the examination, it is recommended that a reply with
amendments made to any claim or with any new claim being added be accompanied by
an updated accelerated examination support document or a statement explaining how the
amended or new claim is supported by the original accelerated examination support
document.

6. Information Disclosure Statement (IDS):
Any IDS filed during prosecution must be submitted electronically via EFS or EFS-web,
accompanied by an updated accelerated examination support document, and be in
compliance with 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98.
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7.

Post-Allowance Processing;:

To expedite processing of the allowed application into a patent, the applicant must: 1)
pay the required fees within one month of the date of the Notice of Allowance, and 2) not
file any post allowance papers not required by the Office. In no event may the issue fee
be paid and accepted later than three months from the date of the Notice of Allowance.

After-Final and Appeal Procedures:

To expedite prosecution, after receiving the final Office action, applicant must: 1)
promptly file a notice of appeal, an appeal brief and appeal fees; and 2) not request a pre-
appeal brief conference.

Any amendment, affidavit or other evidence filed after final Office action must comply
with appllcable rules and the requirements outlined in numbered paragraphs 5 and 6
above.

On appeal, the application will proceed according to normal appeal procedures. After
appeal, the application will again be treated special.

Proceedings Outside the Normal Examination Process:

If the application becomes involved in a proceeding that is outside the normal
examination process (e.g., a secrecy order, national security review, interference
proceeding, petitions under 37 CFR 1.181, 182 or 183), the appllcatlon will be treated

special before and after such proceeding.

10.

Final Disposition: A

The twelve month goal of this accelerated examination procedure ends with a final
disposition. The mailing of a final Office action, a Notice of Allowance, the filing of a
Notice of Appeal, or the filing of a Request for Contmued Examination (RCE) is the final
disposition.

If, during prosecution, a paper is not filed electronically using EFS-web, a reply is filed but is not
fully responsive, the application is involved in an appeal, or a proceeding outside normal
examination process, the application will still be examined expeditiously, however, the final
disposition may occur more than twelve months from the filing of the application.

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Michael Horabik, Quality Assurance Specialist,
at (571) 272-3068.

iy bl

Michael Horabik

Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 2600
Communications
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PHILIP S JOHNSON

JOHNSON & JOHNSON

ONE JOHNSON & JOHNSON PLAZA
NEW BRUNSWICK NJ 08933-7003

In re Application of
Lilienfeld, et al.

Application No. 12/147,881
Filed: June 27, 2008 _

Attorney Docket No. COD5191USNP

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

Alexandria, C%vzgu?ﬁ;ﬁ%gv
MAILED
JUN 102008
ON PETITION
/

This is a decision on the petition to revive under 37 CFR

1.137(b), filed May 18, 2009.

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

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to

timely file a reply in response to the Notice

to File Corrected

Application Papers, mailed July 14, 2008. This Notice set an

extendable period for reply of two (2) months

for applicant to

submit a substitute specification. No substitute specification
having been received, the application became abandoned on
September 15, 2008. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on

March 18, 2009.

With the instant petition, petitioner paid the petition fee, made
the proper statement of unintentional delay, and submitted the
required reply in the form of a substitute specification.
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The application is being forwarded to the Office of Patent
Application Processing for pre-examination processing.

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

Uy 4

Cliff Congo
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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BROWN & MICHAELS, PC

400 M & T BANK BUILDING
118 NORTH TIOGA ST
ITHACA NY 14850 MAILED
MAR 05 2009

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of:
Mathew et al. :
Application No. 12/147884 : DECISION GRANTING
Filing or 371(c) Date: 06/27/2008 : PETITION UNDER
Title of Invention: : 37 CFR 1.47(a)

METHOD AND USE OF MICROARRAY
TECHNOLOGY AND PROTEOGENOMIC
ANALYSIS TO PREDICT EFFICACY OF
HUMAN AND XENOGRAPHIC CELL,
TISSUE AND ORGAN TRANSPLANT

This Decision is in response to the “Petition Under 37 C.F.R. 1.47(a),” filed January 21, 2009. The
correspondence is properly treated as a petition to allow the other inventor(s) to proceed with the
application on behalf of himself or herself and the nonsigning inventor(s).

The petition is granted.

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

Petitioner has shown that the non-signing inventor, Leonid Kravets, refuses to join in the application.

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

The application file is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing for continued
processing in the normal course of business.

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

/Derek L. Woods/
Derek L. Woods
Attorney

Office of Petitions
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DR. ROBERT VAN BUSKIRK
AST GLENN ROAD
APALACHIN, NY 13732 - MAILED

MAR 05 2009
In re Application of: : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Mathew et al. :
Application No. 12/147884 : LETTER

Filing or 371(c) Date: 06/27/2008

Title of Invention:

METHOD AND USE OF MICROARRAY
TECHNOLOGY AND PROTEOGENOMIC
ANALYSIS TO PREDICT EFFICACY OF
HUMAN AND XENOGRAPHIC CELL,
TISSUE AND ORGAN TRANSPLANT

Dear Dr. Van Buskirk:

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

As a named inventor you are entitled to inspect any paper in the file wrapper of the application, order
copies of all or any part thereof (at a prepaid cost per 37 CFR 1.19) or make your position of record
in the application.” Alternatively, you may arrange to do any of the preceding through a registered
patent attorney or aFent 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 gy you pursuant to 37 CFR 1.53.
Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to the undersigned at (571)
272-3232. Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File
Information Unit at (703) 308-2733. Information regarding how to pay for and order a copy of the
a%ﬂication, or a specific pq})er in the application, should be directed to Certification Division at
(703) 308-9726 or 1-800-972-6382 (outside the Washington D.C. area).

/Derek L. Woods/
Derek L. Woods
Attorney

Office of Petitions

CC: BROWN & MICHAELS, PC
400 M & T BANK BUILDING
118 NORTH TIOGA ST
ITHACA NY 14850
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DR. JOHN M. BAUST
234 FRONT STREET

OSWEGO, NY 13827 MAILED
MAR 05 2009

In re Application of: : : OFFICE OF

Mathew et al. : PETITIONS

Application No. 12/147884 : LETTER

Filing or 371(c) Date: 06/27/2008

Title of Invention:

METHOD AND USE OF MICROARRAY
TECHNOLOGY AND PROTEOGENOMIC
ANALYSIS TO PREDICT EFFICACY OF
HUMAN AND XENOGRAPHIC CELL,
TISSUE AND ORGAN TRANSPLANT

Dear Dr. Baust:

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

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

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to the undersigned at (571)
272-3232. Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File
Information Unit at (703) 308-2733. Information regarding how to (Fay for and order a copy of the
a;)glication, 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).

/Derek L. Woods/
Derek L. Woods
Attorney

Office of Petitions

CC: BROWN & MICHAELS, PC
400 M & T BANK BUILDING
118 NORTH TIOGA ST
ITHACA NY 14850



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

DR. JOHN G. BAUST

C/O PAUL SHEPPARD

HINMAN, HOWARD & KATTELL

700 SECURITY MUTUAL BLDG. | MAIL

80 EXCHANGE STREET ED
P.O. BOX 5250 |
BINGHAMTON, NY 13902-5250 MAR 05 2009

OFFICE OF peT ITIONS

In re Application of:

Mathew et al. :

Application No. 12/147884 : LETTER
Filing or 371(c) Date: 06/27/2008 :

Title of Invention:

METHOD AND USE OF MICROARRAY

TECHNOLOGY AND PROTEOGENOMIC

ANALYSIS TO PREDICT EFFICACY OF

HUMAN AND XENOGRAPHIC CELL,

TISSUE AND ORGAN TRANSPLANT

Dear Dr. Baust:

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

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

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to the undersigned at (571)
272-3232. Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File
Information Unit at (703) 308-2733. Information regarding how to pay for and order a copy of the
a%)lication, 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).

/Derek L. Woods/
Derek L. Woods
Attorney

Office of Petitions

CC: BROWN & MICHAELS, PC
400 M & T BANK BUILDING
118 NORTH TIOGA ST
ITHACA NY 14850
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MICROSOFT CORPORATION MAILED

ONE MICROSOFT WAY

REDMOND WA 98052 NOV 2:4 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Ramesh CHINTA, et al :

Application No. 12/147,895 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: June 27, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. 323474.01

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.182, filed, July 27, 2009, to change the name of
inventor “Jason Li” to — Crystal Li --.

The petition is GRANTED.

Office records have been updated to reflect the inventor’s change of name. A corrected Filing
Receipt, which reflects the inventor’s change of name, accompanies this decision on petition.

Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to Diane Goodwyn at (571) 272-6735.
Any questions concerning the examination procedures or status of the application should be
directed to the Technology Center.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2192 for further processing.

Thurman Page
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

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

P.C. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uSpto.gov

APPLICATION FILING or GRP ART -
I NUMBER I 371(c) DATE UNIT FIL FEE REC'D ATTY.DOCKET.NO TOT CLAIMSI IND CLAIMSI
12/147,895 06/27/2008 2192 1160 323474.01 20 3
CONFIRMATION NO. 7717
69316 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

MICROSOFT CORPORATION

ONE MICROSOFT WAY |RRADEI Ilﬂl(ljwmuﬂm\[jjﬂﬂﬂﬂwlﬂuﬂl T

REDMOND, WA 98052
Date Mailed: 11/10/2009

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)
Ramesh Chinta, Sammamish, WA,
Crystal Li, Redmond, WA;
Vladimir Lifliand, Sammamish, WA,
Narasimha Rao S. S. Nagampalli, Redmond, WA,
Assignment For Published Patent Application
Microsoft Corporation, Redmond, WA
Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 69316

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant

Foreign Applications

Permission to Access - A proper Authorization to Permit Access to Application by Participating Offices
(PTO/SB/39 or its equivalent) has been received by the USPTO.

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 07/14/2008

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

is US 12/147,895
Pr'ojected Publication Date: 12/31/2009
Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No
page 10of 3



Title

Extension Model for Improved Parsing and Describing Protocols
Preliminary Class

717

PROTECTING YOUR INVENTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

page 2 0of 3



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

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

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

NOT GRANTED

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

page 3 of 3



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

ANTONELLI, TERRY, STOUT & KRAUS, LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
1300 NORTH SEVENTEENTH STREET
SUITE 1800

ARLINGTION, VA 22209-3873

Applicant : Yoshihiko SHIMANUKI : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7576422 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 08/18/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 12/147,905 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 06/27/2008 : 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
NIXON & VANDERHYE P.C. - ]
901 NORTH GLEBE ROAD, 11TH FLOOR COPY MAILED
'ARLINGTON VA 22203 JAN 07 2010
In re Application of
Troy White :
Application No. 12/147,909 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: June 27, 2008 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

Attorney Docket No. JHN-839-2063 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2), filed December 28, 2009, to make
the above-identified application special under the pilot program for applications pertaining to
Green Technologies as set forth 74 Federal Register Notice 64666 (December 8, 2009).

The petition is DISMISSED.

If reconsideration of this decision is desired, a petition for reconsideration must be filed within
ONE (1) MONTH OR THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mail date of this decision, whichever is
longer. No extension of this time limit can be granted under 37 CFR 1.136(a) or (b). The
petition for reconsideration should include an exhaustive attempt to provide the lacking item(s)
noted below, since, after a decision on the petition for reconsideration, no further reconsideration
or review of the matter will be undertaken by the Director.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2) and the pilot
program as set forth in 74 FR 64666 must be directed to a nonprovisional application filed under
35 USC 111(a) or be a national stage entry under 35 USC 371, exclusive of any reissue
applications and be filed prior to the date of the notice, December 8, 2009.

In order to qualify for special status, the following requirements must be met. 1) The application
must be classified in one of the eligible US classifications listed in section VI of the notice. 2)
The application must have no more than 3 independent claims and no more than 20 total claims.
3) The application must not contain any multiple dependent claims. 4) The petition must state the
basis for seeking special status i.e. the claimed invention either: A) materially enhances the
quality of the environment or B) materially contributes to: 1) the discovery or development of
renewable energy resources, ii) the more efficient utilization and conservation of energy
resources, or iii) greenhouse gas emission reduction. 5) If the disclosure is not clear on its face
that the claimed invention materially contributes under category (A) or (B), the petition must be
accompanied by a statement by the applicant, assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice
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before the Office explaining how the materiality standard is met. 6) A statement that applicant
will agree to make an election without traverse in a telephonic interview if a restriction
requirement is made by the examiner. 7) The petition to make special must be filed
electronically. 8) The petition must be filed at least one day prior to the date that a first Office
Action appears in the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. 9) The petition
must be accompanied by a request for early publication in compliance with 37 CFR 1.219 and
include the publication fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(d).

The requirement for a fee for consideration of the petition to make special for applications
pertaining to Green Technologies has been waived.

The petition lacks item(s) 5.

The instant petition fails to provide any evidence of category (B). Initially, it is noted that the
application is directed to photovoltaic shingles and the electrical connections between them and
it is not clear on its face that the claimed invention materially contributes to the conservation of
energy resources. As such applicant provided a statement as to how the invention materially
contributes to energy conservation. The instant petition fails to meet the materiality standard of
37 CFR 102 (c)(2)@i1). Although the invention may be directed to the development of
photovoltaic shingles and an improved electrical connections between them, the materiality
standard of the rule has not been met, i.e., petitioner has failed to state how the claimed invention
contributes in a significant, substantial, or noticeable manner to the conservation of energy
resources. That the photovoltaic shingles may be easier to install does not in itself meet the
materiality standard. Accordingly, it is unclear as to how the claimed invention would contribute
in a significant manner to the development or conservation of energy resources. Additionally, it
is noted that MPEP 708.02 VI states that the standard does not permit an applicant to enjoy the
benefit of advanced examination merely because some minor aspect of the claimed invention
may be directed to category (A) or (B).

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

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

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

By FAX: (571) 273-8300
Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to David Bucci at 571-272-7099.

All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be
directed to the Technology Center.
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The application is being forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 1795 for action in
its regular turn.

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USPLE.gov

APPLICATION NO. l FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO. |
12/147,909 06/27/2008 Troy White JHN-839-2063 7739
30024 7590 02/12/2010
EXAMINER
NIXON & VANDERHYE P.C. I |
901 NORTH GLEBE ROAD, 11TH FLOOR TAL XIUYU
ARLINGTON, VA 22203
’ [ ART UNIT l PAPER NUMBER I
1795
| MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE |
02/12/2010 PAPER

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

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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NIXON & VANDERHYE P.C.
901 NORTH GLEBE ROAD, 11TH FLOOR
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1325
In re Application of ;
White , : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12/147,909 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Filed: 6/27/2008 : THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY
Attorney Docket No. JHN-839-2063 S PILOT PROGRAM

This is a decision on the request for reconsideration, filed 1/26/2010, to make the above-
identified application special under the pilot program for applications pertaining to Green
Technologies as set forth 74 Federal Register Notice 64666 (December 8, 2009).

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102 and the pilot program as
set forth in 74 FR 64666 must be directed to a nonprovisional application filed under 35 USC
111(a) or be a national stage entry under 35 USC 371, exclusive of any reissue applications and
be filed prior to the date of the notice, December 8, 2009.

In order to qualify for special status, the following requirements must be met. 1) The application -
must be classified in one of the eligible US classifications listed in section VI of the notice. 2)
The application must have no more than 3 independent claims and no more than 20 total claims.
3) The application must not contain any multiple dependent claims. 4) The petition must state the
basis for seeking special status, i.e., the claimed invention either: A) materially enhances the
quality of the environment or B) materially contributes to: i) the discovery or development of
renewable energy resources, ii) the more efficient utilization and conservation of energy
resources, or iii) greenhouse gas emission reduction. 5) If the disclosure is not clear on its face
that the claimed invention materially contributes under category (A) or (B), the petition must be
accompanied by a statement by the applicant, assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice
before the Office explaining how the materiality standard is met. 6) A statement that applicant
will agree to make an election without traverse in a telephonic interview if a restriction
requirement is made by the examiner. 7) The petition to make special must be filed
electronically. 8) The petition must be filed at least one day prior to the date that a first Office
Action appears in the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. 9) The petition
must be accompanied by a request for early publication in compliance with 37 CFR 1.219 and
include the publication fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(d).
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The requirement for a fee for consideration of the petition to make special for applications
pertaining to Green Technologies has been waived.

The instant petition complies with items 1 — 9 above. Accordmgly, the above-identified
application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Tom Dunn at 571-272-1171.

The application is being forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 1795 for action
on the ments commensurate with this decision.

[Tom Dunn/

Tom Dunn
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 1700
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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MR. JOSEPH E. SCHOENHOLTZ JR
LAW OFFICE OF JOSEPH E. SCHOENHOLTZ JR.

254 COLLEGE AVENUE, F COPY MAILED
PALO ALTO, CA 94306

_ SEP 2 2 2009
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Geng-Shin Shen, et al. :
Application No. 12/147,929 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: June 27, 2008 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. JCLA17063-CIP : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed August 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 petitioner has not provided the Office with an 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 undersigned at 571-272-1642.
All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of this application should be directed to
the Technology Center.

[AMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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MR. JOSEPH E. SCHOENHOLTZ, JR.

LAW OFFICE OF JOSEPH E. SCHOENHOLLTZ JR..
254 COLLEGE AVENUE, F

PALO ALTO, CA 94306

In re Application of

Geng-Shin Shen, et al.

Application No. 12/147,929

Filed: June 27, 2008

Attorney Docket No. JCLA17063-CIP

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED

NOV 2 32009
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 September 28, 2009 and resubmitted November 2, 2009.

The request is DISMISSED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Joseph E. Schoenholtz, Jr. has
been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on November 3, 2009. Accordingly, the

request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

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

address until otherwise notified by applicant.

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

the Technology Center.

[AMW/

April M. Wise
Petltlons Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: DAVID WANG
C/O CHIPMOS TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
NO 5§ NAN-KO ROAD 1
SCIENCE BASED INDUSTIAL PARK
TAINAN, TAIWAN, ROC



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFIGE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WASpio gov
[ APPLICATIONNUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE [ FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT [ ATTY.DOCKETNO/TITLE |
12/147,929 06/27/2008 Geng-Shin Shen JCLA17063-CIP
CONFIRMATION NO. 7778
53538 POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

Mr. Joseph E. Schoenholtz Jr

Low Ot of Josapn E- Sehgennalz . RS

254 College Avenue, F
Palo Alto, CA 94306

Date Mailed:_ 11/12/2009

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 09/28/2009.

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

/amwise/

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

page 1 of 1
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Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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R O S SERl] £, SCHOENHOLLTZ, IR
. ENHOLLTZ, JR.
254 COLLEGE AVENUE, F COPY MAILED

PALO ALTO, CA 94306

JAN 20 2010
In re Application of
Geng-Shin Shen, et al. :
Application No. 12/147,929 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: June 27, 2008 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. JCLA17063-CIP : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.FR.
§ 1.36(b), filed November 2, 2009.

The request is DISMISSED as moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Joseph E. Schoenholtz, Jr. has
been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on November 3, 2009. Accordingly, the
request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

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

address until otherwise notified by applicant.
\

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

~

[AMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: DAVID WANG
C/O CHIPMOS TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
NO 5 NAN-KO ROAD 1

g SCIENCE BASED INDUSTIAL PARK
TAINAN, TAIWAN, ROC
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
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) C PATENTS COPY MAILED
4 VENTURE, SUITE 250 NOV'1 7 2009
IRVINE CA 92618

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Jiunn-Yeong Yang et al. :

Application No. 12/147,969 : NOTICE
Filed: June 27, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. JCLA27353

A

This is a notice regarding your request filed September 30, 2009, for
acceptance of a fee deficiency submission under 37 CFR 1.28.

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

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

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

Inquiries related to this communication should be directed to the
undersigned at (571) 272-4584.

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Bauman, et al. : :

Application No. 12/148,007 : ON PETITION

Filed: April 15, 2008
Attorney Docket No.  103534-0004

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.78, filed September 17, 2009, which will be 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 application set forth in the amendment filed
concurrently with the instant petition. The petition will also be treated as a petition under 37 CFR
1.78(a)(6) to accept the unintentionally delayed claim under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) for the benefit of priority of
the prior-filed provisional application set forth in the amendment filed concurrently with the instant
petition.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) is GRANTED.
The petition under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(6) is also GRANTED.

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

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

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

37 CFR 1.78(a)(2)(ii) and the date the claim was filed was unintentional.
The Commissioner may require additional information where there is a
question whether the delay was unintentional.

It is noted that 37 CFR § 1.78(a)(3) requires 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. Since the
statement appearing in the petition varies from the required language, the statement is being construed as
the statement required by 37 CFR §1.78(a)(3). If this is not a correct reading of the statement appearing
in the petition, petitioner should promptly notify the Office.
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The instant non-provisional application was filed after November 29, 2000, and the claim herein for the
benefit of priority to the prior-filed application is submitted after the expiration of the period specified in
37 CFR 1.78(a)(2)(ii). Also, the reference to the prior filed application, found in the amendment to the
first page of the specification, was submitted during the pendency of the instant nonprovisional
application for which the claim for benefit of priority is sought. See 35 U.S.C. § 120. Accordingly,
having found that the instant petition for acceptance of an unintentionally delayed claim for benefit of
priority under 35 U.S.C. § 120 to the prior-filed nonprovisional application satisfies the conditions of 37
CFR 1.78(a)(3), the petition is granted.

TREATMENT UNDER 37 CFR 1.78(a)(6)

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

1. the reference required by 35 USC 119(e) and paragraph (a)(5) of this section
to the prior-filed provisional application, unless previously submitted.

2. the surcharge set forth in 1.17(t), and

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

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

It is noted that 37 CFR § 1.78(a)(6) requires a statement that the entire delay between the date the claim
was due under 37 CFR § 1.78(a)(5)(ii) and the date the claim was filed was unintentional. Since the
statement appearing in the petition varies from the required language, the statement is being construed as
the statement required by 37 CFR §1.78(a)(6). If this is not a correct reading of the statement appearing
in the petition, petitioner should promptly notify the Office.

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

The granting of the petition to accept the delayed benefit claim to the prior-filed applications under
37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) and 37 CFR 1.78(a)(6) should not be construed as meaning the instant
application is entitled to the benefit of the prior-filed applications. In order for the instant
application to be entitled to the benefit of the prior-filed applications, all other requirements under
35 U.S.C. § 120 and 37 CFR 1.78(a)(1) and (a)(2) and 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 instant application is entitled to the benefit of the earlier filing date.
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A corrected Filing Receipt, which includes the priority claim to the prior-filed nonprovisional application
and provisional application, accompanies this decision on petition.

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

This matteér is being referred to Technology Center 2800, Art Unit 2836 for further processing, including
consideration by the examiner of applicant’s entitlement to claim benefit of priority under 35 U.S.C.§ §
120 and 119(e) to the prior-filed nonprovisional and provisional applications.

Anthon§ Knight
Supervisor
Office of Petitions

Enclosure: Corrected Filing Receipt



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

WWWw.uspto.gov

APPLICATION FILING or GRP ART
NUMBER 371(c) DATE UNIT FIL FEE REC'D ATTY.DOCKET.NO TOT CLAIMS|IND CLAIMS
12/148,007 04/15/2008 2836 515 103534-0004 20 3
CONFIRMATION NO. 1458
35940 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

ATER WYNNE LLP

1331 NW Lovejoy St. Site 900 | O SO

PORTLAND, OR 97209-2785
Date Mailed: 10/16/2009

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) :
Paul Baumann, Portland, OR;
Bruce Wingen, Denver, CO;
Assignment For Published Patent Application
Enertek Solutions, Inc.
Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 35940

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant
This appln claims benefit of 60/923,871 04/16/2007
and is a CIP of 11/999,581 12/05/2007
which claims benefit of 60/873,062 12/05/2006

Foreign Applications

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted:-02/05/2009

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

is US 12/148,007
Projected Publication Date: Not Applicable
Non-Publication Request: No

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

Single- or dual-inverter auxiliary power conversion apparatus and system and narrow-hysteresis
charging method

Preliminary'CIass
307

PROTECTING YOUR INVENTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES

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

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

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

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

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

LICENSE FOR FOREIGN FILING UNDER
Title 35, United States Code, Section 184

Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, 5.11 & 5.15
GRANTED

The applicant has been granted a license under 35 U.S.C. 184, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN FILING
LICENSE GRANTED" followed by a date appears on this form. Such licenses are issued in all applications where
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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). Th|s
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 30of 3



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
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JAMES RAY & ASSOCIATES
2640 PITCAIRN ROAD
MONROEVILLE PA 15146

COPY MAILED

NOV 0 7 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Leonid Petrenko D

Application No. 12/148,024 : ON PETITION
Filed: April 16, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. LP 08083

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed April 16, 2008, to make the
gboye-idle\?tiﬁed application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02,
ection V.

The petition is GRANTED.

A %rantable 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 i1s required. -

The instant petition includes a statement by the applicant’s attorney that he is 65 years of age, and
is also accompanied with a copy of applicant’s Arizona driver’s license. Accordingly, the above-
identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Joan Olszewski at 571-272-
7751. All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be
directed to the Technology Center.

This matter is being referred to the Technology Center Art Unit 2841 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

/Liana Walsh/
Liana Walsh
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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KENYON & KENYON LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
ONE BROADWAY

NEW YORK, NY 10004

Applicant : Jean Hildesheim : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7605274 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 10/20/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 12/148,070 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 04/15/2008 : 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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Commissioner for Patents
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PAUL D. BERGER

12822 PARK ONE DRIVE ‘
SUGAR LAND TX 77478 COPY MAILED

MAR 04 7010
In re Application of
Paul Daniel Berger, et al. :
Application No. 12/ 148,083 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 16,2008 : TO MAKE 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 December 28, 2009, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

The instant petition includes a statement signed by applicant Paul D. Berger. Accordingly, the above-
identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned 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 1796 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

IAMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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RIMAS LUKAS

VERTIFLEX, INC. S
1351 CALLE AVANZADO
SAN CLEMENTE, CA 92673

In re Application of

Moti Altarac et al.

Application No. 12/148,104

Filed: April 16, 2008

Attorney Docket No. VFX012000503

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
MAR 15 2010

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 January 7, 2010.

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 68823 has been revoked by the applicants of the
patent application on January 13, 2010. Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37

CFR § 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.

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc:  PERKINS COIE LLP
PATENT-SEA
P.O. BOX 1247
SEATTLE WA 98111-1247
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Commissioner for Patents
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ROBERT K. TENDLER

65 ATLANTIC AVENUE

BOSTON MA 02110 MAILED
APR 27 2009

In re Application of : '

Tendlor | : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Application No. 12/148,105 : ON PETITION
Filed: April 16, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. TT-121-C

For: METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR

VIEWING POLARIZED DISPLAYS

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed March 16, 2009 (certificate of
mailing date March 12, 2009), to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is dismissed.

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

This application became abandoned for failure to timely reply to the Notice to File Missing Parts
of Nonrovisional Application, mailed May 7, 2008, which set an extendable two month period
for reply. No extensions of time being obtained and no reply being filed, the application became
abandoned on July 8, 2008. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on January 12, 2009.

A grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by:
(1)  the required reply, unless previously filed.;
2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(m);
3) a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the
"due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant
to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional. The Director may

require additional information where there is a question whether the
delay was unintentional; and
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4 any terminal disclaimer (and fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d))
required pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(d).

The instant petition does not satisfy requirement (1) above.

On October 2, 2008, a revised fee schedule went into effect. Any fee amount paid after October
2, 2008 must be paid as shown in the revised fee schedule. On March 12, 2009, petitioner paid
the fees at the rates specified in the May 7, 2008 Notice. Petitioner’s $580.00 check was
allocated towards a $165.00 basic filing fee, a $270.00 search fee, a $65.00 surcharge, and a
partial payment ($80.00) of the $110.00 examination fee. As a result, petitioner owes $30.00
towards the examination fee.

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 decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3230.

Shirene Willis Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney

Office of Petitions
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ROBERT K. TENDLER COPY MAILED
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BOSTON MA 02110 AUG 2 4 2009

A OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of

Tendler :

Application No. 12/148,105 : ON PETITION

Filed: April 16, 2008

Attorney Docket No. TT-121-C

For: METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR
VIEWING POLARIZED DISPLAYS

This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed June 29, 2009 (certificate
of mailing date June 25, 2009), to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

This application became abandoned for failure to timely reply to the Notice to File Missing Parts
of Nonprovisional Application, mailed May 7, 2008, which set an extendable two month period
for reply. No extensions of time being obtained and no reply being filed, the application became
abandoned on July 8, 2008. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on January 12, 2009.

Applicant has submitted a proper reply to the May 7, 2008 Notice in the form of the $165.00
basic filing fee, a $270.00 search fee, a $65.00 surcharge, and a $110.00 examination fee, an
acceptable statement of the unintentional nature of the delay in responding to the May 7, 2008
Notice, and the $810.00 petition fee. Aécordingly, the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) is
granted.

Petitioner has paid two $810.00 petition fees. Only one is required. Pursuant to petitioner’s
authorization, deposit account no. 20-0449 will be credited $810.00.

After the mailing of this decision, the file will be returned to the Office of Patent Application
Processing for further pre-examination processing.

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

Shirene Willis Brantley

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

: Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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COPY MAILED
Susan Mapes
14247 Briarwood Terrace "NOV 1 0 2009
Rockville MD 20853

 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Applicant: Mapes

Appl. No.: 12/148,109

Filing Date: April 17, 2008
Title: Usefulness :
Pub. No.: US 2009/0265192 Al
Pub. Date: October 22, 2009

This is a decision on the request for a corrected patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(b) or (a), received on November 2, 2009, 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 on the front page of the publication wherein the title is incorrect.

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 on the front page of the publication, wherein the title is listed as “Usefulness” is not an
Office error. The title “Usefulness” is included on the first page of the specification. While the
Oath includes the title “Divorce Annuity Insurance Business Structure”, the Office looks to the
title on the specification or any change to the title included on an amendment or application data
Sheet (ADS). A link is provided below for instructions on how to make amendments.

http://www.uspto.gov/patents/law/moreinfoamdtprac.jsp

Furthermore, even if the Office made a mistake in the title, it would not affect the public’s ability
to appreciate the technical disclosure of the patent application publication, or determine the

'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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scope of the patent application publication or determine the scope of the provisional rights that
an applicant may seek to enforce upon issuance of a patent.

On June 10, 2008 and July 22, 2008, Filing Receipts were mailed by the Office, which listed the
title as “Usefulness”. To avoid this type of problem in the future, applicant should correct the
title and make a request a corrected filing receipt prior export of the application to the publisher
which is approximately 10 weeks before the projected publication date, which is listed on the
Filing Receipt and/or prior to publication of the application.

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.

A guide for filing a request for a Pre-Grant Publication, such as a request for republication, may
be found on the link below:

http://www.uspto.gov/ebc/portal/tutorials.htm

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

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

W/D;P?\

Mark Polutta

Senior Legal Advisor

Office of Patent Legal Administration
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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THOMAS A O'ROURKE
BODNER & O'ROURKE |
425 BROADHOLLOW ROAD COPY MAILED

MELVILLE NY 11747 JUL 29 2009

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Ryan McGann _ :

Application No. 12/148,126 : ON PETITION
Filed: April 16, 2008 :

Title: Solar-Powered Refrigerated

Container

This is a decision on the petition to revive under 37 CFR
1.137(b), filed June 26, 20009.

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

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to
timely file a complete reply in response to the Notice to File
Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application, mailed May 7, 2008.
This Notice set an extendable period for reply of two (2) months
for applicants to submit the statutory basic filing fee,
surcharge for its late filing, together with an oath or
declaration and replacement drawings. No reply having been
received, the application became abandoned on July 8, 2008. The
Office mailed a Notice of Abandonment on January 13, 2009.

With the instant petition, applicants have paid the petition fee,
made the proper statement of unintentional delay, and submitted
the required reply in the form of the fees and replacement
drawings.
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The application is being forwarded to the Office of Patent
Application Processing for pre-examination processing.

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

04

Cliff Congo
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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HENNEMAN & ASSOCIATES, PLC ‘ COPY MAILED
714 W. MICHIGAN AVE.

THREE RIVERS MI 49093 : AUG 04 2008

In re Application of

MOORE, Charles H. : _

Application No. 12/148,130 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 16, 2008 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

Attorney Docket No. 0057-057 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed July 14, 2008, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

~The instant petition includes a statement by Charles H. Moore attesting that he is over 65 years of age.
Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Michelle R. Eason at 571-272-4231
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 2622 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

Michelle R. Eason

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions
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DUNLAP CODDING & ROGERS, P.C.

PO BOX 16370

OKLAHOMA, CITY OK 73113 COPY M AILED
MAY 2 2 2008

In re Application of ' : OFFICE OF PETIT IONS

MAGUIRE, James Q. :

Application No. 12/148,197 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: April 17,2008 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

Attorney Docket No. 4692.013 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed April 17, 2008, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.
A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one of the applicants

is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a statement by applicant. No fee is required

The instant petition includes a statement attesting that James Q. Maguire is over 65 years of age.
Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

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

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 3676 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.’ '

\
Michelle R. Eason

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions - -
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Workman Nydegger
1000 Eagle Gate Tower
60 East South Temple - COPY MAILED
Salt Lake City UT 84111
DEC 0 8 2009
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
James Austin et al. :
Application No. 12/148,211 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: April 17, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 11398.119

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
July 14, 2009, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the non-final Office
action mailed, October 31, 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 February 1, 2009.

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

Telephone inciuiries concerning this decision should be directed to Carl Friedman at (571)6842.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU3632 for appropriate action by the
Examiner in the normal course of business on the reply received

Carl Friedman
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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I APPLICATION NO. [ FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ]ATTORNEY DOCKET No.[ CONFIRMATION NO. —|
12/148,254 04/17/2008 Yoshiki Katoh 4041J-001448 2593‘
7590 10/14/2009 r EXAMINER I
HARNESS, DICKEY & PIERCE, P.L.C. JONES, MELVIN
P.0. BOX 828 :
BLOOMFIELD HILLS, MI 48303 | artunm | Papernumeer |
3744
| MAIL DATE ] DELIVERY MODE |
10/14/2009 PAPER

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

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

The petition is granted.

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

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

/M Ame/)

Patgnt Pyblication Branch
Office of Qata Management
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Jessie Lee Hicks COPY MA".ED

13936 Ginger Lane o :
San Fernando, CA 91340 - NOV 2 5 2008

In re Application of : OFFICE OF P ETITIONS
Jessie Lee Hicks : ,

Application No. 12/148,260 D ON PETITION
Filed: April 18, 2008 :

* Attorney Docket No. N/A

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
October 15, 2008, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is DISMISSED.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS from the -
mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted. The reconsideration
request should include a cover letter entitled “Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b).” This isnota
final agency action within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. § 704.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Notice of Incomplete
Nonprovisional Application (Notice), mailed May 27, 2008. The Notice set a period for reply of two (2)
months from the mail date of the Notice. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on July 29,
2008 (July 27, 2008 was a Sunday).

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by: (1) the required reply, unless
previously filed; (2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(m); (3) a statement that the entire delay in
filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to

37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional; and (4) any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR
1.20(d)) required by 37 CFR 1.137(d). Where there is a question as to whether either the abandonment or
the delay in filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.137 was unintentional, the Director may require additional
information. See MPEP 711.03(c)(IT)(C) and (D). The instant petition lacks item 2.

" The petition in the above-identified application was not accompanied by the required fee. The current fee
for a Petition For Revival Of An Application for Patent Abandoned Unintentionally Under 37 CFR1.137
effective October 2, 2008 is $810. The remaining balance needed to fulfill the cost of the petition is $40.

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:
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By Mail: Mail Stop PETITION
Commissioner for Patents
P. O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

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

The centralized facsimile number is (5§71) 273-8300.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Denise Williams at (571) 272-8930.

Pefitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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MAILED
Jessie Lee Hicks
13936 Ginger Lane : . MAR 12 2609
San Fernando CA 91340 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Jessie Lee Hicks ) : Co

Application No. 12/148,260 . DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 18,2008 :

Attorney Docket No. N/A

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

The renewed petition is GRANTED.

. The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied
(1) the reply in the form of at least one claim, a properly executed oath or declaration, a
substitute declaration and 4 pages of replacement drawings (Figs 1-11), (2) the petition
fee of $810; and (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Denise Williams at
(571) 272-8930.

This application is beiﬁg referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing for
further processing in accordance with this decision on petition.

Bryan W. Brown
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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HAMILTON, BROOK, SMITH & REYNOLDS, P.C.

530 VIRGINIA ROAD COPY MAILED

P.0. BOX 9133 : A

CONCORD, MA 01742-9133 JUL 29 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :

Koya et al. : Letter Notifying Applicant the

Application No. 12/148,312 : Application Has Been Accorded

Filed: April 18,2008 : Status Under 37 CFR 1.47
Attorney Docket No. 3211.1014-022 ' :

This is in response to papers filed April 18, 2008, which are being treated as a request for the
application to be accorded status under 37 CFR 1.47(a).

The instant application is a continuation of 11/157,213, which was accorded status under 37 CFR
1.47. The instant application contains copies of the declaration and Rule 47 decision from the
prior application. When a parent application has been accorded status under 37 CFR 1.47, an
applicant may submit a copy of the declaration from the parent application and a copy of the
parenlt application’s Rule 47 decision letter instead of submitting a new petition under 37 CFR
1.47.

The declaration is accepted and the signing inventors. may prosecute the application on behalf of
the non-signing inventor. '

The application is hereby accorded Rule 1.47(a) status.

The Office of Patent Application Processing will be informed of the instant decision and will
continue to prepare the application for examination.

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

Charles Stever{ Brantley
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

' 37 CFR 1.63(d)(3) states, “Where the executed oath or declaration of which a copy is submitted for a continuation or divisional
application was originally filed in a prior application accorded status under § 1.47, the copy of the executed oath or declaration
for such prior application must be accompanied by . . . A copy of the decision granting a petition to accord § 1.47 status to the

" prior application, unless all inventors or legal representatives have filed an oath or declaration to join in an application accorded
status under § 1.47 of which the continuation or divisional application claims a benefit.”
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HortisUSA
PO Box 3109
Camarillo CA 93011 MAILED
JUN 022010
In re Application of ; OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Jacob Bijl :
Application No. 12/148,329 . DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: April 18, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 2007-190

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.

This application became abandoned for failure to timely submit new Oath or Declaration
on or before November 12, 2009, as required by the Notice of Allowability, mailed
August 12, 2009. Accordingly, the date of abandonment of this application is
November 13, 2009.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has
supplied (1) the reply in the form of new Oath or Declaration, (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 the Office of Data Management for processing into

ions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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COPY MAILED

ALBERTO A. LEON, ESQ. 0CT 22 2008
PO BOX 30684 OFF!
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87190 CE OF PE”T,ONS
In re Application of

Dougles Anson Loy :

Application No. 12/148,341 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 17,2008 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b)

Attorney Docket No. 50294

This is a decision on the petition, filed July 28, 2008, which is being treated as a petition under 37 CFR
1.137(b) to revive the instant nonprovisional application for failure to timely notify the U.S. Patent and
Trademark (USPTO) of the filing of an application in a foreign country, or under a multinational treaty
that requires publication of applications eighteen months after filing. See 37 CFR 1.137(f).

The petition is GRANTED.

Petitioner states that the instant nonprovisional application is the subject of an application filed in an
eighteen-month publication country on May 2, 2008. However, the USPTO was unintentionally not
notified of this filing within 45 days subsequent to the filing of the subject application in an eighteen-
month publication country.

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

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

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

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

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

The previous Request and Certification under 35 U.S.C. § 122(b)(2)(B)(i) has been rescinded. A Notice
Regarding Rescission of Nonpublication Request which sets forth the projected publication date of
October 22, 2009 accompanies this decision on petition.

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

This application is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 1796 for examination in due course.

Karen Creasy
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT: Notice Regarding Rescission of Nonpublication Request
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[ APPLICATIONNUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE [  FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT | ATTY. DOCKET NO/TITLE |
12/148,341 04/17/2008 Dougles Anson Loy 50294
CONFIRMATION NO. 2645
Alberto A. Leon, Esq. NONPUBLICATION RESCISSION
PO Box 30684 LETTER

Albuquerque, NM 87190

O A

Date Mailed: 10/21/2008

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

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

The projected publication date is 10/22/2009.

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

If applicant foreign filed the application after filing the above application and before filing the rescission,
and the rescission did not also include a notice of foreign filing, then a notice of foreign filing (not merely a

rescission) is required to be filed within 45 days of the date of foreign filing. See 35 U.S.C. § 122(b)(2)(B)(iii), and
Clarification of the United States Patent and Trademark Office's Interpretation of the Provisions of 35 U.S.C. §
- 122(b)(2)(B)(ii)-(iv), 1272 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 22 (July 1, 2003).

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

Questions regarding petitions to revive should be directed to the Office of Petitions at (671) 272-3282.

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

/kocreasy/

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

page 1 of 1
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DECISION ON PETITION

In re Application of:
HOOK et al.
Serial No.12/148389 February 18, 2010

This is a decision in response to Applicants’ petition filed on February 17th, 2009
under 37 C.F.R 1.84(a)(2) to accept color drawing(s) in the instant application. The
papers filed with the petition include:

(a) Three copies of color formal drawing sheets;

(b) A fee set forth in 37 C.F.R 1.17(h); and

(c) A statement in the specification that the application includes color drawings.

In light of the fact that the various papers filed by Applicants are in compliance of
37 C.F.R 1.84(a)(2), the petition is hereby granted.

PETITION GRANTED.

/ Manjunath Rao/

Manjunath Rao

Supervisory Patent Examiner
Art Unit 1656

Technology Center 1600
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Andrew S. Langsam
Pryor Casman LLP
410 Park Avenue - 10th Floor
New York NY 10022 _ wPYMA‘LED
In re Application of : SEP 292008
Castelluccio :
Application No. 12/148,424 : ON PETITION

Filing Date: April 18, 2008
Attorney Docket No.: 13145.03

This decision is in response to “DECLARATION AND NOTICE OF
PETITION UNDER'37 CFR 1.182,” filed July 11, 2008, to accord the
above-identified application a filing date of April 18, 2008
with Fig. 2 of the specification as part of the disclosure of
application.

The petition is hereby DISMISSED.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be
submitted within TWO MONTHS of the mail date set forth above.
This period of time reply is not subject to extensions of time
under 37 CFR 1.136. Any request for reconsideration should be
titled “Request for Reconsideration under 37 CFR 1.182.”

The application was filed April 18, 2008. The Notice to File
Corrected Application Papers in a Nonprovisional Application
(Notice) mailed May 7, 2008 by the Office of Initial Patent
Examination (OIPE) indicated, inter alia, that the application
had been accorded a filing date but that Figure 2 of the
drawings appeared to be omitted from the application as filed.

The Notice gave applicants the opportunity to: one, petition for
a date of deposit by establishing that the omitted item was
deposited in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) with
the nonprovisional application papers; two, petition for later
filing date by submitting the omitted item and accepting the
date that the item was filed in the USPTO as the filing date of
the application; three, accept as the application filing date
the application as deposited without the omitted item as part of
the application; or, four, accept the application as deposited,
but to add the subject matter in the omitted item (e.g., a
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missing page or figure) by relying on an incorporation by
reference under 37 CFR 1.57.

Petitioners herein argue that the application as deposited on
April 18, 2008 included Figure 2 of the drawings.

Petitioners assert:

“Applicant submits another copy of the originally submitted
drawings, as well. It will be noted that Figure 2 was a
color photograph showing an individual (the secretary to
the undersigned attorney) holding the subject inventive
"guide" or transparent sheet in her right hand and
withdrawing it from the white cardboard backer sheet held
in her left hand. This actual color photograph was
submitted along with the original specification and other
drawings. Figure 3, similarly, is again the same individual
showing the transparent guide sheet adhered (by static
electricity) to a bathroom mirror and the individual thus
applying cosmetics, using a blush brush to her face. This
color photograph was also originally submitted with the
present application on April 18, 2008. Since color photos
were submitted, it appears that when they were sought to be
photocopied by the US Patent Office, they appeared (the
copies) to be black or blurry. However, the originals as
submitted are clear and not smudged nor blurry.”

The arguments and evidence submitted by petitioners have been
considered, but are not persuasive. The USPTO file is the
official record of the papers originally filed in this
application. An applicant alleging that a paper was filed in the
Office and later misplaced has the burden of proving the
allegation by a preponderance of the evidence. A review of the
record, including a review of the Supplemental Complex
Repository for Examiner (SCORE), which can be accessed via
Private and Public PAIR, reveals that two drawing figures were
received on April 18, 2008, Figures 1 and 3. Figure 2 was not
amongst the papers received April 18, 2008.

Further, the Office has a well established and well publicized
practice of providing a receipt for papers filed in the Office
to any applicant desiring a receipt. The practice requires that
any paper for which a receipt is desired be filed in the Office
with a self-addressed postcard identifying the paper. A postcard
receipt that itemizes and properly identifies the papers that
are being filed serves as prima facie evidence of receipt in the
Office of all the items listed thereon on the date stamped
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thereon by the Office. See section 503, Manual Of Patent
Examining Procedure (MPEP 503).

Petitioners have provided no evidence of receipt of the omitted
figure, such as a return postcard. Instead, petitioners’
argument that when the USPTO sought to photocopy the color
drawings submitted by applicants, the drawings appeared to be
black or blurry, is not supported by any convincing evidence and
does not establish that the drawing figure was actually received
on April 18, 2008.

Accordingly, petitioners have failed to establish that the
application is entitled to a filing date April 18, 2008 with
Figure 2 of the drawings as part of the original disclosure.

Applicants may wish to amend the application to submit the
missing drawing figure in accordance with 37 CFR 1.121 without
the need for a petition by submitting a preliminary amendment to
the specification prior to the first Office action on the merits
to avoid delays in prosecution.

The instant petition and accompanying documents do not satisfy
the Notice mailed May 7, 2008.

Accordingly, petitioner should review the Notice and elect in
writing a course of action within TWO MONTHS of the mail date of -
the instant petition to avoid abandonment of the application.

To continue to petition for a date of deposit, applicant must
submit a request for reconsideration establishing that the
omitted item was deposited in the U.S. Patent and Trademark
Office (USPTO) with the nonprovisional application papers, such
as by way of date stamped return post card.

To petition for a later filing date of July 11, 2008, the date
that the omitted item was submitted, applicant should submit a
petition to this effect, including a supplemental oath or
declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63 and 1.64 referring to
the omitted item.

To accept as the application filing date the application as
deposited without the omitted item as part of the application,
applicant should submit this request in writing and include
replacement drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) to
renumber the drawing figures consecutively (if necessary), a
substitute specification excluding claims that amends the
specification to cancel any references to any omitted drawing(s)
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and corrects the references in the specification to the drawing
figures to correspond with any relabeled drawing figures, and a
statement that the substitute specification includes no new
matter, in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(b) (3) and 1.125.

Or, to accept the application as deposited but to add the
subject matter in the omitted item by relying on an
incorporation by reference under 37 CFR 1.57 or other portions
of the original disclosure, applicant must submit the petition
under 37 CFR 1.57 and include new and replacement drawing sheets
in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(6).

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

This application is being directed to the Office of Patent
Application Processing for further processing with a filing date
of April 18, 2008, without entry of Figure 2 into the record and
to await further response by applicant.

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

/) |
/

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE -

+
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Andrew S. Langsam
Pryor Casman LLP ‘
410 Park Avenue - 10th Floor COPY MAILED
New York NY 10022
MAR 2 3 2009
" In re Application of :
Castelluccio : _ OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Application No. 12/148,424 : ON PETITION

Filing Date: April 18, 2008 :
Attorney Docket No.: 13145.03 :

This decision is in response to the renewed petition for a filing date of April 18, 2008 with Fig. 2 as part
of the original disclosure of application, filed October 3, 2008.

The Notice to File Corrected Application Papers (Notice) mailed May 7, 2008 indicated, inter
alia, that the instant application had been accorded a filing date, but that page 2 of the
specification appeared to have been omitted from the application as filed.'

Petitioner continues to argue that the application as deposited included Fig. 2 of the drawings; and has
presented as proof of mailing and proof of receipt of Fig. 2 of the drawings a receipt card date stamped by
the Office on April 18, 2008. The postcard indicates receipt of three pages of drawings. A copy of Fig. 2
of the drawings purportedly filed with the application was submitted herewith.

The original sheet containing Fig. 2 has not been located, as only 2 pages of drawings appear in the record
amongst the papers filed April 18, 2008. However, in view of the evidence presented, the petition to
accord the application a filing date of April 18, 2008 with Fig. 2 of the drawings as part of the disclosure
of invention is GRANTED.

Since the original drawing sheet containing Fig. 2 has not be located in the Office, the copy of the figure
submitted herewith will be used for examination purposes.

No petition fee is due in connection with this matter. Petitioner’s deposit account will be refunded the
$400.00 petition fee that accompanied the petition.

This application will be returned to the Office of Patent Application Processing for further processing
with a filing date of April 18, 2008 with Fig. 2 of the drawings as part of the application.

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

[ALESIA M. BROWN/
Alesia M. Brown
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

" The Notice further required submission of replacement drawings. It is noted that the replacement drawings
submitted July 11, 2008 are not labeled in the header as “REPLACEMENT DRAWINGS,” as per 37 CFR 1.84(c).



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Dean A. Craine

Suite 140

400 — 112" Avenue NE
Bellevue, WA 98004

In re Application of
Chris Pershing et al.

Application No. 12/148,439
Filed: April 17,2008
Attorney Docket No. CPDC.101

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED
APR 09 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION
TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

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

filed September 26, 2008.

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 Dean A. Craine and all attorneys/agents
associated with customer number 28009 have been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on
October 1, 2008. Accordingly, the request to withdraw under.37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

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

notified by applicant.

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

imberly Inaby
Petitions Exafniner
Office of Petitions

cc: Seed Intellectual Property Law Group, PLLC
701 Fifth Avenue
Suite 5400
Seattle, WA 98104
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.Uspto.gov

L APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE ] FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO.
12/148,439 04/17/2008 Chris Pershing 290115.401 2694
500 7590 03/12/2010 I EXAMINER
SEED INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW GROUP PLLC
701 FIFTH AVE CLARK, DAVID J
SUITE 5400
l ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER

SEATTLE, WA 98104

3628

| MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE

03/12/2010 PAPER

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

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

SEED INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW GROUP PLLC
701 FIFTH AVE B

SUITE 5400

SEATTLE WA 98104

Applicant: Pershing et al.
Appl. No.: 12/148,439
Filing Date: April 17, 2008
Title: AERIAL ROOF ESTIMATION SYSTEM AND METHOD
Attorney Docket No.: 290115.401
Pub. No.: US 2008/0262789 A1l
. Pub. Date: October 23, 2008

This is a decision on the request for republication of patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(a), filed on March 5, 2010, for the above-identified applicatior.

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 and must include a copy of the application in compliance
with the Office electronic filing system requirements. The applicant is directed to the following
website for additional instructions on how to submit a Pre-Grant Publication submission via the
electronic filing system:



Page2
http://www.uspto.gov/ebc/portal/efs/pgpub_quickstart.pdf
Any questions or requests 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

Telephone inquiries regarding this correspondence should be directed to The Office of Data
Management at 571-272-4200.

W@\éw%

Office of Data Management
United States Patent & Trademark Office

fdjustment date: 03/12/2010 KKING1
03}08/2010 IHTEFSH 00005808 191090 12148439
01 FC:1504 300,00 CR



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

MAILED

Law Offices of John W. Carpenter
John W. Carpenter SEP 01 2009

12 Metairie Court OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Metairie, LA 70001 '

In re Application of

Hans Leal et al. :

Application No. 12/148,477 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 18, 2008 ' '
Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
July 17, 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 File
Corrected Application Papers, mailed May 12, 2008. The Notice set a period for reply of two (2)
months from the mail date of the Notice. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR
1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on October July 13,
2008. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on February 18, 2009. '

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

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

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 July 17,2009.

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

P.0. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-’112
Morrison & Foerster, LLP MAILED
425 Market Street
San Francisco, CA 94105-2482 NOV 2 3 2009
o OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Patrick Pak Tak Leong et al. :
Application No. 12/148,481 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 17,2008 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. GMVIP06 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed September 28, 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 Morrison & Foerster, LLP has
been revoked by the assignee of the patent application on October 28, 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 until
otherwise notified by applicant.

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

/Kimberly Inabinet/

Kimberly Inabinet

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Vista IP Law Group, LLP
1885 Lundy Avenue, Suite 108
San Jose, CA 95131



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

WILEY REIN LLP ' COPY MAILED
1776 K. STREET N.W. 0CT 2 8 2009
WASHINGTON DC 20006

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Abraham Wien :
Application No. 12/148,486 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: April 18, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 84151.0003

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
August 26, 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 to File
Corrected Application Papers (Notice), mailed May 12, 2008. The Notice set a period for reply
of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. No extensions of time under the provisions
of 37 CFR 1.136(a) was obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on July 13,
2008. The Notice of Abandonment was mailed January 15, 2009.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of replacement drawings, (2) the petition fee of $810, and (3) a proper
statement of unintentional delay.

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

This application is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing for further
processing.

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patenfs
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov
KENYON & KENYON LLP MAILED
ONE BROADWAY : :
NEW YORK NY 10004 JUN 082010
In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Jegorov et al. :
Application No. 12/148,492 . : DECISION ON PETITIONS
Filed: April 17, 2008 . UNDER 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3) AND (a)(6)

Attorney Docket No. 13150/A413US2

This is a decision on the petitions under 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(3) and 1.78(a)(6), filed January 25,
2010, to accept an unintentionally delayed claim under 35 U.S.C. §§120 and 119(e) for the
benefit of the prior-filed applications set forth in the concurrently filed amendment.

The petitions are GRANTED.

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

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

) 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 information where there is a question whether the delay
was unintentional.

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

‘Also, 37 CFR §§ 1.78(a)(3) and 1.78(a)(6) require 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
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was filed was unintentional. Since the statement appearing in the petition varies from the

required language, the statement is being construed as the statement required by 37 CFR ¢
§81.78(a)(3) and 1.78(a))(6). If this is not a correct reading of the statement appearing in the
petition, petitioner should promptly notify the Office.

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 benefi t of the earlier

filing date.

Petitioners’ argument that a petition is not required because the Information Disclosure
Statement (IDS) submitted on August 25, 2008 indicated the instant application was a
continuation in part is not persuasive. If a claim is not included in the first sentence(s) of the

- specification or in an ADS and is not recognized by the Office as shown by its absence on the
filing receipt, the Office will require a petition under 37 CFR 1.78(a) and the surcharge to correct . .
the claim. The Office may not recognize any benefit claim where there is no indication of the
relationship between the nonprovisional applications or no indication of the intermediate
nonprovisional application that is directly claiming the benefit of the provisional application.
Even if the Office has recognized a benefit claim by entering it into the Office’s database and
including it on applicant’s filing receipt, the benefit claim is not a proper benefit claim under 35
U.S.C. 119(e) or 35 U.S.C. 120 and 37 CFR 1.78 unless the reference is included in an ADS or
in the first sentence(s) of the specification and all other requirements are met. See MPEP
201.11. In this instance, the Office did not recognize any prior filed applications on the filing
receipt, nor did applicant provide a claim in the manner specified prior to the instant petition. As
such, a petltlon was required.

Pursuant to petitioner’s request, deposit account no. 11-0600 will be assessed the 1410. 00
petition fee.

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

Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to Charlema Grant at (571) 272-3215. All
other inquiries concerning either the examination procedures or status of the application should
be directed to the Technology Center.
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This application is being forwarded to Technology Center Art Unit 1624 for consideration by the
examiner of the claim under 35 U.S.C. § §120 and 119(e) of the prior-filed nonprovisional and
provisional applications.

Christopher Bottorff

Supervisor
Office of Petitions

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginin 22313-1450

www.uspto gov

APPLICATION FILING or GRP ART
I NUMBER I 371(c) DATE l UNIT I FIL FEE REC'D ] ATTY.DOCKET.NO lTOT CLAlMSlIND CLAIMS]
12/148,492 04/17/2008 1624 2960 13150/A413US2 33 6
CONFIRMATION NO. 3538
26646 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

KENYON & KENYON LLP

ONE GROADWAY A

NEW YORK, NY 10004
Date Mailed: 06/08/2010

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)
Alexandr Jegorov, Dobra Voda, CZECH REPUBLIC;
Miloslav Chudik, Karvina, CZECH REPUBLIC; !
Judith Aronhime, Rehovot, ISRAEL;
Ales Gavenda, Ostrava, CZECH REPUBLIC;
Jiri Faustmann, Opava, CZECH REPUBLIC;
Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 26646

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant

This application is a CIP of 11/796,573 04/27/2007
which claims benefit of 60/796,253 04/27/2006
and claims benefit of 60/818,916 07/05/2006
and claims benefit of 60/837,420 08/10/2006
and claims benefit of 60/847,631 09/26/2006
and claims benefit of 60/852,349 10/16/2006
and claims benefit of 60/854,221 10/24/2006
and claims benefit of 60/861,825 11/29/2006
and claims benefit of 60/918,178 03/14/2007
and claims benefit of 60/922,034 04/04/2007
and claims benefit of 60/923,440 04/12/2007

Foreign Applications

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 05/09/2008

page 10of 3



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

is US 12/148,492
Projected Publication Date: Not Applicable
Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No
Title

Polymorphic forms of imatinib mesylate and processes for preparation of novel crystalline forms as
well as amorphous and form alpha

Preliminary Class
514

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 ﬁﬁng 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).

page 2 of 3



LICENSE FOR FOREIGN FILING UNDER
Title 35, United States Code, Section 184

Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, 5.11 & 5.15
GRANTED

The applicant has been granted a license under 35 U.S.C. 184, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN FILING
LICENSE GRANTED" followed by a date appears on this form. Such licenses are issued in all applications where
the conditions for issuance of a license have been met, regardless of whether or not a license may be required as
set forth in 37 CFR 5.15. The scope and limitations of this license are set forth in 37 CFR 5.15(a) unless an earlier
license has been issued under 37 CFR 5.15(b). The license is subject to revocation upon written notification. The
date indicated is the effective date of the license, unless an earlier license of similar scope has been granted under
37 CFR 5.13 or 5.14.

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

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



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

HENNEMAN & ASSOCIATES, PLC
714 W. MICHIGAN AVE.
THREE RIVERS MI 49093

In re Application of

Charles H. Moore

Application No. 12/148,505
Filed: April 18, 2008

Attormey Docket No. 0057-043P1

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

COPY MARED
SEP 0 4 2008

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION

TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed July 14, 2008, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

The instant petition includes a statement from the applicant declaring that he is 65 years of age or older.
Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

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

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

Technology Center.

The application is being forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 2189 for action on the

merits commensurate with this decision.

YoMt amt)

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
P.O. Box 1450
- Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.usplo.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ' ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO. ]
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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KING & SPALDING LLP
1180 PEACHTREE STREET

ATLANTA GA 30309-3521

In re Application of :

DENISE et al. ~ : PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL
Serial No.: 12/148,507 : :
Filed: April 18, 2008

Attorney Docket No.: MMI-0105

(14972.105018):

This is in response to applicants’ petition filed August 25,2008, to make the above-identified
application special under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.102(d).

Applicants have satisfied the provisions set forth in M.P.E.P. 708.02, II, (A), (B), and (C).
Specifically, applicants have provided a statement that (A) That there is an infringing device or
product actually on the market or method in use; (B) That a rigid comparison of the alleged
infringing device, product, or method with the claims of the application has been made, and that,
in his or her opinion, some of the claims are unquestionably infringed; and (C) That he or she has
made or caused to be made a careful and thorough search of the prior art or has a good
knowledge of the pertinent prior art.

Applicants have also provided one copy of each of the references deemed most closely related to
the subject matter encompassed by the claims if said references are not already of record. See
MPEP 708.02 II for a complete explanation.

The $130.00 petition fee as required by 37 CFR 1.17(h) was charged to applicant’s Deposit
Account No. 11-0980, as directed. .

The petition is GRANTED.

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

" Marianne C. Seidel
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 1600
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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KING & SPALDING
1180 PEACHTREE STREET , NE
ATLANTA GA 30309-3521 -

In re Application of : :

Denise et al. : PETITION DECISION
Serial No.: 12/148,507 :

Filed: April 18, 2008

Attorney Docket No.: MMI-0105

(14972.105018)

This is a supplemental decision on the petition filed August 28, 2008, to make the above-
identified application special for accelerated examination procedure under 37 C.F.R. § 1.102(d).

This decision supersedes the previous decision mailed on January 30, 2009, which is not in
accordance with the “Change to Practice for Petitions in Patent Applications to Make Special and
for Accelerated Examination” published in the Federal Register on June 26, 2006 (71 Fed. Reg.
36323) see below.

REGULATION AND PRACTICE

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

1. The application must be a newly filed non-reissue utility or design application filed
under 37 CFR 1.111(a); '

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

3. The application, at the time of filing, must be complete under 37 CFR 1.51 and in
condition for examination;

4. The application must contain three or fewer independent claims and twenty or fewer total
claims and the claims must be directed to a single invention.



The application as filed is not eligible for the accelerated examination under 37 C.F.R. §
1.102(d) because it does not conform with the “Change to Practice for Petitions in Patent
Applications to Make Special and for Accelerated Examination” published in the Federal
Register on June 26, 2006 (71 Fed. Reg. 36323).

Any petition to make special, other than those based on applicant’s health or age or the

Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) pilot program, filed on or after August 25, 2006 must

meet the requirements for the revised accelerated examination program set forth in MPEP

§ 708.02(a). A petition to make special filed on or after August 25, 2006 will only be granted if
it is based upon applicant’s health or age or is under the PPH pilot program, or if it complies

with the requirements set forth in MPEP § 708.02(a).

The petition to make the application special is DENIED.

Should there be any questions about this decision please contact Marianne C. Seidel by letter
addressed to Director, TC 1600, at the address listed above, or by telephone at 571-272-0584 or
by facsimile sent to the general Office facsimile number, 703-872-9306.

h

Marianne C. Seidel
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 1600



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

HENNEMAN & ASSOCIATES, PLC
714 W. MICHIGAN AVE.
THREE RIVERS MI 49093

In re Application of

MOORE, Charles H.

Application No. 12/148,509
Filed: April 18, 2008

Attorney Docket No. 0057-043P3

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

COPY MAILED
. AUG 04 2008

DECISION ON PETITION
TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed July 14, 2008, to make the
above-identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02,

Section IV.

- The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP §
708.02, Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one
of the applicants is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or. a statement by

applicant. No fee is required

The instant petition includes a statement by Charles H. Moore attesting that he is over 65 years
of age. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Michelle R Eason at 571-

272-4231

All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be

directed to the Technology Center.

This application is being referred to' the Office of Patent Application Processing for processing.
This application will be accorded "special" status when pre-examination processing is done.

%@%z [w\.
ichelle R. Eason

Paralegal Specialist
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

HENNEMAN & ASSOCIATES, PLC

714 W. MICHIGAN AVE. .
THREE RIVERS MI 49093 COPY MAILED

SEP 0 4 2008
In e Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Gibson Dann Elliot, et al. :
Application No. 12/148,515 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 18, 2008 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Attorney Docket No. 0057-043P2 : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed July 14, 2008, 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 statement from the applicant, Gibson Dann Elliot declaring that he is 65
years of age or older. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

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

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

The application is being forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 2193 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

(il o

Terri Williams
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

MARK RODGERS
1590 SAN ROQUE ROAD COPY MAILED
SANTA BARBARA CA 93105 NOV 2 5 2008
L OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Keith Friedman et al. :
Application No. 12/148,522 : DECISION REFUSING STATUS
Filed: April 17, 2008 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(a)

Attorney Docket No. 0010804

This decision is in response to the petition filed October 14, 2008 under 37 CFR
1.47(a).

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 entitied “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. Extensions of time may be obtained in
accordance with 37 CFR 1.136(a).

The above-identified application was filed on April 17, 2008, without an oath or
declaration. Accordingly, on May 12, 2008, a Notice To File Missing Parts Of
Nonprovisional Application” (“Notice To File Missing Parts”) was mailed, requiring, inter
alia, an executed oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63 and a surcharge
for its late filing.

In response, the instant petition, a declaration executed by joint inventor Keith
Friedman in his own stead and on behalf of the non-signing joint inventor D. Erich
Weerth and a three month extension of time was filed. Petitioner claims that joint
inventor D. Erich Weerth refuses to sign the declaration.

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

(1) proof that the non-signing inventor cannot be reached or located,
notwithstanding 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;
(4) a statement of the last known address of the non-signing inventor.

The petition lacks item (1). In regards to item (1), while petitioners argue by affidavit of
joint inventor Keith Friedman that a copy of the application was sent to joint inventor D.
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Erich Weerth on July 14, 2008 and that on August 14th, 2008 he refused in writing, to
sign the documents, petitioners have not submitted sufficient evidence to prove that a
copy of the application was sent or given to the non-signing inventor or of the refusal by
joint inventor D. Erich Weerth.

Petitioners must show proof that a copy of the application (specification including
claims, drawings, if any) and the Declaration were sent or given to the non-signing
inventors for review.! Petitioners should provide a copy of the cover letter transmitting
the application papers to the non-signing inventor.

Petitioners must also present proof that if after having received the complete
application, the non-signing inventor refused to sign the declaration. If there is a written
refusal, a copy of the written refusal should be submitted with any renewed petition.

Status under 37 CFR 1.47(a) cannot be accorded this application until such time as the
deficiencies have been cured.

Additionally, petitioners are advised that the response to the Notice to File Missing
Parts regarding requirement for fees has been paid at the rate due when the Notice
was mailed May 12, 2008. However, effective October 2, 2008, there has been a fee
increase. The required $830 in fees has been applied accordingly to the basic filing fee,
surcharge, Search fee, Examination fee and Claims in excess of 20. As the fee for
claims in excess of 20 claims is now $26 per claim, additional fees in the amount of
$40.00 is due. -

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:
By mail: Mail Stop Petitions

Commissioner for Patents

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

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

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned
titions Attorn t (5671) 272-3212.

)
Patricia Faison:Ball

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

IMPEP 409.03(d).



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

) Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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MARK RODGERS

1590 SAN ROQUE ROAD " COPY MAILED
SANTA BARBARA CA 93105

FEB 0 5 2009
In re Application of - OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Keith Friedman et al. : X
Application No. 12/148,522 : DECISION REFUSING STATUS
Filed: April 17, 2008 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(a)

Attorney Docket No. 0010804

" This decision is in response to the request for reconsideration filed under 37 CFR
1.47(a) on December 12, 2008.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application was filed on April 17, 2008, without an oath or
declaration. Accordingly, on May 12, 2008, a Notice To File Missing Parts Of
Nonprovisional Application” (“Notice To File Missing Parts”) was mailed, requiring, inter
alia, an executed oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63 and a surcharge
for its late filing. In response, a petition filed October 14, 2008, with a declaration
executed by joint inventor Keith Friedman in his own stead and on behalf of the non-
signing joint inventor D. Erich Weerth and a three month extension of time was filed.
Petitioner claimed that joint inventor D. Erich Weerth refused to sign the declaration.
The petition was dismissed in a decision mailed November 25, 2008 because the proof
presented did not support a claim that a copy of the complete application had been sent
to the non-signing inventor. The decision set a two month perlod for reply.

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

(1) proof that the non-signing inventor cannot be reached or located,
notwithstanding 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;
(4) a statement of the last known address of the non-signing inventor. .

In response to the decision dismissing the petition filed October 14, 2008, the instant
petition shows that a copy of the complete application was sent to joint inventor D. Erich
Weerth, that he has had an opportunity to review the application but that D. Erich
Weerth has not returned an executed copy of the oath or declaration and thus refuses
to cooperate with the filing of the instant application. .
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All requirements under 37 CFR 1.47(a) therefore having been met, 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.

This matter is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing for further
pre-examination processing.

Telephone inquiries related to this decision should be directed to the undersigned

iTjtions Attorney at (571) 272-3212.
4 Wm Dkl
all

Patricia Faison-
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
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Henneman & Associates, PLC

714 W. Michigan Avenue
Three Rivers, MI 49093 COVPY MAILED

AUG 06 2008
In re Application of
Charles H. Moore et al. : :
Application No. 12/148,523 : . : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 18,2008 ‘ : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Attorney Docket No. 0057-056 : 37 CFR 1:102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed July 14, 2008, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

The instant petition includes a declaration by the applicant. Accordingly, the above-identified application
has been accorded “special” status.

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

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

Upon completion of the pre-examination processing by the Office of Patent Application
Processing, this application will be referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2183 for action on
the merits commensurate with this decision. '

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
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MAILED
SIMONA LEVI-MINZI, PH.D.
GENERAL COUNSEL APR 13 2009
CELL SIGIIjIAAI%EING TECHNOLOGY, INC. -
3 TRASK 0 :
DANVERS. MA 01923 FFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Peter Hornbeck et al :
Application No. 12/148,550 : ON PETITION

Filed: April 18,2008
Attorney Docket No. CAT-260 DIV

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

+ The petition is DISMISSED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the
Notice To File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application (Notice) mailed May 2, 2008. The
Notice set a period for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. No extension of
time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) was obtained. Accordingly, the above-identified
application became abandoned on July 3, 2008.

The declaration lacks compliance with 37 CFR 1.63(a)(2) in that the declaration does not list all
the named inventors. Petitioner’s attention is directed to MPEP Section 602, which states:

“Where joint inventors execute separate oaths or declarations, each oath or
declaration should make reference to the fact that the affiant is a joint inventor
together with each of the other joint inventors indicating them by name. This may
be done by stating that he or she does verily believe himself or herself to be the
original, first and joint inventor together with ‘A’ or ‘A & B, etc.”

Accordingly, a new declaration which lists all the inventors and is signed by all the inventor(s) is
required. See MPEP Sections 201.03 and 409.03(a).

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

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

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

%ngl/

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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COPY MAILED

NANCY CHIU WILKER PH.D. DEC 2 4 2009
CHIEF INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY COUNSEL

CELL SIGNALING TECHNOLOGY, INC. -
3 TRASK LANE OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DANVERS, MA 01923

In re Application of

Peter Hornbeck et al :

Application No. 12/148,550 : ON PETITION
Filed: April 18,2008 :

Attorney Docket No. CST-260 DIV

This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed November 25, 2009, to
revive the above-identified application. :

The petition is GRANTED.

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 $1175 extension of time submitted with the petition on November
25, 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.

This matter is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing.

rd

Irvin Dingle
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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[ APPLICATION NO. ] FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. ] CONFIRMATION NO. |
12/148,553 04/18/2008 Daniel J. Aiken 21167-026001 (7407) 2937
41170 7590 07/08/2008
EXAMINER
EMCORE CORPORATION I 1
1600 EUBANK BLVD, S.E. .
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87123 [ " ARTUNIT ] PAPER NUMBER I
’ 1795
| MAIL DATE | oeuverymope |
07/08/2008 PAPER

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

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

CST
?-8-08
In re application of
Daniel J. Aiken et al ‘ :
Serial No. 12/148,553 ' : ‘DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: April 18, 2008 : TO MAKE SPECIAL
For: HIGH CONCENTRATION TERRESTRIAL D :

SOLAR ARRAY WITH IlI-V COMPOUND

SEMICONDUCTOR CELL

This is a decision on the petition filed on April 18, 2008 to make the above-identified
- application special because a preexamination search has been performed in
accordance with MPEP 708.02, section VIiL.

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

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

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

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

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



Application No. 12/148,553

3. The application, at the time of filing, must be complete under 37 CFR 1.51 and in
condition for examination;

4. The application must contain three or fewer independent claims and twenty or
fewer total claims and the claims must be directed to a single invention. -

The application as filed is not eligible for accelerated examination under 37 C.F.R. §
1.102(d) because the application, the petition and the required fees were not filed
electronically using the USPTO's electronic filing system (EFS).

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

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Christine Tierney, Quality
Assurance Specialist, at (671) 272-1055.

/Christine Tierney/

Christine Tierney
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 1700



- Petitions Examiner

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

' FOLEY AND LARDNER LLP

. SUITE 500 |

' 3000 K STREET NW MA

. WASHINGTON, DC 20007 COPY MAILED

" DEC 15 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of .

. Glatthar et al. : : DECISION ON PETITION

. Application No. 12/148,557 . TO WITHDRAW

- Filed: April 18, 2008 : FROM RECORD
+ Attorney Docket No. 093286-0113 :

’

. 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 15, 2009.

The request is NOT APPROVED because it is moot.
- A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to practitioners associated with
. Foley and Lardner LLP was revoked by the assignee of the patent application on November 20,

- 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 the undersigned at 571-272-
6059.

v,

. Alicia Kelley

. Office of Petitions

: cc: FANELLI STRAIN & HAAG PLLC
1455 PENNSYLVANIA AVE., N.W., SUITE 400
WASHINGTON, DC 20004



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
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WWW.USPLo.gov

I APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR IATI'ORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/148,561 04/21/2008 Jin-Ho Yang SDIYOU.096AUS 3844
7590 11/02/2009 r EXAMINER I
KNOBBE MARTENS OLSON & BEAR LLP HJERPE, RICHARD A
2040 MAIN STREET
FOURTEENTH FLOOR [ ART UNIT [ PaperNUMBER |
IRVINE, CA 92614 2629

[ NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE J
11/02/2009 ELECTRONIC

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

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

The petition is granted.

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

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

Office of Data Management

Lo Refs 16/30/8867 HPARMES 9212853402 Adjustoent date: 10/30/2809  HERRKER
1616 <aie/usber: 1214631 BL722/2008 CNGUYEN? 09838265 12146561
224 $510.40 R B2 FC:1111 -516.00 0P

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

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Johnny W. Lamb
9818 N. 48th Avenue COPY MAILED
Glendale AZ 85302
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In re Application of
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Johnny W. Lamb

Application No. 12/148,564
DECISION ON PETITION
Filed:  April 21,2008

Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181(a), filed
January 22, 2009.

The petition is granted.

This application was held abandoned July 8, 2008, after no reply was received to the Notice to File
Corrected Application Papers mailed May. 7, 2008. The notice set forth a shortened period of reply of two
months from its mailing date. No response was received within the allowable period and the application
became abandoned on July 8, 2008. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed January 12, 2009. The instant
petition was filed on January 22, 2009. Petitioner maintains that the Notice to File Corrected Application
Papers was never received. '

A review of the application file history reveals that the Notice to File Corrected Application Papers was
returned to the USPTO May 15, 2008, citing the address as undeliverable. Petitioner indicates that the
Notice of Abandonment was received. It is noted that both the Notice to File Corrected Application
Papers and the Notice of Abandonment were mailed to the same address. The evidence is convincing that
petitioner did not receive the Notice to File Corrected Application Papers. The petition is granted. The
holding of abandonment is, therefore, withdrawn.

‘The application file is being forwarded to the Office of Patent Application Processing for further.
processing that may include remailing the Notice to File Corrected Application Papers and resetting of the
period for reply.

éQ;stiy concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3222.

Kenya A. McFaughlin
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

SEIDEL, Randy R. et al. :
Application No. 12/148,604 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: April 21, 2008 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 4624-3 : 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 16, 2008.

The request is APPROVED.

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

The request was signed by Robert B. Famiglio, the sole attorney of record. Robert Famiglio has been withdrawn
as attorney or agent of record. Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

All future correspondence will be directed to the first named inventor Randy Seidel at the address indicated
below. :

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

;redelle D. Jacason

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: RANDY R. SEIDEL
88 CHESTNUTHILL ROAD
EMMAUS PA 18049
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DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

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

The petition is granted.

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

irected to the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.

(A me)

Telephgne i quiries should be
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Pdtent Publication Branch
Office ¢f Data Management

ofund Ref Ad justment date: B8/21/2809 NFARMER
5355'1‘/2959 HFARMER  BBB3168485 @4}22/2996 HDESTAI 88808089 12148636
g2 FC:1111 -518.68 Op

CHECK Refund Total: $510.89

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



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

CHARLES J. PRESCOTT, P.A.
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Patterson, et al. :

Application No. 12/148,645 : DECISION
Filed/Deposited: 21 April, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. P-2071

This is a decision on the petition filed on 8 August, 2008, and properly considered under 37
C.F.R. §1.53, to obtain a filing date of 21 April, for the instant application.

The petition under 37 C.F.R. §1.53 is GRANTED.

BACKGROUND

The instant application was deposited on 21 April, 2008

On 10 June, 2008, the Office of Initial Patent Examination (OIPE) mailed a Notice Of
Incomplete Application: (to wit: “*** the specification does not include at least one claim. A
complete specification as required by 35 U.S.C. §112 is required.”), and, thus, the application
had not been accorded a filing date.

OIPE indicated that Petitioner might:

e contend via petition that at least one claim submitted (and evidence same with a copy of a
date-stamped receipt card (see: MPEP §503) and of the claim(s) averred to have been
deposited); or

e submit the claim(s) and accept the later date of submission as the filing date.
OIPE set a two- (2-) month period for reply.
On 8 August, 2008, Petitioner submitted a petition, including therewith, inter alia, what was

averred to be a true copy of the claim(s) included on deposit of the specification with a receipt
card stamped with the application number and date of deposit: “12148645 *** 042108.”



Application No. 112/ 148,645

The availability of applications and application papers online to applicants/practitioners who
diligently associate their Customer Number with the respective application(s) now provides an
applicant/practitioner on-demand information as to events/transactions in an application. Thus,
now if one wishes to know the progress in and/or status of an application or the accuracy of the
data therein, one need only look at the file online.

Out of an abundance of caution, Petitioners always are reminded that those registered to practice
and all others who make representations before the Office must inquire into the underlying facts
of representations made to the Office and support averments with the appropriate
documentation-since all owe to the Office the continuing duty to disclose.'

ANALYSIS
A search of the official file reveals that:
e on 21 April, 2008, Petitioner deposited the instant application;

e the Office record reflects that at least one claim was not present upon deposit;

o the date-stamped (“042108”) receipt card evidences—in pertinent part-the following:

*kok

... fee transmittal form, 22 pages of specification, 1 sheet of drawings, 1 declaration, application
data sheet, assignment and coversheet, power of attorney, IDS and copies of citation and check.
(Emphasis supplied)

* ok ok

The Office acknowledges receipt of pages numbered 1 through 19—the description. The
materials submitted by Petitioner evidence that the pages numbered 20 and 21 are indicated as
the claims, and the page numbered 22 is indicated as the abstract—all of which by definition are
components of the specification.

Because Petitioner’s receipt card adequately itemized the contents of the application as to the
elements deposited, it is concluded that the application, including 22 pages of specification
(description, claims and abstract}—including at least one claim (or more, as set forth on pages 20
and 21) and abstract (as set forth on page 22)—and 1 sheet of drawings, was deposited with the

! See supplement of 17 June, 1999. The Patent and Trademark Office is relying on petitioner’s duty of candor and good faith and accepting a
statement made by Petitioner. See Changes to Patent Practice and Procedure, 62 Fed. Reg. at 53160 and 53178, 1203 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office at 88
and 103 (responses to comments 64 and 109)(applicant obligated under 37 C.F.R. §10.18 to inquire into the underlying facts and circumstances
when providing statements to the Patent and Trademark Office).

2
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Office on 21 April, 2008, and the claims (pages 20 and 21 (and 22)) of the specification
subsequently were misplaced in the Office.

Accordingly, the application, including 22 pages of specification (description, claims and
abstract}—including the claims (pages 20 and 21) and abstract (page 22)—and 1 sheet of
drawings, is entitled to a filing date of 21 April, 2008.

The Notice mailed on 10 June, 2008, was sent in error to the extent that it reflected the omission
of the claims (pages 20 and 21) and the abstract (page 22) of the specification (description,
claims, abstract) is hereby vacated to the extent that it stated that the application was not
accorded a filing date.

CONCLUSION

The petition is granted; the petition fee waived and is being refunded via Treasury check—
should Petitioner later find that a fee was not refunded, Petitioner should send a refund request to
Office of Finance with a copy of this decision.

This application is released to OPAP for further processing with a filing date of 21 April,
2008, for the entire application including 22 pages of specification (description, claims and
abstract) including therein the claims (pages 20 and 21), and 1 sheet of drawings using:

e pages 1 — 19 of the specification (description, claims abstract) and 1 sheet of
drawings deposited on 21 April, 2008; and -

¢ the claims (pages 20 and 21) and abstract (page 22) of the specification deposited on
8 August, 2008; and further,

with direction to OPAP to correct Office records and provide to Petitioner a corrected
filing receipt setting forth a filing date of 21 April, 2008, and reflecting therein that 22
pages of specification (description and claims) and 1 sheet of drawings were present on
filing.



While telephone inquiries regarding.this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571)
272-3214, it is noted that all practice before the Office is in writing (see: 37 C.F.R. §1.2%) and the
proper authority for action on any matter in this regard are the statutes (35 U.S.C.). regulations
(37 C.F.R.) and the commentary on policy (MPEP). Therefore, no telephone discussion may be
controlling or considered authority for Petitioner’'s/Caller’s action(s).

/ J. n, Jr.
John J. Gillon, Jr.
Senior Attorney
Office of Petitions

2 The regulations at 37 C.F.R. §1.2 provide:1
§1.2 Business to be transacted in writing.
All business with the Patent and Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or
agents at the Patent and Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written
record in the Office. No attention will be paid to any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement
or doubt.
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In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETIT]

Bruce Malkin : PETITIONS

Application No. 12/148,694 : ON PETITION

Filed: April 21, 2008
Attorney Docket No. Nii/2001/2007

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed August 20, 2008, which, for the
reasons stated below, is being treated as a request for a two month extension of time.

The request for a two month extension of time is GRANTED.

The record shows that a Notice to File Corrected Application Papers (Notice) was mailed on
May 12, 2008, which set a two month shortened statutory period for reply. Accordingly, a reply
was due on or before July 10, 2008, or on or before September 10, 2008 with the submission of
an extension of time fee pursuant to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). Since petitioner may
obtain an extension of time up to an including five months, this case is not in fact abandoned.
Accordingly, the filing of a petition to revive is inappropriate until the maximum extendable
period for reply has expired.

In view of the above, the $770 petition fee submitted is deemed unnecessary and considered an
overpayment of the extension of time and will be refunded to petitioner in due course.

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

This application is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Papers for further
processing of the reply received August 20, 2008.

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of '

Yen :

Application No. 12/148,713 ~ . DECISION

Filed: 22 April, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 20660.047

This is a decision on the petition filed on 18 March, 2009, which is being treated as a petition
under 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b) to accept an unintentionally delayed notification to the U.S. Patent
and Trademark Office (USPTO) of the filing of an application in a foreign country or under a
multinational treaty that requires publication of applications eighteen-months after filing. (See 37
C.F.R. §1.137(f).)

- The petition as considered under 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b) is GRANTED.

As to Allegations of
Failure to Notice

The requirements of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §1.137(f) are the petition and fee
therefor, a reply in the form of the Notice of subsequent foreign/international filing (in an
eighteen-month publication country) and the date thereof, and a proper statement of
unintentional delay under the regulation.

BACKGROUND

Petitioner states that the instant nonprovisional application is the subject of an application filed in
an eighteen-month publication country on 9 May, 2008. However, the USPTO was
unintentionally not notified of this filing within 45 days subsequent to the filing of the subject
application in an eighteen-month publication country. Therefore, pursuant to the provisions of
35 U.S.C. §122(b)(2)(B)(iii) and 37 C.F.R. §1.213(c), Petitioner failed to timely notify the
USPTO of the filing of a counterpart application in a foreign country or under a multilateral
international agreement that requires publication of applications 18 months after filing.

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov
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A petition under 37 C.F.R. §1.137(b) to accept an unintentionally delayed notification to the
USPTO of the filing of a counterpart application in an eighteen-month publication country must
be accompanied by: '

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

(2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 C.F.R. §1.17(m); and

(3) a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date
of the reply until the filing of a grantable petition was unintentional.

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

The previous Request and Certification under 35 U.S.C. §122(b)(2)(B)(i) has been rescinded. A
Notice Regarding Rescission of Nonpublication Request which sets forth the projected
publication cannot be generated at this writing.

The availability of applications and application papers online to applicants/practitioners who
diligently associate their Customer Number with the respective application(s) now provides an
applicant/practitioner on-demand information as to events/transactions in an application.

~ Out of an abundance of caution, Petitioners always are reminded that those registered to practice
and all others who make representations before the Office must inquire into the underlying facts
of representations made to the Office and support averments with the appropriate
documentation—since all owe to the Office the continuing duty to disclose.'

As to Allegations of
Failure to Notice

It appears that the requirements under 37 C.F.R. §1.137(f) have been satisfied.

! See supplement of 17 June, 1999. The Patent and Trademark Office is relying on Petitioner’s duty of candor and good faith and accepting a
statement made by Petitioner. See Changes to Patent Practice and Procedure, 62 Fed. Reg. at 53160 and 53178, 1203 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office at 88
and 103 (responses to comments 64 and 109)(applicant obligated under 37 C.F.R. §10.18 to inquire into the underlying facts and circumstances
when providing statements to the Patent and Trademark Office).
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CONCLUSION

Accordingly, the petition pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §1.137(f) and considered under 37 C.F.R.
§1.137(b) is granted.

This application is being released to Technology Center/AU 1656 for further processing in due
course. :

Petitioner may find it beneficial to view Private PAIR within a fortnight of the instant decision to
ensure that the decision has been acknowledged by the Technology Center/AU. It is noted that
all inquiries with regard to substantive examination need be directed to the Technolo

Center/AU where change of status must be effected—that does not occur in the Office of
Petitions.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3214—it is noted, however, that all practice before the Office is in writing (see: 37 C.F.R. §1.2%) _
and the proper authority for action on any matter in this regard are the statutes (35 U.S.C.),
regulations (37 C.F.R.) and the commentary on policy (MPEP). Therefore, no telephone
discussion may be controlling or considered authority for Petitioner’s action(s). A

/John J. Gillon, Jr./
John J. Gillon, Jr.
Senior Attorney
Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT: Notice Regarding Rescission of Nonpublication Request%Could not be
generated at this writing.

2 The regulations at 37 C.F.R. §1.2 provide:

§1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. .

All business with the Patent and Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or
agents at the Patent and Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written
record in the Office. No attention will be paid to any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement
or doubt. ’
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KENYON & KENYON LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
ONE BROADWAY

NEW YORK, NY 10004

Applicant : Michael Arndt : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7630074 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 12/08/2009 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 12/148,718 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 04/21/2008 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 0 days. The USPTO will sua
sponte 1issue a certificate of correction reflecting the amount of PTA days
determined by the recalculation.

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

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

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

PTOL-549G (04/10)
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Manilal S. Dahanayake et al. : .

Application No. 12/148,742 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: April 21, 2008 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)

Attorney Docket No. 516.0074USX2

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed, March 23, 2010 to withdraw
the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on June 19, 2009 cannot be refunded. If, however,
this application is again allowed, petitioner may request that it be applied towards the issue fee
required by the new Notice of Allowance.' '

Telephone inquiries should be directed to Terri Johnson at (571) 272-2991.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 1796 for processing of the request
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
information disclosure statement.

Terri Johnson
Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

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

Elena M. Shembel et al. :

Application No. 12/148,758 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 22, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the petition, filed April 9, 2009, which is being treated as a petition under
37 CFR 1.181 (no fee) requesting withdrawal of the holding of abandonment in the above-
identified application.

The petition is DISMISSED.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision should be filed within two (2) months from the
mail date of this decision. Note 37 CFR 1.181(f). The request for reconsideration should include
a cover letter and be entitled as a “Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1.181 to Withdraw the
Holding of Abandonment.”

This application was held abandoned for failure to timely and properly respond to the Notice to
File Missing Parts (Notice) mailed on June 10, 2008.

Petitioner contends a response was filed in a timely manner and presents evidence which
purportedly supports her position.

A review of the filed record shows the following sequence of correspondence:

A Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application (Notice) with a response
time of two months was mailed June 10, 2008.

A response to the Notice was filed August 11, 2008.
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A Notice of Incomplete reply (Nonprovisional) was mailed August 28, 2008 and
indicated the period for reply continued to run from the original Notice mailed June 10,
2008.

Another response to the Notice was filed September 12, 2008.

A Notice of Incomplete Reply was mailed October.22, 2008 indicating that applicant’s
response filed September 12, 2008 was after the expiration of the period for reply set in
the Notice mailed June 10, 2008.

A request for a four (4) month extension of time was filed January 8, 2009.
A Notice of Abandonment was mailed February 17, 2009.

Petitioner provides evidence that the request for four month extension of time was timely filed on
January 8, 2009 and thus the application should not have been held abandoned since this was a
timely response to the Notice of Incomplete Reply mailed October 22, 2008. The date of filing
of the extension of time is not disputed and is not the issue. The application went abandoned
because applicant filed a four (4) month extension of time and what was needed was a five (5)
month extension of time. The Notice mailed June 6, 2008 gave a response period of two (2)
months. The extension of time for four (4) months was filed January 8, 2009 and that extended
period would have run till December 6, 2009. Petitioner was apparently under the impression
that she needed to timely respond to the Notice of Incomplete Reply mailed October 22, 2008 but
this Notice gave no response time and clearly indicated applicant needed to file an extension of
time adequate to respond to the original Notice mailed June 6, 2008.

For this reason, the petition is dismissed.

‘Further, it is noted the petition is not properly signed. The petition is signed by only one of the
co-inventors, Elena Shembel. Petitioner’s attention is directed to 37 CFR 1.33(b) which states:

Amendments and other papers. 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) A registered patent attorney or patent agent of record appointed in compliance with
§ 1.32(b);

(2) A registered patent attorney or patent agent not of record who acts in a
representative capacity 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.
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An unsigned amendment (or other paper) or one not properly signed by a person having authority
to prosecute the application is not entered. This applies, for instance, where the amendment (or
other paper) is signed by only one of two applicants and the one signing has not been given a
power of attorney by the other applicant.

Therefore, as the petition is not signed by all the inventors and the record herein fails to disclose
that petitioner herein, Elena Shembel, was ever given a power of attorney to act on behalf of the
other inventors, or that she is an assignee of'the entire interest and has complied with the
provisions of 37 CFR 3.73(b), the petition is not considered properly signed.

Petitioner should consider filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) stating that the delay was
unintentional. Public Law 97-247, § 3, 96 Stat. 317 (1982), which revised patent and trademark
fees, amended 35 U.S.C. § 41(a)(7) to provide for the revival of an “unintentionally” abandoned
application without a showing that the delay in prosecution or in late payment of the issue fee
was “unavoidable.” This amendment to 35 U.S.C. § 41(a)(7) has been implemented in 37 CFR
1.137(b). An “unintentional” petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by the $810
petition fee.

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

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

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

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

By facsimile: (571) 273-8300
Attn: Office of Petitions
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Carl Friedman at (571) 272-
6842.

Carl Friedman

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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Enerize Corporation
Elena Shembel

4956 Rothschild Dr. COPY MAILED
Coral Springs FL 33067-4134 JAN 27 2010

In re Application of

Elena M. Shembel et al. :

Application No. 12/148,758 . DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 22, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
September 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 to File
Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application (Notice), mailed June 10, 2008.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of a response to the Notice, (2) the petition fee of $810, and (3) a proper
statement of unintentional delay. ‘

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

The file record indicates the request for Power of Attorney filed September 12, 2009 was denied
in a letter mailed September 23, 2009.
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The application file does not indicate a change of address has been filed in this case, although the
address given on the petition differs from the address of record. A change of address should be
filed in this case in accordance with MPEP 601.03. A courtesy copy of this decision is being
mailed to the address noted on the petition. However, until otherwise instructed, all future
correspondence regarding this application will be mailed solely to the address of record.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Carl Friedman at (571)272-
6842.

This application is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing for further
processing of the application.

Carl] Friedman
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

Cc: Michael G. Shariff, Esq.
1010 Parkway Trail
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48302
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SIRIUS STRATEGIC, LLC
6769 W. SHADOW LAKE DR.
LINO LAKES MN 55014

In re Application of

GREGOIRE, Wayne J.
Application No. 12/148,759
Filed: April 22, 2008

Attorney Docket No. Gregoire - 4

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.go

COPY MAILED
JUL 07 2008

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
DECISION ON PETITION

TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed June 18, 2008, to make the
above-identified apphcatlon special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02,

Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP §
708.02, Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one
of the applicants is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a statement by

applicant. No fee is required

The instant petition includes a statementAby Wayne M. Gregoire attesting that he is over 65 years
of age. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

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

4231.

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 3723 for action

on the merits commensurate with this decision.

Michelle R. Eason

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions
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DIW Dec-08

HARDING, EARLEY, FOLLMER & FRAILEY

86 THE COMMONS AT VALLEY FORGE

1288 VALLEY FORGE ROAD, P. O. BOX 750
VALLEY FORGE PA 19482-0750

COPY MAILED

DEC 2 4 2008
In re Application of :
Kevin J. Carbone : DECISION REFUSING STATUS

Application Number: 12/148781 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(b)
Filing Date: 04/22/2008 :

Attorney Docket Number: E-2533-

1 .

This is a decision in response to the petition under 37 CFR
1.47 (b) filed on November 28, 2008.

The petition is DISMISSED.

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

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

The above-identified application was filed on April 22, 2008,
without an executed ocath or declaration. Accordingly, on June
18, 2008, the Office of Patent Application Processing (OPAP)
mailed a Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional
Application, requiring an executed oath or declaration as well as
a surcharge for its late filing. Replacement drawings, the
application search fee, and the application examination fee were
also required. A two (2) month period for reply was set.

In response, on November 28, 2008, petitioner filed a four (4)
month extension of time, along with the statutory basic filing
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fee, the search and examination fees, the late filing surcharge,
and the present petition and petition fee. Replacement drawings
were also filed. A declaration naming Kevin J. Carbone as the
sole inventor, signed on behalf of the non-signing inventor by
Peter Radatti, President of assignee CyberSoft, Inc., was also
provided. '

Petitioners state that the invention has been assigned, and have
provided the Reel and Frame number where the assignment is
recorded. It is noted that a copy of the assignment, signed by
the non-signing inventor, was recorded in the parent application,
No. 10/060,631, which petitioners state the subject application
is a continuation of.

Petitioners assert that that the sole inventor could not be
located. Specifically, petitioners assert that a letter was sent
to the inventor’s last known address, but was returned by the
U.S. Postal Service (USPS) as undeliverable.

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

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

(2) an acceptable ocath or declaration in compliance with 35
U.S.C. 8 115 and 116;

(3) the petition fee;

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

(5) proof of proprietary interest, and

(6) proof of irreparable damage.

The petition lacks item (1) and (6).

In regards to item (1), petitioners have not shown that diligent
efforts have been made to locate the non-signing inventor.!

If the application is returned as undeliverable, petitioners
should provide a copy of an envelope showing that a letter sent
to the last known address of the non-signing inventor was
returned as undeliverable by the post office. Details of the
efforts made to locate the non-signing inventor should be set
forth in an affidavit or declaration of facts by a person having
first-hand knowledge of the details. ‘

1 MPEP 409.03(d).
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In this regard, a brief Internet search suggests that the non-
signing inventor now resides in Pottstown, PA 19464.

Petitioners should verify the last known address of the non-
signing inventor, and, if a more recent address is discovered,
provide a copy of the application as filed to the non-signing
inventor at the inventor’s most recent address. Petitioners may
show proof that a copy of the application was sent or given to
the non-signing inventor for review by providing a copy of the
cover letter transmitting the application papers (specification,
including claims, drawings, if any, and the declaration) to the
non-signing inventor or details given in an affidavit or
declaration of facts by a person having first-hand knowledge of
the details.

Likewise, before a bona fide refusal to sign the declaration can
be alleged, petitioners must show that a copy of the application
was sent or given to the inventor. If the inventor refuses in
writing, petitioners must submit a copy of that written refusal
with any renewed petition. If the refusal was made orally to a
person, then that person must provide details of the refusal in
an affidavit or declaration of fact.

If an inventor(s) cannot be reached at his or her last known
address, petitioners must provide details, in an affidavit or
declaration of facts by a person with first hand knowledge of the
details, of the efforts, such as Internet, e-mail, or telephone
directory searches, which have been undertaken to locate that
inventor, send or give a copy of the application papers to him or
her, and request that he or she sign and return the declaration.

If repeated attempts to contact an inventor(s) by telephone,
mail, and e-mail, are unsuccessful, petitioners will have
established that an inventor(s) cannot be found despite diligent
efforts..

In regards to item (6), petitioner must provide proof of
irreparable damage in accordance with MPEP 409.03(g). A
statement by applicant that the filing is necessary to prevent
irreparable damage or to preserve the rights of the parties is
sufficient.
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Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be
addressed as follows: '

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

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

By hand: Customer Service Window
Mail Stop Petition
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22134

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

Do

Douglas I. Wood
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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HARDING, EARLEY, FOLLMER & FRAILEY

86 THE COMMONS AT VALLEY FORGE MA D
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VALLEY FORGE 482-07
GE PA 19482-0750 APR 0 1 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
Kevin J. Carbone : DECISION ACCORDING STATUS

Application Number: 12/148781 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47 (b)
Filing Date: 04/22/2008 :

Attorney Docket Number: E-2533-

1

This is a decision in response to the renewed petition under 37
CFR 1.47(b) filed on February 24, 2009.

The petition is GRANTED.

Petitioner has shown that the sole inventor, Kevin J. Carbone,
has refused to join in the filing of the above-identified
application after having been provided a copy of the application.
Specifically, petitioners have shown that a copy of the
application was provided to the sole inventor by cover letter
dated January 20, 2009, but that the inventor has not signed and
returned the declaration. Accordingly, petitioner has shown that
the non-signing inventor constructively refused to sign the
declaration.

Additionally, petitioner has shown, via the assignment of the
application recorded in parent Application No. 10/060,631, of
which the subject application is a continuation, that Rule
1.47(b) applicant CyberSoft, Inc., has a proprietary interest in
the above-identified application. Lastly, petitioner has
submitted a declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63, signed by
Peter V. Radatti, President of CyberSoft, Inc., on behalf of the
Rule 1.47 (b) applicant, and has demonstrated that such action is
necessary to preserve the rights of the parties.

This application and papers have been reviewed and found in
compliance with 37 CFR 1.47(b). This application is hereby
accorded Rule 1.47(b) status.
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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 renewed petition, not the Declaration.
Notice of the filing of this application will also be published
in the Official Gazette.

The application is being referred to the Office of Patent
Application Processing for further processing.

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

Dra

Douglas I. Wood
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Kevin J. Carbone
121 Brookview Lane

Pottstown PA 19464 MAILED
‘ APR 0 1 2009
In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Kevin J. Carbone

Application No. 12/148,781

Filed: April 22, 2008

For: SOFTWARE VIRUS DETECTION METHODS, APPARATUS AND ARTICLES OF MANUFACTURE

Dear Mr. Carbone:

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

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

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to the undersigned at 571/272-3231.
Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File Information Unit at 571-
272-3150. Information regarding how to pay for and order a copy of the application, or a specific paper in
the application, should be directed to Certification Division at 5§71-272-3150 or 1-800-972-6382 (outside the
Washington D.C. area).

Nt
ouglas |. Wood

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

HARDING, EARLEY, FOLLMER & FAIRLEY
86 THE COMMONS AT VALLEY FORGE
1288 VALLEY FORGE ROAD, PO BOX 750
VALLEY FORGE PA 19482-0750
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FRISHAUF, HOLTZ, GOODMAN & CHICK, PC
220 FIFTH AVENUE

16TH FLOOR

NEW YORK NY 10001-7708

COPY MAILED
JAN 13 2009

In re Application of

Hiroshi Watanabe :

Application Number: 12/148797 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
. Filing Date: 04/22/2008 :

Attorney Docket Number:

08270/LH

This is a decision on the “REQUEST FOR CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT
TO CORRECT FILING DATE OF APPLICATION,” filed on November 14,
2008, which is treated as a petition filed under 37 CFR 1.10(c),
requesting that the above-identified application be accorded a
filing date of April 22, 2008, rather than the previously-
accorded filing date of April 21, 2008.

Petitioner asserts that the application was deposited in Express
Mail Service on April 22, 2008. In support, petitioner has
provided a copy of the Express Mail Customer Label EM165824579US.
Although the “date-in” on the Express Mail label is illegible, a
review of the USPS’s Intranet Track/Confirm database showing that
Express Mail Item EM165824579US (the same Express Mail number
found on the itemized application transmittal sheet accompanying
the original application papers located in the off1c1al file) was
accepted by the USPS on April 22, 2008.

The evidence presented is convincing that the Express Mail
package was entrusted to the USPS on April 22, 2008, as shown by
the USPS track and confirm database printout. Accordingly, this
application is entitled to a filing date of April 22, 2008, and
has been so accorded.

In view of the above, the petition is GRANTED.
It is noted that the Corrected Filing'Receipt mailed on January

2, 2009 reflects the correct filing date of April 22, 2008.
Accordingly, the filing date does not need to be updated.
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This application is referred to the Office of Patent Application
Processing for further processing with the presently accorded
filing date of April 22, 2008.

Telephone inquiries relating to this decision should be directed
to the undersigned at (571) 272-3231. Telephone inquiries 4
related to OPAP processing should be directed to their hotline at

(571) 272-4000.

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

NEW YORK, NY 10004

Applicant : Eiji Shirota : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7643223 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 01/05/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 12/148,802 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 04/21/2008 : 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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MAILED

INTARCIA THERAPEUTICS, INC

ATTN: BARBARA G. MCCLUNG APR 2 82010
24650 INDUSTRIAL BLVD
HAYWARD, CA 94545 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Thomas R. Alessi, et al. :

Application No. 12/148,896 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 22, 2008 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3)
Attorney Docket No. INT 026.10 :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.78(a)(3), filed December 21, 2009, to accept an
unintentionally delayed claim under 35 U.S.C. § 120 for the benefit of priority to the prior-filed
nonprovisional applications set forth in the amendment filed with the petition.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

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

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

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

All of the above requirements having been satisfied, the late claim for priority under 35 U.S.C. §
120 is accepted as being unintentionally delayed. ’

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

filing date.

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

Any inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to April M. Wise at (571) 272-1642. All
other inquiries concerning either the examination procedures or status of the application should
be directed to the Technology Center.

This application is being forwarded to Technology Center Art Unit 1646 for consideration by the
examiner of applicant’s entitlement to claim benefit of priority under 35 U.S.C. § 120 to the
prior-filed applications. ’

/dab/ -
David Bucci

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT: Corrected Filing Receipt
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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.goV

APPLICATION FILING or GRP ART
NUMBER 371(c) DATE UNIT FIL FEE REC'D ATTY.DOCKET.NO TOT CLAIMS| IND CLAIMS
12/148,896 04/22/2008 1646 580 INT 026.10 20 1
CONFIRMATION NO. 4399
74866 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

Intarcia Therapeutics, Inc.
AT Satars G Hciog I
Hayward, CA 94545

Date Mailed: 04/28/2010

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)
Thomas R. Alessi, Hayward, CA;
Ryan D. Mercer, Dublin, CA;
Catherine M. Rohloff, Los Altos, CA;
Bing Yang, Redwood City, CA;

Power of Attorney:

Barbara McClung--33113

Gary Fabian--33875

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant
This appln claims benefit of 60/926,005 04/23/2007
and claims benefit of 61/072,202 03/28/2008
and is a CIP of 11/347,562 02/03/2006
which claims benefit of 60/650,225 02/03/2005

Foreign Applications

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 05/08/2008

The country code and number of your priority application, to be used for filing abroad under the Paris Convention,
is US 12/148,896

Projected Publication Date: Not Applicable

Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No
** SMALL ENTITY **
page 10of 3



Title

Suspension formulations of insulinotropic peptides and uses thereof
Preliminary Class

514

PROTECTING YOUR INVENTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES

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

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

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

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

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

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

The applicant has been granted a license under 35 U.S.C. 184, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN FILING
LICENSE GRANTED" followed by a date appears on this form. Such licenses are issued in all applications where
the conditions for issuance of a license have been met, regardless of whether or not a license may be required as
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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 6.15(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 AssetsControl, Department of
Treasury (31 CFR Parts 500+) and the Department of Energy.

NOT GRANTED

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

page 3 of 3
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In re Application of :
Gilberto Antonio Possa : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12/148,939 ' X TO WITHDRAW
Filed: April 22, 2008 o FROM RECORD

Attorney Docket No. 3194-8898US

This is a decision on the request to withdraw as attorney of record under 37 CFR §
1.36, filed December 29, 2009. -

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The request cannot be approved because it lacks the name of the first inventor or the
assignee of record that is associated with the address listed in the request. Therefore,
the change of correspondence address is considered improper.

The Office will only accept correspondence address 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, if no assignee of the entire interest has
properly been made of record, the most current address information provided for the
first named inventor. 37 CFR 3.71(c) states:

An assignee becomes of record either in a national patent
application or a reexamination proceeding by filing a
statement in compliance with § 3.73(b) that is signed by a
party who is authorized to act on behalf of the assignee.

The assignee must establish its ownership of the patent to the satisfaction of the
Director. In this regard, the 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 applicant.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
(671) 272-2991.

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

ccC: Paulo Roberto Toledo Correa
Toledo Correa Marcas E Patentes S/C Ltda,
Rua Ferreira Penteado
709-3 Andar
Campinas-Sao Paulo CEP13010-041
Brazil
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TRASKBRITT, P.C.

PO.Box2550 " MAILED

Salt Lake City, U MAY 2.4 2010
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Gilberto Antonio Possa : '
Application No. 12/148,939 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: April 22,2008 : TO WITHDRAW
Attorney Docket No. 3194-8898US : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the renewed Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37
C.F.R.§ 1.36(b), filed April 16, 2010.

The request is APPROVED.

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

C.FR. § 1.136(a).

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

All future correspondence will be directed to the first named inventor Gilberto Antonio Possa at
the address indicated below.

The application became abandoned for failure to timely respond to the Office action mailed
November 16, 2009.
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Johnson at 571-272-2991.

(z’%{’ son W

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Gilberto Antonio Possa
Rua Iraja, 83, Caminhos de San Cornado
Campinas, Sao Paulo, 13.104-112
BRAZIL



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
PO. Box 1450
Alexandris, Virginia 22313-1450
Www.uspto.gov

[ APPLICATIONNUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE [ FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT | ATTY. DOCKETNO/TITLE |
12/148,939 04/22/2008 Gilberto Antonio Possa 3194-8898US

CONFIRMATION NO. 4771
24247 POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE
TRASKBRITT, P.C.

sosonmm L

Date Mailed: 05/24/2010

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 04/16/2010.

- 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.

/tsjohnson/

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

page 1 of 1
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KING & SPALDING LLP COPY MAILED
1180 PEACHTREE STREET 0
ATLANTA GA 30309-3521 DEC 0 8 2008
. OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Weingarten, Meng, Sikorski, Ng, and Zhang :
Application No. 12/148,966 : DECISION REFUSING STATUS
Filed: April 23, 2008 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(a)

Attorney Docket No.  04676.105126US ATH 245

For: SULFONAMIDE CONTAINING COMPOUNDS FOR TREATMENT
OF INFLAMMATORY DISORDERS

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) filed November 14, 2008.
The petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) is dismissed.

Any request for reconsideration under 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. Failure to
respond will result in the abandonment of this application. Any response should be titled “Request for
Reconsideration of Petition Under 37 CFR 1.47(a).

The above-identified application was filed on April 23, 2008 and was not accompanied by a properly
executed oath or declaration. A Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application was mailed
on May 15, 2008, requiring a proper oath or declaration and allowing an extendable period for reply of
two months from its mailing date. The instant petition was filed on November 14, 2008, with a request
for an extension of time within the fourth month.

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) requires:
6)) proof that the non-signing inventor(s) cannot be reached or refuses to sign the oath or

declaration after having been presented with the application papers (specification,
claims, and drawings);

o7
2 an acceptable oath or declaration in compliance with 35 U.S.C. §§ 115 and 116;
3 the petition fee,

@) a statement of the last known address of the non-signing inventor,

The instant petition lacks item (2) as set forth above.

As to item (2), Section 409.03 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP) provides, in
pertinent part, that:



In re Application of Weingarten, Meng, Sikorski, Ng, and Zhang Page 2
12/148,966

(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 inventor as required by 37 CFR 1.64. An oath
or declaration signed by all of 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.

The declaration filed on November 14, 2008, is defective in form because the signature blocks for the
inventors are not contained in one cohesive document; the inventors cannot, therefore, be said to be
signing on their behalf and on behalf of the non-signing inventor. It is also noted that there is no blank
signature block for inventor Ng. Petitioner must file a declaration that with signature blocks for all of the
inventors with the pages number consecutively. Alternatively, if it problematic for petitioner to get all the
inventors to sign one declaration, petitioner may file several declarations signed by the inventors, but the
all the declarations must contain all the signature blocks for all of the inventors with the pages numbered
consecutively. A proper declaration, preferably one that is formatted according to MPEP § 409.03 cited
above, must accompany any renewed petition filed.

The petition fee of $200.00 will be charged to deposit account 11-0980.
Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By mail: Mail Stop Petitions
Commissioner for Patents,
PO Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

By FAX: (571) 273-8300
Attn:  Office of Petitions
Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned (571) 272-3222.
o@ ce 6' %_ZA\‘
Kenya'A. McLaughlfn

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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1180 PEACHTREE STREET

ATLANTA GA 30309-3521 JUL 1 3 2009

In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Weingarten, Meng, Sikorski, Ng, and Zhang :

Application No. 12/148,966 : DECISION ACCORDING STATUS

Filed: April 23, 2008 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(a)
Attorney Docket No.  04676.105126US ATH 245 :

For: SULFONAMIDE CONTAINING COMPOUNDS FOR TREATMENT
OF INFLAMMATORY DISORDERS

This is in response to the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a), filed May 21, 2009.
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-identified application was filed on April 23, 2008 and was not accompanied by a properly
executed oath or declaration. A Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application was mailed

" on May 15, 2008, requiring a proper oath or declaration and allowing an extendable period for reply of
two months from its mailing date. A petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) was filed on November 14, 2008,
with a request for an extension of time within the fourth month and dismissed by a decision mailed
December 5, 2008.

Petitioner has shown that inventor Ng cannot be located 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 Patent Application Processing for further processing.

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

Kenya A. McLdlghlin
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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CHAMELEON SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION , |
" AKA IONIC FUSION CORPORATION COPY MAILED
13355 10TH AVENUE NORTH |

SUTTE 108 ~JUL 242008

PLYMOUTH, MN 55441

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Inre Application of
Dahiel_M. Storey, et al. : :
Application No. 12/148,971 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 24, 2008 Co TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Attorney Docket No. IFC-113US _ : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed April 24, 2008, 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 appliéation 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

t

The instant petition includes a copy of applicant Barbara S. Kitchell’s passport. Accordingly, the above-
identified application has been accorded “special” status.

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

All other inquiﬁes 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:3738 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

ril M. Wise
titions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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NIXON PEABODY LLP - PATENT GROUP COPY MAILED

1100 CLINTON SQUARE .

ROCHESTER NY 14604 JUN 0 9 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Leo Moreau :

Application No. 12/148,973 : ON PETITION
Filed: April 24, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. 043927-004224-

UscCl

This is a decision on the petition to revive under 37 CFR
1.137(b), filed May 15, 20009.

"The petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) is DISMISSED as moot.

The Office mailed a Notice of Allowance in the above application
on February 10, 2009. This Notice set a statutory period of
three months for transmittal of the issue and publication fees.
On May 11, 2009, applicant timely paid the issue and publication
fees, together with submission of the issue fee transmittal form
(Form PTOL-85b). The submission was made timely by the fact that
May 10, 2009 fell on a Sunday. See 37 CFR 1.7(a). As such, the
application is not abandoned, and the petition to revive is
dismissed as moot.

The petition fee of $1640 has been refunded to Deposit Account
No. 14-1138.

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

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

Cliff Congo
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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| apeucationno. [ FwneDaTE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR [pTTORNEY DOCKET NO.[ CONFIRMATION NO. |
12/149,028 04/25/2008 Hyoung-Bin Park 302/110 6033
7590 06/30/2010 L EXAMINER |
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DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

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

The petition is granted.

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

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

Patént Publication Branch
Office of Data Management

PuJuwPr\t gaves Ba/3d/cad. HiuRiER
. ‘ waren/elcs Sietiiel ELaubasr e
el 013 L niezie 62 FC:iil] -:u3 €3 Ip
SR e B fislave ~257.36 dF
Loaath gand wefann Tctass BFidesd
SR po L Cnavmatiaddaids

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



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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I APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NOj
12/149,059 04/25/2008 Toru Furuya KAK-0030 5500
23353 7590 02/17/2009
RADER FISHMAN & GRAUER PLLC ‘ L EXAMINER ]
LION BUILDING
1233 20TH STREET N.W., SUITE 501 | ART UNIT | eapernumBER ]

I MAIL DATE l DELIVERY MODE —l
02/17/2009 PAPER

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

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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RADER FISHMAN & GRAUER PLLC
LION BUILDING

1233 20TH STREET N.W., SUITE 501
WASHINGTON DC 20036

In re Application of: FURUYA et al.
Application No. 12/149,059

Filed: April 25, 2008

For: QUERY PROCESSING SYSTEM OF A
DATABASE USING MULTI-OPERATION
PROCESSING UTILIZING A SYNTHETIC
RELATIONAL OPERATION IN CONSIDERATION
OF IMPROVEMENT IN A PROCESSING
CAPABILITY OF A JOIN OPERATION

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

WWwW.Uspto.gov

DECISION ON REQUEST TO
PARTICIPATE IN PATENT ,
PROSECUTION HIGHWAY PILOT
PROGRAM AND PETITION TO
MAKE SPECIAL UNDER 37 CFR
1.102(d)

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) pilot
program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed December 11, 2008 to make the above-

identified application special.

The request and petition are DISMISSED.

A grantable request to participate in the PPH program and petition to make special require:

A grantable request to participate in the PPH program and petition to make special require:

(1) The U.S. application is

.(a) a Paris Convention application which either

(1) validly claims priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) and 37 CFR 1.55
to one or more applications filed in the JPO, or
(i1) validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no

priority claims,
Or

(b) a national stage application under the PCT (an application which entered the
national stage in the U.S. from a PCT international application after compliance

with 35 U.S.C. 371), which PCT application

(1) validly claims priority to an application filed in the JPO, or
(i1) validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority claims, or

(ii1) contains no priority claim,
Or
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(c) a so-called bypass application filed under 35 U.S.C. 111 (a) which validly claims
benefit under 35 U.S.C. 120 to a PCT application, which PCT application

(1) validly claims priority to an application filed in the JPO, or

(ii) validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority claims, or

(11i) contains no priority claim.
Where the JPO application that contains the allowable/patentable claims is not the same application for
which priority is claimed in the U.S. application, applicant must identify the relationship between the
JPO application that contains the allowable/patentable claims and the JPO priority application claimed
in the U.S. application.

(2) Applicant must submit a copy of:
a. The allowable/patentable claim(s) from the JPO application(s) or if a copy of the
allowable/patentable claims is available via the Dossier Access System (DAS) applicant
may request the USPTO obtain a copy from the DAS, however if the USPTO is unable
to obtain a copy from the DAS the applicant will be required to submit a copy;
b. An English translation of the allowable/patentable claim(s) and
c. A statement that the English translation is accurate;

(3) Applicant must: 4
a. Ensure all the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be
amended to sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the JPO
application(s) and
b. Submit a claims correspondence table in English;

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

(5) Applicant must submit:
a. Documentation of prior office action:

1. a copy of the office action(s)just prior to the "Decision to Grant a Patent" from
each of the JPO application(s) containing the allowable/patentable claim(s) or
1. if the allowable/patentable claims(s) are from a "Notification of Reasons for
Refusal" then the Notification of Reasons for Refusal or
iii. if the JPO application is a first action allowance then no office action from
the JPO is necessary should be indicated on the request/petition form,;

Further, if a copy of the documents from a or b above is available via the Dossier .
Access System (DAS) applicant may request the USPTO obtain a copy from the
DAS, however if the USPTO is unable to obtain a copy from the DAS the
applicant will be required to submit a copy; b. An English language translation of
the JPO Office action from (5)(a)(i)-(ii) above c. A statement that the English
translation is accurate;

(6) Applicant must submit:
a. An IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in the JPO office action
(unless already submitted in this application)
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b. Copies of the documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent application
publications (unless already submitted in this application);

(7) The required petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).
The request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition fail to include:
A. Item 5 above. Specifically,
1. Applicanr failed to submit a copy of the office action(s)just prior to the "Decision to Grant a Patent"
from each of the JPO application(s) containing the allowable/patentable claim(s), and a statement that the
translation is accurate.

The Petition is DISMISSED.

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

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

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

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

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

/Mano Padmanabhan/

Mano Padmanabhan
Quality Assurance Specialist, Technology Center 2100, Workgroup 2180
571-272-4210
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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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RADER FISHMAN & GRAUER PLLC
LION BUILDING
1233 20TH STREET N.W., SUITE 501
WASHINGTON DC 20036
In re Application of: FURUYA et al.
Application No. 12/149,059
Filed: April 25,2008 DECISION ON REQUEST TO
For: QUERY PROCESSING SYSTEM OF A PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
DATABASE USING MULTI-OPERATION PROSECUTION HIGHWAY PILOT
PROCESSING UTILIZING A SYNTHETIC PROGRAM AND PETITION TO
RELATIONAL OPERATION IN CONSIDERATION MAKE SPECIAL UNDER 37 CFR
OF IMPROVEMENT IN A PROCESSING 1.102( d)
CAPABILITY OF A JOIN OPERATION

This is a decision on the renewed request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH)
program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed March 13, 2009 to make the above-
identified application special.

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

(1) The U.S. application is
(a) a Paris Convention application which either
(1) validly claims priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) and 37 CFR 1.55
to one or more applications filed in the JPO, or
(i1) validly cl\aims priority to a PCT application that contains no
priority claims,
Or
(b) a national stage application under the PCT (an application which entered the
national stage in the U.S. from a PCT international application after compliance
with 35 U.S.C. 371), which PCT application
(1) validly claims priority to an application filed in the JPO, or :
(i1) validly claims priority to a PCT application that contams no pnonty claims, or
(iii) contains no priority claim,
Or
() a so-called bypass application filed under 35 U.S.C. 111 (a) which validly claims
benefit under 35 U.S.C. 120 to a PCT application, which PCT application
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(1) validly claims priority to an application filed in the JPO, or

(i1) validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority claims, or

(i11) contains no priority claim.
Where the JPO application that contains the allowable/patentable claims is not the same application for
which priority is claimed in the U.S. application, applicant must identify the relationship between the
JPO application that contains the allowable/patentable claims and the JPO priority application claimed
in the U.S. application. : '

(2) Applicant must submit a copy of:
a. The allowable/patentable claim(s) from the JPO application(s) or if a copy of the
allowable/patentable claims is available via the Dossier Access System (DAS) applicant
may request the USPTO obtain a copy from the DAS, however if the USPTO is unable
to obtain a copy from the DAS the applicant will be required to submit a copy;
b. An English translation of the allowable/patentable claim(s) and
c. A statement that the English translation is accurate;

(3) Applicant must:
a. Ensure all the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be
amended to sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the JPO
application(s) and
b. Submit a claims correspondence table in English; -

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

(5) Applicant must submit:
a. Documentation of prior office action:

1. a copy of the office action(s)just prior to the "Decision to Grant a Patent" from
each of the JPO application(s) containing the allowable/patentable claim(s) or
ii. if the allowable/patentable claims(s) are from a "Notification of Reasons for
Refusal" then the Notification of Reasons for Refusal or
ii1. if the JPO application is a first action allowance then no office action from
the JPO is necessary should be indicated on the request/petition form;

Further, if a copy of the documents from a or b above is available via the Dossier
Access System (DAS) applicant may request the USPTO obtain a copy from the

'DAS, however if the USPTO is unable to obtain a copy from the DAS the
applicant will be required to submit a copy; b. An English language translation of
the JPO Office action from (5)(a)(i)-(ii) above c. A statement that the English
translation is accurate;

(6) Applicant must submit:
a. An IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in the JPO office action
(unless already submitted in this application)
b. Copies of the documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent application
publications (unless already submitted in this application);



Application SN 12/149,059

*  Decision on Petition

(7) The required petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).
The request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition are found to comply with the

above requirements. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded "special”
status. ~

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

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

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

/Mano Padmanabhan/

Mano Padmanabhan

Quality Assurance Specialist, Technology Center 2100, Workgroup 2180
- 571-272-4210
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| APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR F\TTORNEY DOCKET NO.] CONFIRMATION NO. |
12/149,068 04/25/2008 Shigemasa Hirooka 136511 5745
7590 07/22/2009 I EXAMINER J

OLIFF & BERRIDGE, PLC
P.O. BOX 320850

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22320-4850 l ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER I
3745
I MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE I
07/22/2009 ’ PAPER

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

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

The petition is granted.

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

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

Patent Publication Branch
Office df Data Management
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In re Application of : :
HIROOKA, SHIGEMASA : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Application No. 12/149,083 : PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Filed: April 25, 2008 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Attorney Docket No: 136598 ' : PROGRAM AND PETIFION

For: CONTROL APPARATUS AND CONTROL TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
METHOD FOR NEGATIVE PRESSURE  : 37 CFR 1.102(d)
GENERATING APPARATUS

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) program
and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed July 10, 2009, to make the above-identified
application special.

The request is GRANTED.
: Discussion

A grantable request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition to make special require:

1. The U.S. application must validly claim priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) to one or more
applications filed in the JPO, note where the JPO application with similar claims is not
the same application from which the U.S. application claims priority that the applicant
must identify the relationship between the JPO application with similar claims and the
JPO priority application;

2. Applicant must submit a copy of: a. The allowable/patentable claim(s) from the JPO
application(s) or if a copy of the allowable/patentable claims is available via the Dossier Access
System (DAS) applicant may request the USPTO obtain a copy from the DAS, however if the
USPTO is unable to obtain a copy from the DAS the applicant will be required to submit a copy;

b. An English translation of the allowable/patentable claim(s) and c. A statement that the English -
translation is accurate;

3. Applicant must a. Ensure all the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or
be amended to sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the JPO
application(s) and b. Submit a claims correspondence table in English;

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



Y

. 5. Applicant must submit: a. Documentation of prior office action: i. a copy of the office

action(s) just prior to the "Decision to Grant a Patent" from each of the JPO application(s)
containing the allowable/patentable claim(s) or ii. if the allowable/patentable claims(s) are from

a "Notification of Reasons for Refusal" then a copy of the Notification of Reasons for Refusal or
iii. if the JPO application is a first action allowance then no office action from the JPO is
necessary should be indicated on the request/petition form Further, if a copy of the documents
from a or b above is available via the Dossier Access System (DAS) applicant may request the
USPTO obtain a copy from the DAS, however if the USPTO is unable to obtain a copy from the
DAS the applicant will be required to submit a copy; b. An English language translation of the
JPO Office action from (5) (a) (i)-(ii) above c, A statement that the English translation is
accurate;

6. Applicant must submit: a. An IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in the JPO
office action (unless already submitted in this application) b. Copies of the documents except
U.S. patents or U.S. patent application publications (unless already submitted in this application);

7. The required petition fee of $130.00 under 37 CFR 1.17(h) has been charged to the Deposit
Account #15-0461.

This request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition meet the requirements (1)

through (7), above.

CONCLUSION

The request to participate in the PPH program and petition comply with the above requirements.
Receipt of the requested document is acknowledged and has been entered. Accordingly, the
above-identified application has been accorded “special” status. Response must be filed via the
Electronic Filing System (EFS) with the Document Code PPH.PET.652.

This application is being forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with
this decision. Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Henry C. Yuen,
at 571-272-4856. All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application
should be directed to the Supervisory Patent Examiner Devon Kramer, Art Unit 3746, at 571-

272-7118 and also accessible in the PAIR system at http://www.uspto.gov/ebc.index.html.

The petition make special is GRANTED.

/Henry C. Yuen/

Henry C. Yuen, Special Programs Examiner
Technology Center 3700 — Mechanical Engineering,
Manufacturing and Products

571-272-4856
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FOLEY AND LARDNER LLP
SUITE 500
3000 K STREET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20007
COPY MAILED -
- JAN 0-8 2009
In re Application of:
Wagner et al. ’ : S
Application No. 12/149086 ' : DECISION DISMISSING
Filing or 371(c) Date: 04/25/2008 : PETITION UNDER
Title of Invention: : 37 CFR 1.47(a)
ACTIVATION OF NUCLEAR FACTOR
KAPPA B

This is in responée to the Petition Under 37 CFR § 1.47(a), filed November 17, 2008, and
supplemented December 3, 2008, with an oath or declaration executed by the previously
nonsigning inventor.

The Declaration has been entered and made of record.

In view of the joinder of the inventor, further consideration under 37 CFR 1.47(a) is not
necessary and the Petition is considered to be moot. This application does not have any Rule
1.47(a) status and no such status should appear on the file wrapper. This application need not be
returned to this Office for further consideration under 37 CFR 1.47(a).

This application is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing for continued
processing in the normal course of business.

Telezphone inquiries related to this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3232.

/Derek L. Woods/
Derek L. Woods
Attorney

Office of Petitions
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FOLEY AND LARDNER LLP

SUITE 500 COPY MAILED

3000 K STREET NW .

WASHINGTON DC 20007 JAN 0 7 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of : _

Alston et al. : DECISION ACCORDING STATUS

Application Number: 12/149095 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(a)
Filing Date: 04/25/2008 :

Attorney Docket Number: 075397-

0126

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) filed on
December 12, 2008.

The petition is GRANTED.

Petitioners have shown, via the Statement of Facts for Petition
Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.47 of registered patent practitioner Howard
N. Shipley, that a copy of the application as filed was sent to
the last known address of the non-signing inventor, Larry Knight
by Federal Express, but that the non-signing inventor failed to
sign and return the declaration naming him as a joint inventor
along with Gerald Allen Alston and Justin Dobbs.

As such, the showing of record is that the non-signing inventor
has constructively refused to join in the filing 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, not the Declaration. Notice of
the filing of this application will also be published in the
Official Gazette.

Receipt of the petition fee is acknowledged.

The application is being referred to the Office of Patent
Application Processing for further processing.



Application No. 12/149095 2

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

Douglas I. Wood

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Larry Kr;ight COPY MA‘LED

414 Melvin Drive :
Jefferson GA 30549 JAN 07 2009

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Alston et al.

Application No. 12/149,095

Filed: April 25, 2008

For: POWER GENERATION AND BATTERY MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS

Dear Mr. Knight:

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

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

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to the undersigned at 571/272-3231.
Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File Information Unit at 571-
272-3150. Information regarding how to pay for and order a copy of the application, or a specific paper in

.the application, should be directed to Certification Division at 571-272-3150 or 1-800-972-6382 (outside the
Washington D.C. area).

Douglas |. Wood
Senior Petitions Attorney

Office of Petitions

FOLEY AND LARDNER LLP
SUITE 500

3000 K STREET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20007
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FOLEY AND LARDNER LLP

SUITE 500 MAILED

3000 K STREET NW

WASHINGTON DC 20007 MAY 12 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Thomas E. Wagner It al. :

Application No. 12/149,097 . ON PETITION
Filed: April 25, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. 035879-0277

This is in response to the petitions filed November 14, 2008 and December 3, 2008
under 37 CFR 1.47(a).

A Notice to File Missing Parts was mailed May 15, 2008 noting that the oath or
declaration was missing. The Notice set a two month period for response. A proper
response to a Notice to File Missing Parts can be either an executed oath or declaration
or a petition under 37 CFR 1.47. A timely petition under 37 CFR 1.47 was filed
November 14, 2008 with a four month extension of time request, however, prior to
consideration of the petition, on December 3, 2008 with an additional extension of time
request, petitioners have filed a Supplemental Petition under 37 CFR 1.47 and now
provided an oath or declaration executed by the previously non-signing inventor, Gunter
Schwamberger, in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63.

In view of the joinder of the inventor, no consideration of the petition under 37 CFR
1.47(a) is necessary.

Therein, the petition filed November 14, 2008 is DISMISSED as involving moot issues.
The petition fee in the amount of $130.00 will be credited back to deposit account 19-
0741.

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 any
further consideration under 37 CFR 1.47(a).

This matter will be referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing for further
pre-examination processing.

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

Patricia Faisoh-Ball
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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FITZPATRICK CELLA HARPER & SCINTO ,
1290 AVENUE OF THE AMERICAS ‘
NEW YORK, NY 10104-3800 MA“'ED

APR 12 2010
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Yasuo KOTAKI, et al. . :
Application No. 12/149,123 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: April 28, 2008 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)

Attorney Docket No. 01272.108217.2

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed April 9, 2010, to wifhdrdw
the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on March 4, 2010 cannot be refunded. If,
however, this application is again allowed, pefitioner may request that it be applied
towards the issue fee required by the new Notice of Allowance.!

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-7253.
This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2861 for processing of the

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

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

1 R . . , .
The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and returning the new
Part B — Fee(s) Transmittal Form (along with any balance due at the time of submission). Petitioner is advised that the
Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and timely submitted to avoid abandonment of the application.
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l APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR l‘\TTORNEY DOCKET No.l CONFIRMATION NO,J
12/149,189 04/29/2008 " Yu-Liang Tsai TSAI3218/EM 7074
7590 02/23/2010 L EXAMINER J
BACON & THOMAS, PLLC ) SIMONE, CATHERINE A
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FOURTH FLOOR [ ART UNIT | PapernUMBER |
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314-1176 1794 )
I MAIL DATE l DELIVERY MODE J
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DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

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

The petition is granted.

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

Patent Publication Branch
Officq, of Data Management
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NIXON & VANDERHYE, PC COPY MAILED
901 NORTH GLEBE ROAD, 11TH FLOOR NOV 0 3 2008

ARLINGTON, VA 22203
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of Forsell :

Application No. 12/149,207 : Decision on Petition
Filing Date: April 29, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. RAM-2333-191

This is a decision on the petition filed July 10, 2008, requesting entry of page 28 of the
specification submitted on July 10, 2008.

The petition is dismissed.

When material is missing from an application, and one wishes to rely on an explicit
incorporation by reference or an implicit incorporation by reference under 37 CFR 1.57 to add
the material, the proper route to take to add the material depends on whether or not the
application has been accorded a filing date.

When an application has not been accorded a filing date because the Office has determined the
material is essential, such as when all the pages including the claims are missing, then one must
file a petition and amendment to add the missing material. However, if the application has been
accorded a filing date, then an amendment, but not a petition, is necessary to add the material.
Since the present petition was not necessitated by any error on the part of the Office, the $400

- petition fee will not be refunded.

The amendment filed by petitioner seeking to add the missing page to the specification will be
reviewed by the examiner in due course to determine if adding page 28 to the specification adds
new matter. If page 28 was part of an application incorporated by reference, then the addition of
page 28 will not be considered new matter.

The Office of Patent Application Data Processing will continue processing the application with a -
filing date of April 29, 2008, using only the application papers filed on April 29, 2008.

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to Petitions Attorney

Steven zrantley at (571) 272-3203.

Charles Steven Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE l FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/149,260 04/29/2008 Tomonori KIMURA 01-1676 6773
23400 7590 12/01/2009
POSZ LAW GROUP, PLC | EXAMINER |
12040 SOUTH LAKES DRIVE \ BERHANE, ADOLF D
SUITE 101
RESTON, VA 20191 I ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER I
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I MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE J
12/01/2009 PAPER

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

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



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

POSZ LAW GROUP, PLC
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SUITE 101
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In re Application of

Tomonori KIMURA : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Application No.: 12/149260 : PARTICIPATE IN THE PATENT
Filed: 29 April 2008 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Attorney Docket No.: 01-1676 : PROGRAM AND PETITION
For: POWER CONVERSION CIRCUIT, : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
DRIVING METHOD AND DRIVE UNIT :37 CFR 1.102(d)

THEREFOR

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) program
and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed 16 October 2009, to make the above-identified
application special.

The request and petition are DISMISSED.

Discussion

A grantable request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition to make special require:
1. The U.S. application is

a. aParis Convention application which either
i. validly claims priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) and 37 CFR 1.55 to one or
more applications filed in the JPO, or
ii. validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority
claims,
or
b. anational stage application under the PCT (an application which entered the
national stage in the U.S. from a PCT international application after compliance
with 35 U.S.C. 371), which PCT application
i. validly claims priority to an application filed in the JPO, or
ii. validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority
claims, or
1il. contains no priority claim,



or
c. aso-called bypass application filed under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) which validly

claims benefit under 35 U.S.C. 120 to a PCT application, which PCT

application

i. validly claims priority to an application filed in the JPO, or

ii. validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority
claims, or
iii. contains no priority claim;
2. Applicant must submit a copy of:
a. The allowable/patentable claim(s) from the JPO application(s);
b. An English translation of the allowable/patentable claim(s) and
c. A statement that the English translation is accurate;
3. Applicant must:
a. Ensure all the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be
amended to sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the
JPO application(s) and
b. Submit a claims correspondence table in English;
4. Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;
5. Applicant must submit:
a. Documentation of prior office action:

i. acopy of the office action(s) just prior to the “Decision to Grant a Patent”
from each of the JPO application(s) containing the allowable/patentable
claim(s) or

ii. if the allowable/patentable claims(s) are from a “Notification of Reasons
for Refusal” then the Notification of Reasons for Refusal or
i1. if the JPO application is a first action allowance then no office action from
the JPO is necessary should be indicated on the request/petition form,;
b. An English language translation of the JPO Office action from (5)(a)(i)-(i1) above
c. A statement that the English translation is accurate;
‘6. Applicant must submit:
a. An IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in the JPO office action
(unless already submitted in this application)
b. Copies of the documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent application
publications (unless already submitted in this application);
7. The required petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).

Conditions (1), and (3)-(7) above are considered to have been met. However, the request to
participate in the PPH pilot program and petition fails meet condition (2).

Regarding the requirement of condition (2), Petltloner has failed to provide a copy of the allowed
claims for the JPO -application.

A proper response in this case must include:

(a) a copy of the allowed claims for the JPO application.



')

Applicant is given ONE opportunity within a time period of ONE MONTH or THIRTY
DAYS, whichever is longer, from the mailing date of this decision to correct the deficiencies.
NO EXTENSION OF TIME UNDER 37 CFR 1.136 IS PERMITTED. If the deficiencies are
not corrected with the time period given, the application will await action in its regular turn.

Response must be filed via the Electronic Filing System (EFS) with the Document Code
PPH.REQUEST. Any preliminary amendments and IDS submitted with the PPH documents
must be separately indexed as a preliminary amendment and IDS, respectively.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Lee W. Young at 571-272-
4549,

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

9%

Lee W. Young _
TQAS Technology Center 2800 - Semiconductors,
Electrical & Optical Systems & Components
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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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In re Application of

Tomonori KIMURA : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Application No.: 12/149260 : PARTICIPATE IN THE PATENT
Filed: 29 April 2008 _ : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Attorney Docket No.: 01-1676 : PROGRAM AND PETITION
For: POWER CONVERSION CIRCUIT, : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
DRIVING METHOD AND DRIVE UNIT : 37 CFR 1.102(d)

THEREFOR

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) program
and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed 16 October 2009 and renewed on 08 December
2009, to make the above-identified application special.

The request and petition are GRANTED.

Discussion

A grantable request to participate in the PPH pilot progrém and petition to make special require:

1. The U.S. application is
a. a Paris Convention application which either -
i. validly claims priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) and 37 CFR 1.55 to one or
more applications filed in the JPO, or
ii. wvalidly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority
claims,
or <
b. anational stage application under the PCT (an application which entered the
national stage in the U.S. from a PCT international application after compliance
with 35 U.S.C. 371), which PCT application
1. validly claims priority to an application filed in the JPO, or
ii. validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority
claims, or
ili. contains no priority claim,



or
c. aso-called bypass application filed under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) which validly
claims benefit under 35 U.S.C. 120 to a PCT application, which PCT
application
i. wvalidly claims priority to an application filed in the JPO, or
ii. validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority
claims, or
iii. contains no priority claim;
2. Applicant must submit a copy of:
a. The allowable/patentable claim(s) from the JPO application(s);
b. An English translation of the allowable/patentable claim(s) and
c. A statement that the English translation is accurate;
3. Applicant must:
a. Ensure all the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be
amended to sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the
JPO application(s) and
b. Submit a claims correspondence table in English;
4. Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;
5. Applicant must submit:
a. Documentation of prior office action: ,

1. a copy of the office action(s) just prior to the “Decision to Grant a Patent”
from each of the JPO application(s) containing the allowable/patentable
claim(s) or : '

ii. if the allowable/patentable claims(s) are from a “Notification of Reasons
for Refusal” then the Notification of Reasons for Refusal or-
iii. if the JPO application is a first action allowance then no office action from
the JPO is necessary should be indicated on the request/petition form;
b. An English language translation of the JPO Office action from (5)(a)(1)-(i1) above
c. A statement that the English translation is accurate;
6. Applicant must submit: _
a. An IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in the JPO office action
(unless already submitted in this application)
b. Copies of the documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent application
publications (unless already submitted in this application);
7. The required petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).

The request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition comply with the above
requirements. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Lee W. Young at 571-272-
4549,

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application is accessible in the

PAIR system at http://www.uspto.gov/ebc.index.html.



This application will be forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with
this decision.
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Lee W. Young

TQAS

Technology Center 2800 — Semiconductors
Electrical & Optical Systems & Components
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In re Application of

Lee :

Application No. 12/149,270 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: April 29, 2008 : : PURSUANT TO
Attorney Docket No.: : 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(B)
5050/0112PUS1 :

Title: ADJUSTMENT MECHANISM FOR

ARMREST

This is a decision on the petition pursuant to 37 C.F.R. .
§ 1.137(b), filed July 22, 2009, to revive the above-identified
application.

This petition pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(b) is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to
reply in a timely manner to the Notice of Missing Parts

(notice), mailed May 22, 2008, which set a shortened statutory
period for reply of two months. No response was received, and
no extensions of time under the provisions of 37 C.F.R. )

§ 1.136(a) were requested. Accordingly, the above-identified
application became abandoned on July 23, 2008. A notice of
abandonment was mailed on February 19, 2009.

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

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

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

(3) A statement that the entire delay in filing the

. required reply from the due date for the reply

until the filing of a grantable petition
pursuant to this paragraph was unintentional. The
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Commissioner may require additional information
where there is a question whether the delay was
unintentional, and;

(4) Any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in
37 C.F.R. § 1.20(d)) required pursuant to

paragraph (d) of this section.

With this petition, Petitioner has submitted the petition fee,
the basic filing, search, and examination fees along with the
surcharge associated with the late submission of the same, and
the proper statement of unintentional delay. The first three
requirements of Rule 1.137(b) have been met. The fourth
requirement of Rule 1.137(b) is not applicable, as a terminal
disclaimer is not required.!

The Office of Patent Application Processing (OPAP) will be ,
notified of this decision, and jurisdiction over the application
is transferred to OPAP, so that the application may receive
further processing. Petitioner will receive appropriate
notifications regarding.the fees owed, if any, and other
information in due course from OPAP.

Petitioner may find it beneficial to view Private PAIR within a
fortnight of the present decision to ensure that the revival has
been acknowledged by OPAP in response to this decision. It is
noted that all inquiries with regard to any failure of that
change in status should be directed to OPAP where that .change of
status must be effected - the Office of Petitions cannot
effectuate a change of status.

The general phone number for OPAP is 571-272-4000. Telephone
inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to the
undersigned at (571) 272-3225.72

/Paul Shanoski/
Paul Shanoski
Senior Attorney
Office of Petitions

1 See Rule 1.137(d).

2 Petitioner will note that all practice before the Office should be in
writing, and the action of the Office will be based exclusively on the
written record in the Office. See 37 C.F.R. § 1.2. As such, Petitioner is
reminded that no telephone discussion may be controlling or considered
authority for any further action(s) of Petitioner.
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l APPLICATION NO. l FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR hTTORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO. l
12/149,276 04/29/2008 John Byers Rogan 099107.00009 6975
7590 01/07/2009 : I EXAMINER ]
HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP HAN, SHENG
2099 PENNSYLVANIA AVE
SUITE 100 l ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER J
WASHINGTON, DC 20006 1793
I MAIL DATE ] DELIVERY MODE J
01/07/2009 PAPER

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

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

The petition is granted.

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

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

It A

atenf Publication Branch
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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

WENDEROTH, LIND & PONACK, L.L.P. - C AR
2033 K STREET N. W. OPY MA'LED
SUITE 800 ' JAN 3 0 2009
WASHINGTON DC 20006-1021

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
Shchepinov :  DECISION GRANTING STATUS
Application No. 12/149,319 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(b)

Filed: April 30, 2008

Attorney Docket No. 2008 0787A

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b), filed December 22, 2008.
The petition is GRANTED.

Petitioner has shown that the non-signing inventor, Mikhail S. Shchepinov, has constructively
refused to join in the filing of the above-identified application.

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 37 CFR 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.

Regarding fees, petitioner paid a $130.00 petition fee on December 22, 2008. The current Rule
47 petition fee is $200.00. Pursuant to petitioner’s authorization, deposit account no. 23-0975
will be charged the $70.00 balance due.

This application is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processmg for pre-
examination processing.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3230.
Shirene Willis Brantley W

Senior 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

MIKHAIL S. SHCHEPINOV

8 BARNS HAY

OLD MARSTON |

OXFORD COPY MAILED

OX3 0PN

UNITED KINGDOM JAN 3 0 2008
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :
Shchepinov : LETTER
Application No. 12/149,319 :

Filed: April 30, 2008

Attorney Docket No. 2008 0787A

Dear Mr. Shchepinov:

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

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

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3230. Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File Information
Unit at (703) 308-2733. Information regarding how to pay for and order a copy of the application, or a
specific paper in the application, should be directed to the Certification Division at (571) 272-3150 or |
(800) 972-6382 (outside the Washington, DC area).

Shirene Willis Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

Attorneys of Record:  WENDEROTH, LIND & PONACK, L.L.P.
2033 K STREET N. W.
SUITE 800
WASHINGTON DC 20006-1021
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I APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR li\TTORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO. ]
12/149,324 04/30/2008 Sang-Yeol Hur 302/113 7454
7590 11/04/2009 | EXAMINER B
LEE & MORSE, P.C. PATEL, NIMESHKUMAR D
3141 FAIRVIEW PARK DRIVE
SUITE 500 |7 ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER I
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22042 . po—
l MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE J
11/04/2009 PAPER

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

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

The petition is granted.

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

Patenft Puplication Branch
Office of Data Management
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

WENDEROTH, LIND & PONACK, L.L.P. COPY MAILED
2033 K STREET N. W.
SUITE 800 FEB 1 3 2009
WASHINGTON DC 20006-1021 OFHCE OF PETiTiGNS
In re Application of .
Shchepinov and Bernad :
Application No.: 12/149,357 : DECISION ACCORDING
Filed: April 30, 2008 : : RULE 47(a) STATUS
Attorney Docket No: 2008-0786A :

‘ For: AMINO MODIFIERS

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a), filed December 22, 2008.
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 April 20, 2008, and was not accompanied by a proper
declaration. A Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application was mailed on June 20, 2008,
requiring a properly executed declaration and surcharge. The notice allowed an extendable period for
reply of two months from its mailing date. On December 22, 2008, the instant petition was filed with a
request for an extension of time within the fourth month.

Petitioner has shown that inventor Shchepinov cannot be located to join the prosecution of the application
or has constructively refused to join the filing of the above-identified 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 addresses given in the petition. Notice of the filing of this application will also be
published in the Official Gazette.

The fee for the instant petition is $200.00. -Deposit account 23-0975 will be charged an additional $70.00
accordingly.

This application will be forwarded to the Office of Patent Application Processing for further review.

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

.

Kenya Z McLau lin
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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WPPUCATION NO. | FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR }ATTORNEY DOCKET No.] CONFIRMATION NO. ]
12/149,386 04/30/2008 Michiyasu Nosaka 12-107 7298
7590 09/23/2009 I EXAMINER ]
POSZ LAW GROUP, PLC BOWES, STEPHEN M
12040 SOUTH LAKES DRIVE
SUITE 101 [ ART UNIT | PaperNUMBER |
RESTON, VA 20191 3657
[ MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE —I
09/23/2009 PAPER

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

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

The petition is granted.

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

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

/ﬂ;%[ o Hme)

Patént Publication Branch
Office of\iData Management
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.0. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

[ APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I‘\TTORNEY DOCKET NOJJ:ONFIRMATION NO.—I
12/149,448 05/01/2008 Jin-Seek Choi P58697 8122
7590 11/05/2009 I EXAMINER |
ROBERT E. BUSHNELL & LAW FIRM HAUGHTON, ANTHONY MICHAEL
2029 K STREET NW
SUITE 600 | ART UNIT | ParernuMBER |
WASHINGTON, DC 20006-1004 ' 2835
li MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE I
11/05/2009 PAPER

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

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

The petition is granted.

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

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

(A e ]

Patént ubl/catlon Branch
Office gf Data Management
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

OLIFF & BERRIDGE, PLC |
P.O. BOX 320850 COPY MAILED
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22320-4850

"NOV1 82008

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Paschkowski et al. : .

Application No. 12/149,498 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: May 2, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. 136917

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.182, filed, August 15, 2008, to change the
name of inventor “Doreen Scheidler” to — Doreen Janke —

The petition is GRANTED.

Office records have been updated to reflect the inventor’s change of name. A corrected Filing
Receipt, which reflects the inventor’s change of name, accompanies this decision on petition.

Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to Alicia Kelley at (571) 272-6059. Any
questions concerning the examination procedures or status of the application should be directed
to the Technology Center.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 1794 for further examination on the
merits.’

/SDB/
Sherry D. Brinkley

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT: Corrected Filing Receipt
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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WWW.uspto.gov

APPLICATION FILING or GRP ART
NUMBER 371(c) DATE UNIT FIL FEE REC'D ATTY.DOCKET.NO TOT CLAIMS]IND CLAIMS
12/149,498  05/02/2008 1794 2110 136917 39 2
CONFIRMATION NO. 8512
25944 REPLACEMENT FILING RECEIPT

OLIFF & BERRIDGE, PLC

>0, BOX 520950 O

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22320-4850
Date Mailed: 11/17/2008

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

Applicant(s)
: Kai Paschkowski, Jort, GERMANY;
Doreen Janke, Bonningstedt, GERMANY;
Urs Burckhardt, Zurich, SWITZERLAND;
Mario Slongo, Tafers, SWITZERLAND;
Assignment For Published Patent Application
SIKA TECHNOLOGY AG, Baar, SWITZERLAND
Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 25944

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant

Foreign Applications
EUROPEAN PATENT OFFICE (EPOQ) 07108058.4 05/11/2007

Request to Retrieve - This application either claims priority to one or more applications filed in an intellectual
property Office that participates in the Priority Document Exchange (PDX) program or contains a proper Request to
Retrieve Electronic Priority Application(s) (PTO/SB/38 or its equivalent). Consequently, the USPTO will attempt
to electronically retrieve these priority documents.

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 05/27/2008

The country code and number of your priority application, to be used for filing abroad under the Paris Convention,
is US 12/149,498

Projected Publication Date: Not Applicable

Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No
page 1 0of 3



Title

Laminates joined by polyurethane hot-melt adhesive and process for bonding plasticizer-containing
plastics

Preliminary Class
428

PROTECTING YOUR INVENTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES

Since the rights granted by a U.S. patent extend only throughout the territory of the United States and have no
effect in a foreign country, an inventor who wishes patent protection in another country must apply for a patent
in a specific country or in regional patent offices. Applicants may wish to consider the filing of an international
application under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT). An international (PCT) application generally has the same
effect as a regular national patent application in each PCT-member country. The PCT process simplifies the filing
of patent applications on the same invention in member countries, but does not result in a grant of "an 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 |t
can be viewed on the USPTO website at http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/doc/general/index.html.

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

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

The applicant has been granted a license under 35 U.S.C. 184, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN FILING
LICENSE GRANTED" followed by a date appears on this form. Such licenses are issued in all applications where

page 20f 3



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 AssetsControl, Department of
Treasury (31 CFR Parts 500+) and the Department of Energy.

NOT GRANTED

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

page 3 of 3



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

VENABLE LLP COPY MAILED
P.0O. BOX 34385
WASHINGTON DC 20043-9998 JUL 112008

In re Application of

Johannes Bossmann :

Application No. 12/149,506 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: May 2, 2008 :

Attorney Docket Number: 32368-258842

This is a decision on the petition filed June 11, 2008, which is treated as a petition
under 37 CFR 1.182.

The instant application was filed May 2, 2008 and a filing date was accorded.
However, a Notice to File Missing Parts mailed May 22, 2008 indicated that the
Oath or Declaration was missing.

Petitioner asserts that the Oath was among the papers filed on May 2, 2008 and
submits, inter alia, a “legible” postcard receipt in evidence thereof. The postcard
receipt, identifies the application and acknowledges, inter alia, that the application
included an Oath and bears a United States Patent and Trademark Office date-
stamp of May 2, 2008. Additionally, the postcard receipt lacks any notation of non-
receipt of any item listed. In view thereof, the evidence submitted supports the
claim that the oath or declaration was timely filed and thus, the petition is
GRANTED.

Given the basis for granting the petition, no petition fee or surcharge for late filing of
the oath or declaration is due and none has been charged

This application is being forwarded to the Office of Patent Application Processing
(OPAP) for further processing, using the application papers received in the Office
on May 2, 2008 and the Oath submitted with the petition on June 11, 2008.

ities regarding this decision should be directed to the undersigned
gtitions Atto at (571) 272-3212.

Patricia Faisok-Ball
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Kenyon & Kenyon LLP
1500 K Street, N.W.
Suite 700

Washington, DC 20005

In re application of . DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Hikokazu Akimoto :  PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Application No. 12/149,513 :  PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Filed: May 2, 2008 ' : PROGRAM AND PETITION
For: POWER OUTPUT APPARATUS, VEHICLE . TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
EQUIPPED WITH POWER OUTPUT : 37 CFR 1.102(d)

APPARATUS, AND CONTORL METHOD
OF POWER OUTPUT APPARATUS

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH)
program. and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed August 28, 2009, to make the
above-identified application special.

The request and petition are DISMISSED.

A grantable request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition to make special
require:

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

(2) Applicant must submit a copy of the allowable/patentable clalm(s) from the JPO
application(s) along with an English translation thereof if the JPO apphcahon isina
language other than English and a statement that the Engllsh translation is
accurate;

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

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

(5) Applicant must submit a copy of all the Office actions from each of the JPO
application(s) containing the allowable/patentable claim(s);

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

(7) The required petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).
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The request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition fail to include:

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

The claims of the U.S. application do not sufficiently correspond or have been amended
to sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claims in the JPO application. ,
Specifically, the JPO application contains only one claim directed to a vehicle and does
not contain any claims directed to a method of a power output apparatus. Accordingly,

~ there are no JPO claims corresponding to U.S. claims 5-7.

Applicant is given a time period of ONE MONTH or THIRTY DAYS, whichever is longer,
to correct the deficiencies. NO EXTENSION OF TIME UNDER 37 CFR 1.136 IS
PERMITTED. If the deficiencies are not corrected with the time period given, the
application will await action in its regular turn. :

Response must submitted by EFS-Web using the document description “Petition to
make special under Pat Pros Hwy”. Telephone inquires concerning this decision should
be directed to Teri P. Luu at 571-272-7045. All other inquiries concerning the
examination or status of the application should be directed to the Patent Application
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system.

[Teri P. Luu
Teri P. Luu :
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 3600

tpl: 8/31/09
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Kenyon & Kenyon LLP
1500 K Street, N.W.
Suite 700

Washington, DC 20005

In re application of :  DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Hikokazu Akimoto : : - PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Application No. 12/149,513 . PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Filed:. May 2, 2008 : PROGRAM AND PETITION
For. POWER OUTPUT APPARATUS, VEHICLE :  TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
EQUIPPED WITH POWER OUTPUT : 37 CFR 1.102(d)

APPARATUS, AND CONTORL METHOD
OF POWER OUTPUT APPARATUS

This is a decision on the renewed request to participate in the Patent Prosecution
Highway (PPH) program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed September 18,
2009, to make the above-identified application special.

The request and petition are GRANTED.

A grantable request to participate in the PPH program and petition to make special
require:

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

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

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

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

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

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

(7) The required petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).
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A first request to participated in the PPH program and petition to make special was filed
on August 28, 2009. However, that request and petition was dismissed on September
3, 2009 because all the claims in the U.S. application did not sufficiently correspond or
were amended to sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claims in the JPO
application.

In light of the preliminary amendment filed September 18, 2009 cancelling claims 5-7,
the renewed request and petition now comply with the above requirements.
Accordingly, the above identified application has been accorded “special” status.

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

Telebhon_e inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Teri P. Luu at 571-
272-7045. All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application
should be directed to the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system.

[TeriP. Luu/
Teri P. Luu
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 3600

tpl: 9/21/09
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KENYON & KENYON LLP Mail Date: 04/21/2010
1500 K STREET N.W.

SUITE 700
WASHINGTON, DC 20005

Applicant : Hikokazu Akimoto : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Patent Number : 7641009 : RECALCULATION of PATENT
Issue Date : 01/05/2010 : TERM ADJUSTMENT IN VIEW
Appliction No : 12/149,513 : OF WYETH AND NOTICE OF INTENT TO

Filed : 05/02/2008 : ISSUE CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

The Request for Recalculation is GRANTED to the extent indicated.

The patent term adjustment has been determined to be 97 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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DOSTER GREENE, LLC

#215

2 WISCONSIN CIRCLE SUITE 700

CHEVY CHASE MD 20815 MAILED

APR 2 3 2009
Applicant: Kramer : ,
Filing Date: May 2, 2008
Title: SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR A MODULAR USED CONTROLLED SEARCH
ENGINE
Attorney Docket No.: 1006-00-PT2
Pub. No.: US 2008/0208826 Al
Pub. Date: August 28, 2008

This is a decision on the request for a corrected patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(b), received on October 27, 2008, for the above-identified application

The request is dismissed.

Applicant requests that the application be republished because the patent application publication
contains material errors, wherein the priority data filed in the preliminary amendment of May 2, -
2008 was not published.

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

The error noted by requestor with respect to the preliminary amendment is not an Office error.
As stated in 37 CFR 1.215, “[t}he patent application publication will be based upon the
specification and drawings deposited on the filing date of the application, as well as the executed
oath or declaration submitted to complete the application. The patent application publication may
also be based upon amendments to the specification (other than the abstract or the claims) that
are reflected in a substitute specification under § 1.125(b).” (emphasis added)

lChanges to Implement Eighteen-Month Publication of Patent Applications, 65 FR 57023, 57038 (Sept. 20, 2000),
1239, Off. Gaz. Pat. Office Notices 63, 75 (Oct. 10, 2000) (final rule).
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The alleged priority error, comprising failure to publish material presented in a preliminary
amendment, is not an Office error, since the amendments to the specification at issue were not
reflected in a substitute specification, which incorporated the amendment. Applicant did not file
a copy of the application in compliance with the Office electronic filing systems requirements.
See 37 CFR 1.215 and MPEP 1121. Applicant’s attention is directed to MPEP 1130(B), which
clearly states “failure to include an amendment is not an Office error.”

Applicant is reminded of his duty to conduct a reasonable inquiry before filing a paper before the
Office. See MPEP 410. '

Applicants’ request for a corrected patent application publication on October 27, 2008, may
constitute a “failure to engage in reasonable efforts to conclude processing or examination of the
application.” See 1.704(c). This determination will be made on or after a mailing of a Notice of
Allowance. '

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 republlcatlon will not take place and the pubhcatlon 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

A guide for filing a request for a Pre-Grant Publication, such as a requesf for republication may
be found on the link below:

http://www .uspto.gov/ebc/portal/tutorials.htm

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

W’O {(DL

Mark Polutta

Senior Legal Advisor

Office of Patent Legal Administration

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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MAILED
FOLEY AND LARDNER LLP o
SUITE 500 ‘ SEp 08 2009
3000 K STREET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20007 OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Andrew John EDE et al. :
Application No. 12/149,597 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: May 5, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 064886-0109

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

The petition to revive under the unavoidable provisions of 37 CFR 1-.137(a) is DISMISSED.
The petition to revive under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Notice to File
Corrected Application Papers (Notice), mailed May 27, 2008. The Notice set a period for reply
of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice: No extensions of time under the provisions
of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were timely obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on
July 27, 2008.

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a) must be accompanied by: (1) the required reply,
unless previously filed; (2) the petition fee as'set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(1); (3) a showing to the
satisfaction of the Director that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for
the reply until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(a) was unavoidable;
and (4) any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d)) required pursuant to 37
CFR 1.137(d). The instant petition lacks item (3).

As to item (3), the Office may revive an abandoned application if the delay in responding to the
relevant outstanding Office requirement is shown to the satisfaction of the Director to have been
unavoidable. See 37 CFR 1.137(a). Decisions on reviving abandoned applications on the basis of
“unavoidable” delay have adopted the reasonably prudent person standard in determining if the
delay was unavoidable:
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o

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

In re Mattullath, 38 App. D.C. 497, 514-15 (1912)(quoting Ex parte Pratt, 1887 Dec. Comm’r
Pat. 31, 32-33 (1887)); see also Winkler v. Ladd, 221 F. Supp. 550, 552, 138 USPQ 666, 167-68
(D.D.C. 1963), aff’d, 143 USPQ 172 (D.C. Cir. 1963); Ex parte Henrich, 1913 Dec. Comm’r Pat.
139, 141 (1913). In addition, decisions on revival are made on a “case-by-case basis, taking all
the facts and circumstances into account.” Smith v. Mossinghoff, 671 F.2d 533, 538, 213 USPQ
977,982 (D.C. Cir. 1982). Finally, a petition cannot be granted where a petitioner has failed to
meet his or her burden of establishing that the delay was “unavoidable.” Haines v. Quigg, 673 F.
Supp. 314, 316-17, 5 USPQ2d 1130, 1131-32 (N.D. Ind. 1987).

Petitioner contends that the Notice mailed May 27, 2008, was never received by Applicants'
representative and, thus, there was no possibility to avoid the abandonment of the application. A
review of the written record indicates no irregularity in the mailing of the Office action, and, in
the absence of any irregularity, there is a strong presumption that the Office action was properly
mailed tothe practitioner-at the-address-of record. -This-presumption may be overcome by a -
showing that the Office action was not in fact received. In this regard, the showing required to
establish the failure to receive the Office action must consist of the following:

1. a statement from practitioner stating that the Office action was not received by the
practitioner;

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

3. A copy of the practitioner’s record(s) required to show non-receipt of the Office
action should include the master docket for the firm. That is, if a three month period
for reply was set in the nonreceived Office action, a copy of the master docket report
showing all replies docketed for a date three months from the mail date of the
nonreceived Office action must be submitted as documentary proof of nonreceipt of -
the Office action. If no such master docket exists, the practitioner should so state and
provide other evidence such as, but not limited to, the following: the application file
jacket; incoming mail log; calendar; reminder system; or the individual docket record
for the application in question.

Petitioner has not satisfied item (3) above. The copy of the master docket report included with
the instant petition covers only the period from May 27, 2008, to June 5, 2008; a period that is
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less than the two-month period set for reply in the Notice. The showing of record is not
sufficient to establish to the satisfaction of the Director that the delay was unavoidable within the
meaning of 35 U.S.C. § 133 and 37 CFR 1.137(a).

While the showing of record is not sufficient to establish to the satisfaction of the Director that
the delay was unavoidable, the showing of record is sufficient to establish that the entire delay in
filing the petition was unintentional. ‘

The petition satisfies the conditions for revival pursuant to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in

that (1) the reply in the form of corrected drawings; (2) the petition fee; and (3) the required

statement of unintentional delay have been received. Accordingly, the reply to the Notice of May
. 27,2008, is accepted as having been unintentionally delayed.

The petition fee of $1620 required for consideration of a petition under the unintentional
provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), has been charged to Deposit Account No. 19 — 0741, as
authorized.

Telephone inquiries concerning thls decision should be directed to Ramesh Krishnamurthy at
- (571) 272-4914.

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

Petitiéns Examiner
Office of Petitions



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE : 07/27/09
TOSPEOF  :ARTUNIT ___1656
‘SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 12149606  Patent No.: 7524648 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 scannlng
using document code COCX.

FOR PAPER FILES:

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

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

Goomonte Newsome

Certificates of Correction Branch
703-756-1574

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

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

QO Denied . State the reasons for denial below.

)65

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 1600

PTOL.-306 (REV. 7/03) US.D RTME atent and Tradema ice
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE Patent and Trademark Office



SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE : 02/17/10
TO SPE OF :ART UNIT 1656
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 12149606 __ Patent No.: 7524648

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

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

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

FOR PAPER FILES:

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

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

%fwmg%z}dam

Certificates of Correction Branch
703-756-1574

- Thank You For Your Assistance

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

X Approved All changes apply.
Ei Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
O Denied | State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:
/Manjunath Rao/ 1656
SPE Art Unit
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PTO/SB/44 (09-07)

Approved for use through 08/31/2010. OMB 0851-0033

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

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1895, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.
(Also Form PTO-1050)

UNITEb STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

PATENT NO. : 7,524,648 6 9\ ’ rese el A
-APPLICATION NO.: 12/149,606

ISSUEDATE  : April 28, 2009

INVENTOR(S) A

Chen; Ming-Yu, Chuang; Chin-Kai, Su; Yu-Hsyu, Fan; Chiu-Ting, Yu; Jung-Chuan, Lee;
Wen-Chuan :

it is certified that an error appears or errors appear in the above-identified patent and that said Letters Patent
is hereby corrected as shown below:

In the drawing, Sheet 2 of 15, consisting of FIG. 2A, should be replaced with the corrected FIG. 2A as shown on
the attached Sheet 2 of 15.

In the drawing, Sheet 3 of 15, consisting of FIG. 2B, should be replaced with the corrected FIG. 2B as shown on
the attached Sheet 3 of 15. :

Cols. Al and 23,

In the SEQUENCE LISTING, SEQ ID NOs: 3 and 4 should be replaced with the corrected SEQ ID NOs: 3 and 4
- as shown on the attached pages.

MAILING ADDRESS OF SENDER (Please do not use customer number below):

Hsiu-Ming Saunders, Ph.D., J.D.
IPC INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY CONNECTIONS, INC.
299 Oid County Road, Suite 28, SAN CARLOS, CA 94070, USA

This collection of information is required by 37 CFR 1.322, 1.323, and 1.324. The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file
(and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 1.0 hour to
complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any
comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer,
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED
FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Attention Certificate of Corrections Branch, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria,
VA 22313-1450.

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2.
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§1y Lys Asp Tyr ;yr GIn Thr His Gly LSU Ala Arg Gly Ala Sgr Asp
1 1

Asp Glu Ile Lys Arg Ala Tyr Arg Arg GIn Ala Leu Arg Tyr His Pro
20 25 30

ASp LysS ggn Lys Glu Pro Arg Ala Glu Glu Lys Phe kgs Glu Ile Ala

40

Glu Aga Tyr Asp val Leu Ser Asp Pro Arg Lys 259 Glu ITe Phe Asp
5

ggg Tyr Gly 6lu Glu Gly Leu Lys
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HSP40 J-domain (J1)-encoding sequence
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ggtaaagatt .actaccagac tcacggtctc gctcgtggtg catctgatga tgaaatcaaa

cgtgcttacc gtcgtcaggc actgcgttac catccagaca daaacaaaga accgcgtgcea

gaagagaaat tcaaagagat cgcagaagca tacgacgttc tgagcgatcc acgtaaacgt

gaaatcttcg accgttacgg tgaagaaggt ctgaaa
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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

WALTER OTTESEN
PO BOX 4026
GAITHERSBURG MD 20885-4026 MAILED
MAY 2 4 2010
In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Hermann HAMMER :
Application No. 12/149,621 . :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: May 6, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 05386

This is a decision on the petition, filed March 3, 2010, which is being treated as a petition under
37 CFR 1.181 (no fee), requesting withdrawal of the holdmg of abandonment in the above-
identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Restriction
Requirement, mailed July 24, 2009, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of one (1)
month or thirty.(30) days (whichever is later). A one (1) extension of time under the provisions
of 37 CFR 1.136(a) was obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on
September 25, 2009.

* The Office has determined the reply received September 3, 2009, was timely filed. Accordingly,
the holding of abandonment is hereby withdrawn and the application restored to pending status.

Telephone inquiries relatmg to this dec1510n should be directed to Diane Goodwyn at (571) 272-
6735.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3632 for appropriate action in the
normal course of business.

Thurman K. Page ;

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
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l APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR

}ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.I CONFIRMATION NO. ]

12/149,676 05/06/2008 Cha-Won Hwang

7590 07/06/2010
ROBERT E. BUSHNELL & LAW FIRM

2029 K STREET NW
SUITE600
WASHINGTON, DC 20006-1004

P58779 1140

r EXAMINER |
FEATHERLY, HANA SANEI

r ART UNIT r PAPER NUMBER J

2889
[ NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE J
07/06/2010 ELECTRONIC

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

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

The petition is granted.

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

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

Patént Publication Branch
Offite of Data Management

~djustaent dates €7/82/2913 'FANIR
€ug/rcebl DENTRGL 2duBubbl 1eib36i5
&2 ~Leilil -312.83 oF
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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.0O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USp10.gov

[ APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ‘ l‘\TTORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO. |
12/149,685 05/06/2008 Daisuke Tokumochi MNL-2018-1983 1209

7590 08/06/2009 r EXAMINER I

NIXON & VANDERHYE, PC AN, MENG AIT

901 NORTH GLEBE ROAD, 11TH FLOOR
'ARLINGTON, VA 22203 | ART UNIT | PaerNuMBER |
2195
| MAIL DATE l DELIVERY MODE ]
08/06/2009 PAPER

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

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

The petition is granted.

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

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

HUUmes

Patent Rublication Branch
Office o\Data Management

W S Yt s
88/97/2809 8838873897 0 Feritil -41@ -

94 FCz1261 -210.68 0P
Credit Tard Refund Total: $720.88
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1&\\ UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Jackson Intellectual Property Group PLLC

106 Starvale Lane MA' LED
Shipman VA 22971 APR 09 2013
In re Application of OFFICE

Shih-Kun Yeh 1= OF PETITIONS

Application No.: 12/149,690 ON PETITION
Filed: May 6, 2008 :
Attorney Docket No: 7004.136

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) filed February 12, 2010.
The petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) is granted.

On May 27, 2008, a “Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application” (the “Notice”) was
mailed by the Office allowing a two-month period for reply. Extensions of time were available pursuant
to 37 CFR 1.136(a). A proper response was not received within the allowable period, and the application
became abandoned on July 28, 2008. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on February 6, 2009.

The fees paid February 12, 2010, are noted.

The address cited on the petition differs from the address of record. While a courtesy copy of this
decision is being mailed to the person signing the instant petition, all future correspondence will be
directed to the address of currently of record until such time as appropriate instructions are received to the
contrary.

This application is being forwarded to the Office of Patent Application Processing for further processing.

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

el
Kenya A. McLaughlin

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

cc:

Foo-Jung Tsai

1F No. 1-1 Wang Tzu Street
Chung-Li City

Taoyuang County

Taiwan ROC



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

FINNEGAN, HENDERSON, FARABOW,
GARRETT & DUNNER LLP

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

In re application of :  DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Keniji Sato :  PARTICIPATE IN PATENT

Application No. 12/149,715 :  PROSECUTION HIGHWAY

Filed: May 7, 2008 :  PROGRAM AND PETITION

For. VEHICLE DECK STRUCTURE | : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
: 37 CFR 1.102(d)

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH)
program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed December 3, 2009, to make the
above-identified application special.

The request and petition are DISMISSED.

A grantable request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition to make special
require:

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

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

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

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

(5) Applicant must submit a copy of the Office action from the JPO application just
prior to the “Decision to Grant a Patent” (e.g., the latest “Notification of Reasons for
Refusal”) from each of the JPO application(s) containing the allowable/patentable
claims that are the basis for the request along with an English translation thereof
and a statement that the English translation is accurate;

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

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



Application No. 12/149,715 ‘ Page 2
Decision on Request and Petition

The request to participate in the PPH program and petition fail to include:

(6) an IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in the JPO Office action
along with copies of documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent publications.

Specifically, the JPO application cites JP 07-011488 under the section heading
“RECORD OF PRIOR ART LITERATURE SEARCH RESULT.” However, this
document is not listed on the IDS filed June 22, 2009. Accordingly, the request and
petition to make special fails to meet the guidelines of the PPH program.

Applicant is given a time period of ONE MONTH or THIRTY DAYS, whichever is longer,
to correct the deficiencies. NO EXTENSION OF TIME UNDER 37 CFR1.136 IS
PERMITTED. If the deficiencies are not corrected with the time period given, the
application will await action in its regular turn.

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

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Teri P. Luu at 571-
272-7045. All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application
should be directed to the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system.

[Teri P. Luu/
Teri P. Luu
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 3600

12/11/09
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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.gov

| appucaTonno. | FuneoaTE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR TTORNEY DOCKET NO.[ CONFIRMATION NO. |
12/149,728 05/07/2008 Yoshitaka Nishigata NEC07080US 1506
7590 07/17/2009 | EXAMINER B
MCGINN INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW GROUP, PLLC STERRETT, JEFFREY L
‘8321 OLD COURTHOUSE ROAD
SUITE 200 L ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER J
VIENNA, VA 22182-3817 o
L MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODEJ
07/17/2009 PAPER

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

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

The petition is granted.

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

e/nquiries should bg directed to the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.

Patent{Publication Branch
Office pf Data Management

; dates §7/17/2889 NFARKER
Adjustaent Sokdie oecoapal ie1agies

g2 FC:1ill

Refund Ref:
87/17/2889 NFARMER 8333168938

CHECK Refund Total: $218.68
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspio.gov

COPY MAILED

STAAS & HALSEY LLP _
1201 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W., SUITE 700 MAR 3 0 2009
WASHINGTON, DC 2

GTON, DC 20005 OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Yasuhiro Ohmori et al :
Application No. 12/149,748 . DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: May 7, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 1344.1174D

This is a decision on the petition, filed March 3, 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 non-final Office

action of August 14, 2008, which set a two (3) month shortened statutory period for reply.
Three month (3) extension of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) was obtained.
Accordingly, a reply was due on or before February 17, 2009 (February 14, 2009 being a
Saturday and Monday February 16, 2009 being a holiday).

Office records show the reply was received on February 17, 2009, which includes the
Amendment Fee Transmittal, Amendment, Replacement Figure 15, and three month (3)
extension of time. Petitioner has submitted a copy of the previously filed papers which
includes an USPTO date stamp post card receipt of February 17, 2009.

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 non-final Office action of August 14, 2008 is
hereby withdrawn and the application restored to pending status.

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

This matter is being referred to Technology Center AU 2874 for further processing.

in Dingle

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE y

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

ELED . P.O. Box 1450
@@PY MA Alexandria, VA ws&ﬂg;;;is
MORGAN LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP

1111 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW FEB 17 2003

WASHINGTON DC 20004 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of : |

Cartledge et al. :  DECISION REFUSING STATUS

Application No. 12/149,755 ' : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(a)

Filed: May 7, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 064385-5035

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a), filed December 29, 2008.
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 only address the deficiencies
noted below, except that the reply may include an oath or declaration executed by the non-
signing inventor. FAILURE TO RESPOND WILL RESULT IN ABANDONMENT OF
THE APPLICATION. Any extensions of time will be governed by 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) requires: (1) proof that the non-signing inventor
cannot be reached 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 items (1) and (2) set forth above.

As to item (1), rule 47 applicant must demonstrate with documented evidence that an inventor
refuses to join in the application after having been presented with the application papers
(specification, claims, drawings and oath or declaration). Rule 47 applicant has provided
evidence that the application papers were mailed via Federal Express to non-signing inventors
Sierra and Smith. A review of the documents sent to inventor Sierra shows that the application
papers were left at the door without obtaining a signature. The package containing the application
papers for inventor Smith was accepted by an unknown person named D. Cato. Petitioner cannot
establish that the application papers were actually received. If the application papers were not
received, than petitioner’s failure to respond to the application papers cannot be construed as
refusal. Did petitioner confirm that inventors Sierra and Smith continue to reside and/or receive
mail at the address the application papers were mailed? Petitioner may wish to telephone or do a
internet search to establish that the inventors continue to receive mail or reside at the addresses
the application papers were delivered.



Application No. 12/149,755 Page 2

Where there is an express or oral refusal, that fact, along with the time and place of the refusal,
must be stated in an affidavit or declaration by the party to whom the refusal was made.
Where there is a written refusal, a copy of the document(s) evidencing that refusal must be made
part of the affidavit or declaration.

When it is concluded by the rule 47 applicant that an omitted inventor’s conduct constitutes a
refusal, all facts upon which that conclusion is based should be stated in an affidavit or
declaration. If there is documentary evidence to support facts alleged in the affidavit or
declaration, such evidence must be submitted.

Whenever an omitted inventor gives a reason for refusing to sign the application oath or
declaration, that reason should be stated in the affidavit or declaration.

If petitioner is unable to locate inventors Sierra and Smith, petitioner must establish “diligent
effort” was used to locate the inventors. If the papers are returned and all other attempts to locate
or reach the inventor, e.g., through personnel records, co-workers, E-mail, the Internet or the
telephone, etc., continue to-fail, then applicant will have established that the inventor cannot be
reached after diligent effort or has refused to join in the application. See MPEP 409.03(a).

As to item (2), the signature block of inventor Burke contains non-initialed alterations to the
declaration. A newly executed declaration by inventor Burke without alterations should be
provided. Any changes made in ink in the application or oath prior to signing should be initialed
and dated by the applicants prior to execution of the oath or declaration. The Office will not
consider whether noninitialed and/or nondated alterations were made before or after signing of
the oath or declaration but will require a new oath or declaration. See MPEP 605.04(a).

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

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
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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) 272-3215.

Charlema Grant’ :

Petitions Attorney
~ Office of Petitions

Cc: Morgan Lewis & Bocklus LLP
101 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10178-0060
ATTN: David C. Lee"



Commissioner for Patents

P.O. Box 1450

COPY M A'LED Alexandria, VA 22313;; 450
www.uspto.gov
MORGAN LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP

1111 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW DEC 0 9 2003
WASHINGTON DC 20004 OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :

Denise Cartledge, Henry Danis, Jay Jacobus, :  DECISION GRANTING STATUS
Susan Burke, Michele Millington, Salvador : UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(a)

Sierra and Gwen Smith.

Application No. 12/149,755

Filed: May 7, 2008 :
Attorney Docket No. 064385-5035
For: System and Method For Workflow
Management

This is in response to the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a), filed September 17, 2009.
The petition is GRANTED. o

Petitioner has shown that the non-signing inventors Sierra and Smith have refused to join in the
filing of the above-identified application.

The 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 37 CFR 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.

A petition was dismissed on February 17, 2009. In order to make this reply timely deposit
account no. 50-0310 will be charged the $2,350.00 five month extension of time.

This application is bemg referred to Art Unit 3623 for processing in the normal course of
business.

Telephone inquiries regardmg this dec1sxon should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-

3215.
Charlema Grant W
Petitions Attorney.

Office of Petitions

United States Patent and Trademark Office -



Gwen Smith
613 Sandringham Drive
Alpharetta, GA 30004

In re Application of

Denise Cartledge, Henry Danis, J ay Jacobus, Susan Burke,
Michele Millington, Salvador Sierra and Gwen Smith
Application No. 12/149,755

Filed: May 7, 2008

Attorney Docket No. 064385-5035

For: System and Method For Workflow Management

Dear Madam:

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313;;2?3
COPY MAILED '
DEC 0 9 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

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

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

appropriate oath or declaration by you pursuant to 37 CFR 1.63.

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3215. Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File Information
Unit at (703) 308-2733. Information regarding how to pay for and order a copy of the application, or a
specific paper in the application, should be directed to the Certification Division at (571) 272-3150 or 1

(800) 972-6382 (outside the Washington, DC area).

Charlema Grant
Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

cc: MORGAN LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP
1111 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW
WASHINGTON DC 20004

Gwen Smith

Axis Insurance

11680 Great Oaks Way, Suite 500
Alpharetta, GA 30022 .



Salvador Sierra
419 North Chace NE
Sandy Springs, GA 30328

In re Application of

Denise Cartledge, Henry Danis, Jay Jacobus, Susan Burke,
Michele Millington, Salvador Sierra and Gwen Smith
Application No. 12/149,755 -

Filed: May 7, 2008

Attorney Docket No. 064385-5035 -

For: System and Method For Workflow Management

Dear Sir:

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspio.gov

COPY MAILED
DEC 0 9 2003
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

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

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

appropriate oath or declaration by you pursuant to 37 CFR 1.63.

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272~
3215. Requests for information regarding your application should be directed to the File Information
Unit at (703) 308-2733. Information regarding how to pay for and order a copy of the application, or a
specific paper in the application, should be directed to the Certification Division at (571) 272-3150 or 1

(800) 972-6382 (outside the Washington, DC area).

Che

Charlema Grant
Petitions Attorney
~ Office of Petitions

cc: MORGAN LEW[S & BOCKIUS LLP
1111 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW
WASHINGTON DC 20004

Salvador Sierra
419 The North Choice NE
" Atlanta, GA 30328
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Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Muncy, Geissler, Olds & Lowe, PLLC COPY MAILED

P.0. BOX 1364
FAIRFAX VA 22038-1364 DEC 1 0 2009
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Norbert Kunze et al. :

Application No. 12/149,760 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filing Date: May 7, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. 4929/0117PUS1

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
September 30, 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 to File
Missing Parts of Provisional Application (Notice), mailed May 27, 2008. The Notice set a period
for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice No extensions of time under the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned
on July 28, 2008.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of basic filling fee, surcharge, search fee, and examination fee (2) the petition
fee of $1,620 (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay.

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




Application No. 12/149,760 Page 2
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applisation is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processihg.
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In re Application of

Norbert Kunze :

Application No. 12/149,761 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filing Date: May 7, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. 4929/0116PUS1

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
September 30, 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 to File
Missing Parts of Provisional Application (Notice), mailed May 27, 2008. The Notice set a period
for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice No extensions of time under the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned
on July 28, 2008.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of basic filling fee, surcharge, search fee, and examination fee (2) the petition
fee of $1,620 (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay.

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