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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.0. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
www.usplo.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE ] FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. |  CONFIRMATION NO. |

12/084,767 05/09/2008 Jurgen Alfred Stiel W1.2660 PCT-US 2978
23294 7590 12/02/2010

| EXAMINER
JONES, TULLAR & COOPER, P.C. J
P.0. BOX 2266 EADS STATION NGUYEN, ANTHONY H
ARLINGTON, VA 22202 )

I ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER J

2854
| MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE I
12/02/2010 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.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

JONES, TULLAR & COOPER, P.C.
P.0. BOX 2266 EADS STATION

ARLINGTON VA 22202
In re Application of : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
JiiRGEN Alfred STIEL : PARTICIPATE IN THE PCT PATENT
Application No.: 12/084,767 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY PILOT
Filed: 09 May 2008 : PROGRAM AND PETITION
Attorney Docket No.: W1.2660 PCT-US : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
For: PRINTING UNITS COMPRISING : 37 CFR 1.102(d)
SEVERAL PRINTING GROUPS, AND
- PRINTING TOWER

This is a decision on the request to participate in the PCT Patent Prosecution Highway (PCT-
PPH) pilot program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(a), filed 05 October 2010, to make the
above-identified application special.

The request and petition are GRANTED.
Discussion

A grantable request to participate in the PCT-PPH pilot program and petition to make special
require:

(1) The U.S. application must disclose an eligible relationship to one or more PCT applications
where the ISA or IPEA are the JPO, EPO, KIPO, or USPTO;

(2) At least one claim in the PCT application has novelty, inventive step, and industrial
applicability and must be free of any observations in Box VIII in the latest work product in the
international stage or applicant must identify and cxplam why the clalm(s) is/are not subject to
the observation in Box VIII;

(3) Applicant must submit a copy of the claim(s) from the PCT application(s) that have novelty,
inventive step, and industrial applicability along with an English translation thereof and a
statement that the English translation is accurate, if the claims are not in the English language;

(4) All the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended to
sufficiently correspond to the claim(s) that have novelty, inventive step, and industrial
applicability in the PCT application(s);

(5) Examination of the U.S. application-has not begun;
(6) Applicant must submit a copy of the latest international work product from the PCT

application indicating that the claim(s) have novelty, inventive step, and industrial applicability
along with an English translation thereof and a statement that the English translation is accurate



if the latest international work product is not in the English language;

(7) Applicant must submit an IDS listing the documents cited by the PCT examiner in the
international work product along with copies of documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent
application publications.

The request to participate in the PCT-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.htm].

This application will be forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with
this decision once this application’s formality reviews have been completed.

L

Lee W. Younr
TQAS Technology Center 2800 - Semiconductors,
Electrical & Optical Systems & Components
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r APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE r FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ] ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. l CONFIRMATION NO. J
12/084,797 02/20/2009 Cornelis Arjan Van Oeveren 3800024.00493 / 1123US 2798
77202 7590 03/1472011 '
EXAMINER
K&L Gates LLP . l I
3580 Carme! Mountain Road AULAKH, CHARANJIT
Suite 200 -
San Diego, CA 92130 | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER _ J
1625
I MAIL DATE l DELIVERY MODE J
03/14/2011 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
MAR 1 4 2018 Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
K&L Gates LLP WWW.uspto.gov
3580 Carmel Mountain Road
Suite 200
San Diego CA 92130
In re Application of:

Van Oeveren, et al.

Serial No.: 12/084,797

Filed: May 9, 2008

Attorney Docket No: 3800024.00493 /

1123US PETITION DECISION

This is in response to the petition filed on January, 6, 2011 under 3 7 CFR 1.181 to correct the
misclassification of submitted Information Disclosure Statements. Specifically, applicants
request correction of the classification in PAIR of the Information Disclosure Statements
submitted on October 9, 2008 in connection with the above-referenced application and
consideration by the Examiner of the documents and information contained therein.

Applicants argue the “Information Disclosure Statements were submitted in connection with the
above-captioned application on October 9, 2008. Each Information Disclosure Statement was
prepared in accordance with 37 C.F.R 1.97 and 1.98. As required under 37 C.F.R 1.98, each
Information Disclosure Statement contained 1) a list of all patents, publications, applications, or
other information submitted for consideration by the Office, including a column that provides a
space next to each document to be considered, for the examiner's initials and a heading that
clearly indicates that the list is an Information Disclosure Statement; and 2) legible copies of all
items listed. The items either were in English or a translation was provided. A copy of the
misclassified Information Disclosure Statements filed on October 9, 2008 is attached. The
submitted Information Disclosure Statement included a tabular Form PTO-1449, which was
classified as an "IDS," and a written disclosure of information. In each instance, the written
disclosure of information was misclassified in PAIR as a "Transmittal Letter" (October 9, 2008,
"Transmittal Letter" of 5 pages. Consequently the information contained therein may not be
considered or reviewed by the Examiner.”

Applicants’ argument has been accorded careful consideration and is persuasive. PAIR will be
corrected to reflect the misclassification of the submitted Information Disclosure Statements of
October 9, 2008.



DECISION

The petition is GRANTED.

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, 571-273-8300.

/MC Seidel/ ,
Marianne C. Seidel, Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 1600



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

GREGORY W. OSTERLOTH
HOLLAND & HART, LLP

P.0. BOX 8749
DENVER, CO 80201 MAILED
SEP 15 2010

Applicant: Juergen Serrer OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Appl. No.: 12/084,834

International Filing Date: February 7, 2006

Title: MULTI-STAGE DATA PROCESSOR WITH SIGNAL REPEATER
Attorney Docket: 0004744USU/3154 ’

Pub. No.: US 2009/0282302 Al

Pub. Date: November 12, 2009

3

This is a decision on the request for a corrected patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(b), received on January 7, 2010 for the above-identified application.

. The request is DISMISSED.

Applicant requests that the application be republished because the patent application publication
contains a material error in the dependency of claim 48, wherein it improperly depends from
claim 1. ‘

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. :

In accordance with 37 CFR 1.221(b), corrected publication is not applicable to correct
applicant’s errors.

The instant request does not identify a material mistake in the publication made by the Office
under 37 CFR 1.221(b). Independent Claim 48 was correctly published as it appears in the
preliminary amendment filed with the application on May 9, 2008.

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).

www.uspto.go



Application No.: 12/084,834 Page 2

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 January 7, 2010, 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 (1).” 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/patents/process/file/efs/guidance/index.jsp
OR
http://www.uspto.gov/ebc/portal/efs/pgpub quickstart.pdf

Any request for republication under 37 CFR 1.221(a), must be submitted via the EFS system, as
a “Pre-Grant Publication”.

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

m/\/c ) 'V( r—

Mark Polutta

Senior Legal Advisor

Office of Patent Legal Administration
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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Commissioner for Patents

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

‘Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC

450 West Fourth Street MAILED

Royal Oak MI 48067 AUG 162011
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Mark Fisher, et al. :

Application No. 12/084,858 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: May 12, 2008 : : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Attorney Docket No. DC10366PCT1 :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed, August 15,2011 to withdraw
the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on April 26, 2011 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 1766 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/
Terri Johnson
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

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




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspfo.gov

HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC

450 West Fourth Street
Royal Oak MI 48067 o
MAILED
NOV'2 1 2011
~ Inre Application of : '
Mark Fisher, et al. : OFFCE OF PETm.ONS
Application No. 12/084,858 . DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: May 12, 2008 ' : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)

Attorney Docket No. DC10366PCT1

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed, August 15, 2011 to withdraw
the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on April 26, 2011 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 1766 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/
Terri Johnson
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

1 . . . . .
The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and returning the new
Part B — Fee(s) Transmittal Form (along with any balance due at the time of submission). Petitioner is advised that the
Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and timely submitted to avoid abandonment of the application.
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Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www,uspto.gov

THE NATH LAW GROUP
112 South West Street

Alexandria VA 22314 | MAILED

DEC 20 2010
In re Application of ; OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Hermanus Marinus Ignatius Koot et al.
Application No. 12/084,870 , : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 21, 2008 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 93107U : 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 22, 2010.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The request cannot be approved because the requested change in the
correspondence address is improper. The assignee name listed in the request
is not of record.

A review of the Office records indicates that the assignee of record differs from
the assignee listed in the request and the Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) filed
on May 14, 2009. Therefore, as there is currently no Statement under 37 CFR
3.73(b) with the current assignee information of record in the instant
application, the Office cannot change the correspondence address to the
address on the Request to Withdraw at this present time.

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

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

/JoAnne Burke/
JoAnne Burke
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

. MAILED

P O BOX 2000 »
RAHWAY NJ 07065-0907 NOV 012011

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
BELL et al. : DECISION ON APPLICATION
Application No. 12/084,917 : FOR
Filed: 05/13/2008 : PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT

Docket No. MRL-NOP-21909-US-PCT

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.705(b) filed
October 25, 2011. Applicants request that the initial
determination of patent term adjustment under 35 U.S.C. 154 (b)
be corrected from 450 days to 510 days.

The application for patent term adjustment is GRANTED.

The Office has updated the PAIR and PALM screens to reflect that
the corrected Patent Term Adjustment (PTA) determination at the
time of the mailing of the Notice of Allowance is 510 days. A
copy of the updated PAIR screen, showing the corrected
determination, is enclosed.

On May 18, 2008, the Office mailed the Determination of Patent
Term Adjustment under 35 U.S.C. 154 (b) in the above-identified
application. The Notice stated that the patent term adjustment
(PTA) was 450 days. On October 25, 2011, applicants timely
submitted the present application for patent term adjustment.1

Applicants dispute the reduction of 60 days pursuant to 37 CFR
1.704(c) (8) for filing of a terminal disclaimer on July 11,
2011, after a reply had been filed. Applicants contend that the
terminal disclaimer was filed on May 12, 2011, within three

I The Office records show that applicants paid the issue fee on October 25,
2011.



Application No. 12/084,917 Page 2

months of the mailing date of the non-final Office action mailed
February 16, 2011.

Applicants’ argument is well taken. The record supports a
conclusion that applicants filed the terminal disclaimer with
the reply to the non-final Office action on May 12, 2011.
Applicants did not fail to engage in reasonable efforts to
conclude processing or examination of the application within the
meaning of 37 CFR 1.704(c) (8). Accordingly, the reduction of 60
days is not warranted and is being removed.

In view thereof, the corrected patent term adjustment at the
time of the mailing of the Notice of Allowance is 510 days.

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

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

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

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

Christina Tartera Donnell
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

Enclosure: Copy of updated PAIR screen



SPIROHYDANTOIN ARYL CGRP RECEPTOR MRL-NOP- 11-01-

12/084,917 A NTAGONISTS 21909-US-PCT 2011::11:36:20

Patent Term Adjustments

Patent Term Adjustment (PTA) for Application Number: 12/084,917

Filing or 371(c) Date: 05-13-2008 Overlapping Days Between {A and B} or {A and C}: 0]

Issue Date of Patent: - Non-Overlapping USPTO Delays: 510

A Delays: 510 PTO Manual Adjustments: 60

B Delays: 0 Applicant Delays: 60

C Delays: 0] Total PTA Adjustments: 510

Patent Term Adjustment History Explanation Of Calculations

. PTO APPL

Number Date Contents Description (Days) (Days) Start
10-31- . .

55 2011 Adjustment of PTA Calculation by PTO 60 0
08-01- . .

48 2011 Mail Notice of Allowance 0
07-08- ' . .

47 5011 Office Action Review 0
07-08- . . .

46 2011 Office Action Review 0
07-08- ' . .

45 2011 Office Action Review 0
08-01- -

44 2011 Issue Revision Completed 0
08-01- -

43 2011 Document Verification 0
08-01- . e

42 2011 Notice of Allowance Data Verification Completed 0
07-08- ] . .

39 2011 Office Action Review . 0
07-08- . . . '

38 2011 Office Action Review 0]
07-08- ' . .

37 2011 Office Action Review 0
07-11- . . . .

36 2011 Terminal Disclaimer Filed 60 30

35 2(7)-1018- Examiner's Amendment Communication 0
07-08- . .

34 2011 Examiner Interview Summary Record (PTOL - 413) 0
07-08- - .

33 2011 Allowability Notice 0
07-06-

32 2011 Paralegal TD Accepted 0
05-16- .

31 2011 Date Forwarded to Examiner 0

30 05-12- Response after Non-Final Action 0

2011



03-29-

29 2011
02-16-
28 2011
02-14-
27 2011
09-26-
25 2008
06-12-
24 2009
02-09-
23 2011
01-07-
22 2011
01-06-
21 2011
12-10-
20 2010
12-08-
19 2010
01-23-
15 2010
01-23-
14 2010
09-24-
13 2009
08-02-
12 2009
07-10-
1 2009
05-18-
10 2008
o 06-18-
2009
5 06-18-
2009
. 06-18-
2009
06-12-
6 2009
s 09-26-
2008
05-30-
4 2008
3 05-30-
2008
11-14-
0.5 2006

Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

Mail Non-Final Rejection

Non-Final Rejection

Information Disclosure Statement considered
Information Disclosure Statement considered
Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

Date Forwarded to Examiner

Response to Election / Restriction Filed

Mail Restriction Requirement
Restriction/Election Requirement

Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU

PG-Pub Issue Notification

Case Docketed to Examiner in GAU
Application Dispatched from OIPE

371 Completion Date

Sent to Classification Contractor

Filing Receipt

Notice of DO/EO Acceptance Mailed
Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed
Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) Filed
Cleared by OIPE CSR

IFW Scan & PACR Auto Security Review

International Filing date

510 10

Close Window



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

P O BOX 2000 42012
RAHWAY NJ 07065-0907 JAN 0

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Patent No. 8,071,770 : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Bell et al. : RECONSIDERATION OF

Issue Date: 12/06/2011 : PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT
Application No. 12/084,917 :

Filed: 05/13/2008

Attorney Docket No. MRL-NOP-

21909-US-PCT

This is a decision on the Request for Reconsideration of Patent
Term Adjustment Determination Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.705(d), filed
January 3, 2012, requesting that the patent term adjustment
indicated on the above-identified patent be corrected to
indicate that the term of the above-identified patent is
extended or adjusted by seven hundred twelve (712) days.

The petition to correct the patent term adjustment indicated on
the above-identified patent is DISMISSED.

Patentee is given TWO (2) MONTHS from the mailing date of this

decision to respond. No extensions of time will be granted
under 37 CFR 1.136.

In the present petition, patentee calculated the B delay
incorrectly. In an international application, this period is
based on the failure of the Office to issue a patent within
three years after the national stage commenced under 35 U.S.C.
371(b) or (f). See 37 CFR 1.702(b). The priority date of this
application is November 18, 2005. As the expiration of the 30-
month period pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 371(b) fell on a Sunday, the
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period expired on the subsequent business day. See PCT Rule
80.5. Accordingly, the commencement date is May 19, 2008.

Thus, B delay is 201 days, counting the number of days beginning
on the day after the date that is three years after the date on
which the national stage commenced under 35 U.S.C. 371(b), May
20, 2011, and ending on the date the patent issued, December 16,
2011. See .35 U.S.C. 154(b) (1) (B) (i) and 37 CFR 1.703(b).

Accordingly, the patent term adjustment remains 711 days.

The Office acknowledges the payment of the $200.00 fee set forth
in 37 CFR 1.18(e). '

Nothing in this decision shall be construed as a waiver of the
requirement of 35 U.S.C. 154(b) (4) that any civil action by an
applicant dissatisfied with a determination made by the Director
under 35 U.S.C. 154 (b) (3) be filed in the United States District
Court for the District of Columbia within 180 days after the
grant of the patent.

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

Clrnion aofonTrs Dovals
Christina Tartera Donnell

Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



Doc Code: PET.GREEN

Document Description: Petition for Green Tech Pilot PTO/SB/420 (11-10)
Approved for use through 01/31/2011. OMB 0651-0062

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

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

PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY PILOT PROGRAM

Attorney Docket Application Number - .
Number: AA 1767 US (if known): 12084997 Filing date: 5006-12-21
First Named

Inventor: Valerie Marie Renee Houel

Title: REDUCING COOKING OVER AG/1203 HC-SCR CATALYST

APPLICANT HEREBY REQUESTS TO PARTICIPATE IN THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY PILOT PROGRAM FOR
THE ABOVE-IDENTIFIED APPLICATION. See Instruction Sheet on page 2.

This petition must be timely filed electronically using the USPTO electronic filing system, EFS-Web.
1. By filing this petition:

Applicant is requesting early publication: Applicant hereby requests early publication under
37 CFR 1.219 and the publication fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(d) accompanies this request.

2. By filing this petition: applicant is agreeing to make an election without traverse in a telephonic interview and
elect an invention that meets the eligibility requirements for the Green Technology Pilot Program, if the Office
determines that the claims are not obviously directed to a single invention. See Instruction Sheet.

3. This request is accompanied by statements of special status for the eligibility requirement.

4. The application contains no more than three (3) independent claims and twenty (20) total claims.

5. The application does not contain any multiple dependent claims.

6. Other attachments: Statement of Special Status and Preliminary Amendment

Signature /Stephen J. Driscoll/ Dete 02/18/2011
Name Stephen J, Driscoll
(Print/Typed) P Registration Number 37564

Note: Signatures of all the inventors or assignees of record of the entire interest or their representative(s) are required in accordance with 3
CTFR 1.33 and 11.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4(d) for the form of the signature. If necessary, submit multiple forms for more than one signature}
see below™

g *Total of1 forms are submitted.

The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35
U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 12 hours 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: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box
1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PT0O-9199 and select option 2.
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpto.gov

APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR rAHORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/084,997 12/21/2009 Valerie Marie Renée Houel AA 1767 US 4502
95567 7590 02/24/2011
_ EXAMINER
RatnerPrestia (JM) I J
P.O. Box 980
Valley Forge, PA 19482-0980 ' ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER I
3748
l MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE J
02/24/2011 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

RatnerPrestia (JM)
P.O. Box 980
Valley Forge PA 19482-0980

In re Application of :

HOUEL, VALERIE MARIE RENEE et al : " DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12/084,997 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Filed: Dec. 21, 2009 : THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY
Attorney Docket No. AA1767US : PILOT PROGRAM

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102, filed Feb. 18, 2011, to make the above-
identified application special under the pilot program for applications pertaining to Green
Technologies as set forth in 74 Federal Register Notice 64666 (December 8, 2009) and amended
by 75 Federal Register Notice 28554 (May 21, 2010) and 75 Federal Register Notice 69049
(November 10, 2010). ’ '

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 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.

In order to qualify for special status, the following requirements must be met. 1) The application
must have no more than 3 independent claims and no more than 20 total claims. 2) The
application must not contain any multiple dependent claims. 3) The petition must state the basis
for seeking special status, 1.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. 4) 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
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a statement by the applicant, assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice before the
Office explaining how the materiality standard is met. 5) 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. 6) The petition to make special must be filed electronically. 7) 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. 8) 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 # 4.

In regard to item 4, petitioner should note that the instant petition includes a statement
identifying the basis for the special status (i.e., whether the instant invention (1) materially
enhances the quality of the environment or materially contributes to (2) development of
renewable energy resources or energy conservation, or (3) greenhouse gas reduction) as required
by sections II and III of the notice. However, as stated in the notice, applicant must also provide
a statement pertaining to the materiality standard if the application disclosure is not clear on its
face as to the materiality of the basis for the special status of the invention. This petition lacks
such a statement and it is not agreed that the application on its face meets that materiality
standard. Petitioner states that the claimed invention relates to enhancement of the quality of the
environment. This is not convincing. It is not clear how the claimed reducing coking with
specific temperature ranges will provide and enhance the quality of the environment or
contribute to development of renewable energy resources or energy conservation or greenhouse
gas reduction. There is no relationship between the statement and the claimed subject matter.

Any reconsideration of this decision should be submitted through the USPTO electronic filing
system, EFS-Web, and selecting the document description of “Petition for Green Tech Pilot” on
the EFS-Web screen.

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

The application will be forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 3748 for action in
its regular turn.

/Henry C. Yuen/

Henry C. Yuen
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 3700



THE UNITED STATES PATENT & TRADEMARK OFFICE

In re Application of Houel et al.
Application No.: 12/084,997

Confirmation No.: 4502 Examiner: (Unknown)

Docket No.: AA 1767 US Art Unit: (not yet available)

Filed: December 21, 2006

Title: Reducing Cooking Over Ag/A1203 HC-
SCR Catalyst

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

PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION

This is in response to the Decision on Petition to Make Special Under the Green
Technology Pilot Program dated February 24, 2011, having a period for response set to expire on
March 24, 2011.

Applicant hereby requests early publication and authorizes the Commissioner to charge
the requisite fees to Applicant’s Deposit Account No. 50-4364.

As required by the Decision, Applicant submits herewith a Statement of Materiality of

Claimed Invention to Enhancement in Quality of Environment.

1305949.1 3/24/11



The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees, which may be required, any
deficiencies that may arise, and to credit any overpayment, which may be owed to Applicant in
connection with this Action and application in general to Deposit Account No. 50-4364.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: March 24, 2011 /Stephen J. Driscoll/
Stephen J. Driscoll
Registration No. 37,564

SAUL EWING LLP

Centre Square West

1500 Market Street, 38" Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19102-2189
Telephone: 215972 7872
Email: SDriscoll@saul.com

1305949.1 3/24/11 2



THE UNITED STATES PATENT & TRADEMARK OFFICE

In re Application of Houel et al.
Application No.: 12/084,997

Confirmation No.: 4502 Examiner: (Unknown)

Docket No.: AA 1767 US Art Unit: (not yet available)

Filed: December 21, 2006

Title: Reducing Cooking Over Ag/A1203 HC-
SCR Catalyst

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

Statement of Materiality of Claimed Invention to
Enhancement in Quality of Environment

The claimed invention is related to enhancing the quality of the environment by reducing
coking on a selective catalytic reduction (SCR) catalyst in an exhaust stream of a lean burn
internal combustion engine, thereby reducing NOx emissions. NOx are known to contribute to
ground-level ozone (smog), acidifying nitrate deposition (acid rain), ozone depletion, and
greenhouse effects. By way of background, one of the most effective SCR catalysts used is
Ag/AI203. The catalyst exhibits high activity for the selective reduction of NOx using
hydrocarbons, but suffers from chemical deactivation caused by coking or sulphation. Coking
has a significant affect upon the HC-SCR activity of Ag/Al203 catalysts at lower temperatures.
To minimize coking deactivation, traditionally a HC-SCR catalyst would be combined with a
partial oxidation catalyst (POC). The claimed invention, however, is directed at a new approach
for reducing coking over a Ag/Al1203 HC-SCR catalyst without the need to modify catalyst
formation by instead optimizing the hydrocarbon to molar NOx ratio (HC:NOx as Cl) of the
exhaust gas to achieve high NOx conversion for Ag/A1203 HC-SCR catalysts across a wide
temperature range. This optimization reduces coking, allowing the catalyst to be used over a

wide temperature range to reduce NOXx, and thereby enhance the quality of the environment.



Date; March 24, 2011

SAUL EWING LLP

Centre Square West

1500 Market Street, 38" Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19102-2189
Telephone: 215 972 7872
Email: SDriscoll@saul.com

Respectfully submitted,

/Stephen J. Driscoll/

Stephen J. Driscoll
Registration No. 37,564
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WWW.USpto.gov

[ APPLICATION NO. ] FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. I CONFIRMATION NO. ]
12/084,997 12/21/2009 Valeric Maric Renée Houel AA 1767 US 4502
95567 7590 04/141201 1
) EXAMINER
RatnerPrestia (JM) I l
P.O. Box 980
Valley Forge, PA 19482-0980 | ART UNIT | earernumBER |
3748
| MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE |
04/14/2011 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

RatnerPrestia (JM)
P.O. Box 980
Valley Forge PA 19482-0980

In re Application of : :
HOUEL, VALERIE MARIE RENEE et al : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12/084,997 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Filed: Dec. 21, 2009 : THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY
Attorney Docket No. AA1767US : PILOT PROGRAM

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102, filed March 24, 2011, to make the above-
identified application special under the pilot program for applications pertaining to Green
Technologies as set forth in 74 Federal Register Notice 64666 (December 8, 2009) and amended
by 75 Federal Register Notice 28554 (May 21, 2010) and 75 Federal Register Notice 69049
(November 10, 2010).

The petition is granted

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 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.

In order to qualify for special status, the following requirements must be met. 1) The application
must have no more than 3 independent claims and no more than 20 total claims. 2) The
application must not contain any multiple dependent claims. 3) 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. 4) 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
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a statement by the applicant, assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice before the
Office explaining how the materiality standard is met. 5) 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. 6) The petition to make special must be filed electronically. 7) 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. 8) 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 instant petition complies with items 1 — 8 above. Accordingly, the above-identified
application has been accorded “special” status.

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

This application will be forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 3748 for action on
the merits commensurate with this decision.

/Henry C. Yuen/

Henry C. Yuen
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center TC 3700
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Commissioner for Patents
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P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Paper No.

MERCK MA?[@T)

P O BOX 2000

RAHWAY NJ 07065-0907 NoVv 02:2011
QFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of :

Bell et al. : DECISION ON APPLICATION

Application No. 12/085,005 : FOR

Filed: May 14, 2008 : PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT

Atty Docket No. MRL-NOP-21962- :

US-PCT :

This is a decision on the “REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF PATENT
TERM ADJUSTMENT UNDER 37 CFR §1.705(b),” filed October 19, 2011.
Applicant requests that the initial determination of patent term
adjustment under 35 U.S.C. 154(b) be corrected from four hundred
forty-four (444) days to five hundred four (504) days.

The application for patent term adjustment is GRANTED.

The Office has updated the PAIR screen to reflect that the
correct Patent Term Adjustment (PTA) determination at the time
of the mailing of the notice of allowance is five hundred four
(504) days. A copy of the updated PAIR screen, showing the
correct determination, is enclosed.

On July 21, 2011, the Office mailed the Determination of Patent
Term Adjustment under 35 U.S.C. 154(b) in the above-identified
application. The Notice stated that the patent term adjustment
(PTA) to date is 444 days. On October 19, 2011, applicant
timely submitted the instant application for patent term
adjustment!. Applicant disputes the reduction of 60 days
associated with the filing of a terminal disclaimer on July 11,
2011, indicating that no terminal disclaimer was filed on that
date. Basically, applicant contends that no reduction pursuant
to 37 CFR 1.704(b) is warranted as their response was filed on

' The issue fee was paid on October 19, 2011.
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May 12, 2011, which was within 3 months of the mailing of the
Office action.

Applicant’s arguments have been considered and found persuasive.
A review of the record reveals that the terminal disclaimer was
filed on May 12, 2011, not July 11, 2011. This was in response
to the non-final Office action mailed February 16, 2011. Thus,
there was no applicant delay. The reduction of 60 days has been
removed.

In view thereof, the correct determination of patent term
adjustment at the time of the mailing of the notice of allowance
is 504 days.

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

The application is being forwarded to the Office of Data
Management for issuance of the patent. The patent term
adjustment indicated on the patent (as shown on the Issue
Notification mailed about three weeks prior to patent issuance)
will include any additional adjustment accrued both for Office
delay in issuing the patent more than four months after payment
of the issue fee and satisfaction of all outstanding
requirements, and for the Office taking in excess of three years
to issue the patent (to the extent that the three-year period
does not overlap with periods already accorded).

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

nson
itions Attorney
Office of Petitions

Enclosure: Copy of REVISED PALM Screen
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

. Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent ond Trodemark Office
P.O. Bow 1450

Alexandrio, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Paper No.
MERCK
P O BOX 2000 MAILED
RAHWAY NJ 07065-0907
JAN 092012
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Patent No. 8,071,771 : DECISION ON REQUEST FOR
Bell et al. : RECONSIDERATION OF
Issue Date: December 6, 2011 : PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT
Application No. 12/085,005 : and
Filed: May 14, 2008 : NOTICE OF INTENT TO ISSUE

Atty Docket No. MRL-NOP-21962: CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION
-US-PCT :

This is a decision on the petition filed on January 3, 2012,
which is being treated as a petition under 37 CFR 1.705(d)
requesting that the patent term adjustment indicated on the
above-identified patent be corrected to indicate that the term
of the above-identified patent is extended or adjusted by sevn
hundred two (702) days.

The petition to correct the patent term adjustment indicated on
the above-identified patent to indicate that the term of the
above-identified patent is extended or adjusted by seven hundred
two .(702) days 1is GRANTED.

The Office acknowledges submission of the $200.00 fee set forth
in 37 CFR 1.18(e). No additional fees are required.

The Office will sua sponte issue a certificate of correction.
Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.322, the Office will not issue a
certificate of correction without first providing assignee or
patentee an opportunity to be heard. Accordingly, patentees are
given one (1) month or thirty (30) days, whichever is longer,
from the mail date of this decision to respond. - No extensions
of time will be granted under § 1.136.
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The application is being forwarded to the Certificates of Branch
for issuance of a certificate of correction. The Office will
issue a certificate of correction indicating that the term of
the above-identified patent is extended or adjusted by seven

hundred two (702) days.

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

of Petitions

Enclosure: Copy of DRAFT Certificate of Correction



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

PATENT . 8,071,771 B2
DATED :  December 6, 2011 DRAFT
INVENTOR(S): Belletal.

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

On the cover page,

[*] Notice: Subject to any disclaimer, the term of this patent is extended or adjusted
under 35 USC 154(b) by 710 days

Delete the phrase “by 710 days” and insert — by 702 days--




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor & Zafman '

1279 Oakmead Parkway MAILED
Sunnyvale CA 94085-4040 0cT 27 20”

In re Application No. 12/085,006 : OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Eduardo Motta CRUZ et al. : - ON PETITION
Filed: August 9, 1999 o
Atty. Docket No. 15675P715

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed October 3, 2011, to revive
the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the final
Office action mailed March 1, 2011 (outstanding Office action), which set a shortened
statutory period for reply of three (3) months. A 3-month extension of time under the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) was obtained. The application became abandoned
September 2, 2011.

The petition satisfies the conditions for revival pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) by including
(1)-areply in the form of a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) and RCE fee, and
the submission required under 37 CFR 1.114, (2) a petition fee of $ 1860, and (3) a
statement of unintentional delay. The reply to the outstanding Office action is accepted
as having been unintentionally delayed.

Telephone inquiries relating to this decision should be directed to Robert DeWitty,
Petitions Attorney, Office of Petitions (571-272-8427).

The application will be referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2821 for consideration of
the filed Response.

obert DeWitty
Petitions Attorrey
Office of Petitions
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DYKEMA GOSSETT PLLC
FRANKLIN SQUARE, THIRD FLOOR WEST
1300 I STREET, NW

WASHINGTON, DC 20005
MAILED

AUG 10 2010
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Carsten H. Poulsen :
Application No. 12/085,044 - DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: May 15, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 67029-001

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
July 1, 2010, to revive the above-identified application.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the non-final Office
action mailed, December 31, 2009, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three (3)
months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained.
Accordingly, the application became abandoned on April 1, 2010.

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.

In view of the above, the petition is GRANTED.
Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-

1642. All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of this application should be
directed to the Technology Center.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2839 for appropriate action by the
Examiner in the normal course of business on the reply received July 1, 2010.

tions examiner
Office of Petitions
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In re Application of LYSSIKATOS et al

U.S. Application No.: 12/085,048

PCT Application No.: PCT/US2006/044431

Int. Filing Date: 15 November 2006

Priority Date Claimed: 15 November 2005 :
Attorney Docket No.: 064804-0066 ‘ : DECISION
For: N4-PHENYL-QUINAZOLINE-4 -AMINE : '
DERIVATIVES AND RELATED COMPOUNDS AS

ERBB TYPE I RECEPTOR TYROSINE KINASE

INHIBITORS FOR THE TREATMENT OF
HYPERPROLIFERATIVE DISEASES

This is in response to applicant's petition filed 14 October 2008, which is being treated
under 37 CFR 1.497(d).

BACKGROUND

On 15 November 2006, applicant filed international application PCT/US2006/044431,
which claimed priority of an earlier United States application filed 15 November 2005. The
thirty-month period for paying the basic national fee in the United States expired on 15 May
2008. :

On 15 May 2008, applicant filed national stage papers in the United States
Designated/Elected Office (DO/EO/US). The submission was accompanied by, inter alia, the
basic national fee required by 35 U.S.C. 371(c)(1). .

On 14 October 2008, applicant filed the present petition under 37 CFR 1.497(d)

DISCUSSION

The petition states that D. David Hennings and Weidong Liu should be added as
inventors.



Application Number: 12/085,048 -2-

37 CFR 1.497(d) states,

If the oath or declaration filed pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 371(c)(4) and this
section names an inventive entity different from the inventive entity set forth in
the international application, or if a change to the inventive entity has been
effected under PCT Rule 92bis subsequent to the execution of any oath or
declaration which was filed in,the application under PCT Rule 4.17(iv) or this
section and the inventive entity thus changed is different from the inventive
entity identified in any such oath or declaration, applicant must submit:

(1) A statement from each person being added as an inventor and from
each person being deleted as an inventor that any error in inventorship in the
international application occurred without deceptive intention on his or her part;

(2) The processing fee set forth in § 1.17(i); and

(3) If an assignment has been executed by any of the original named
inventors, the written consent of the assignee (see § 3.73(b) of this chapter); and

(4) Any new oath or declaration required by paragraph (f) of this
section.

With regard to item (1) above, the requisite statements have been provided.
With regard to item (2) above, the requisite processing fee has been provided.

With regard to item (3) above, written consent of the assignee has been provided. The
assignee has established the right to take action in compliance with 37 CFR 3.73(b).

With regard to item (4) above, a new declaration under 37 CFR 1.497(f) is not required.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons above, the petition under 37 CFR 1.497(d) is GRANTED.

The application has an International Filing Date under 35 U.S.C. 363 of 15 November
006, and a date under 35 U.S.C. 371(c)(1), (c)(2), and (c)(4) of 14 October 2008.

This application is béing forwarded to the United States Designated/Elected Office
(DO/EO/US) for further processing in accordance with this decision.

Brounlon
Bryan Lin _
PCT Legal Examiner
PCT Legal Office

Telephone: 571-272-3303
Facsimile: 571-273-0459
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MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP
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PCT LEGAL ADMINISTRATION

In re Application of LYSSIKATOS et al

U.S. Application No.: 12/085,048

PCT Application No.: PCT/US2006/044431

Int. Filing Date: 15 November 2006

Priority Date Claimed: 15 November 2005 D
Attorney Docket No.: 064804-0066 : DECISION
For: N4-PHENYL-QUINAZOLINE-4 -AMINE :
DERIVATIVES AND RELATED COMPOUNDS AS

ERBB TYPE I RECEPTOR TYROSINE KINASE
INHIBITORS FOR THE TREATMENT OF
HYPERPROLIFERATIVE DISEASES

This is in response to applicant's petition under 37 CFR 1.181 filed 16 September 2011.

BACKGROUND

On 15 November 2006, applicant filed international application PCT/US2006/044431,
which claimed priority of an earlier United States application filed 15 November 2005. The
thirty-month period for paying the basic national fee in the United States expired on 15 May
2008.

On 15 May 2008, applicant filed national stage papers in the United States
Designated/Elected Office (DO/EO/US). The submission was accompanied by, inter alia, the
basic national fee required by 35 U.S.C. 371(c)(1) and an executed declaration.

On 14 October 2008, applicant filed newly executed declarations along with a petition
under 37 CFR 1.48.

On 02 November 2010, the DO/EO/US mailed a Notice of Acceptance of Application
under 35 U.S.C. 371 (Form PCT/DO/EO/903), which indicated 14 October 2008 as the date
under 35 U.S.C. 371(c).

On 16 September 2011, applicant filed the instant petition under 37 CFR 1.181.
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DISCUSSION

The petition states that the declaration filed 15 May 2008 properly reflected the
inventorship as of that date and that the declaration filed 14 October 2008 was submitted due to
the preliminary amendment filed on 27 June 2008. Because the inventorship listed on the 15 May
2008 declaration was consistent with the inventorship listed in the international application, 35
U.S.C. 371(c)(4) and 37 CFR 1.497 was satisfied on 15 May 2008.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons above, the petition under 37 CFR 1.181 is GRANTED.

The Notice of Acceptance of Application under 35 U.S.C. 371 (Form PCT/DO/EO/903)
mailed 02 November 2010 is hereby VACATED.

The application has an International Filing Date under 35 U.S.C. 363 of 15 November
2006, and a date under 35 U.S.C. 371(c)(1), (c)(2), and (c)(4) of 15 May 2008.

This application is being forwarded to the United States Designated/Elected Office
(DO/EO/US) for further processing in accordance with this decision, including preparation and
mailing of a corrected Notice of Acceptance of Application under 35 U.S.C. 371 (Form
PCT/DO/EO/903) and a corrected filing receipt.

Bryan Lin _
PCT Legal Examiner
PCT Legal Office

Telephone: 571-272-3303
Facsimile: 571-273-0459
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Applicants: Brian Vilborg
Appl. No.: 12/085,050
International Filing Date: November 15, 2006
Title: Strand-Shaped Product For Producing An Anticorrosive On A Substrate
Attorney Docket No.: STA202R3
Pub. No.: US 2010/0120533 Al
Pub. Date: May 14, 2009

This is a decision on the request for a corrected patent application publication under 37 CFR
1.221(b), received on December 6, 2010, for the above-identified application.

The request is dismissed.

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 request for corrected publication, received December 6, 2010, was not timely filed under 37
CFR 1.221(b).

The application was forwarded to the Office of PCT Legal Administration for review of the
application.

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

3) A

ark Polutta
Senior Legal Advisor
Office of Patent Legal Administration
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy

'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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MAR 2 82011

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re :
Application No. 12/085,057 : DECISION REGARDING
Filed: May 14, 2008 : PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT
Patent No. 7,851,464 : and NOTICE OF INTENT
Issued: December 14, 2010 : TO ISSUE
Attorney Docket No. MRL-NOP- : CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

21959-US-PCT

This letter is in response to the “REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF
PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT UNDER 37 CFR 1.705(d)”, filed January 5,
2011. Applicant requests that the initial determination of
patent term adjustment under 35 U.S.C. 154 (b) be corrected from
one hundred forty-two (142) days to one hundred fifty-eight (158)
days.

The application for patent term adjustment is GRANTED.

On December 14, 2010, the application issued into Patent No.
7,851,464 with a patent term adjustment of one hundred forty-two
(142) days. Patentees timely submitted an application for patent
term adjustment on January 5, 2011, asserting that the correct
number of days of PTA is one hundred fifty-eight (158) days.
According to Patentees, the Office erroneously accorded sixteen
(16) days of applicant delay under 37 CFR 1.704(c) (10) for the
submission of an IDS on October 28, 2010, after the Office had
mailed a Notice of Allowance on July 30, 2010. Patentees state
that the IDS contained a .37 CFR 1.704(d) statement, and therefore
no applicant delay should have been accorded.



Patent No. 7,851,464 Page 2

A review of the IDS filed October 28, 2010 confirms that it
contained a proper 37 CFR 1.704(d) statement. The statement read
that “each item of information contained in this Information
Disclosure Statement was first cited in any communication from a
foreign patent office in a counterpart application and that this
communication was not received by any individual designated in

§ 1.56(c) more than thirty days prior to the filing of the '
information disclosure statement”.

Accordingly, the petition is granted.

In view thereof, the correct determination of PTA at the time of
issuance is one hundred fifty-eight (158) days (158 days of PTO
delay and 0 days of Applicant delay).

Receipt of the $200.00 fee set forth in 37 C.F.R. §1.18(e) is
acknowledged. :

The application is being forwarded to the Certificate of
Correction Branch for issuance of a certificate of correction in
order to rectify the error regarding the patent term information.
See 35 U.S.C. § 254 and 37 C.F.R. § 1.322. The certificate of
correction will indicate that the term of the above-identified
patent is extended or adjusted by one hundred fifty-eight (158)
days, subject to any disclaimers.

Telephone inquiries specific to this matter should be directed to
Cliff Congo, Petitions Attorney, at (571)272-3207.

Anthony Knight
Director
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
DRAFT CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

PATENT . 7,851,464 B2
DATED . December 14, 2010
INVENTOR(S) : Bell et al.

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

On the cover page,

[*] Notice: Subject to any disclaimer, the term of this patent is extended or adjusted
under 35 USC 154(b) by 142 days.

Delete the phrase “by 142 days” and insert — by 158 days--
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Browdy and Neimark, PLLC

1625 K Street, N.W. MAILED

Suite 1100

Washington DC 20006 MAR 282011
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Zollondz et al.

Application No 12/085,127 : ON PETITION
Filed: May 16, 2008 o
Attorney Docket No.ZOLLONDZ 2

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
February 26, 2011, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

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

37 CFR 1.113 to the final Office action of August 3, 2010. The proposed reply required for
consideration of a petition to revive must be a Notice of Appeal (and appeal fee required by

37 CFR 41.20(b)(2), an amendment that prima facie places the application in condition for
allowance, a Request for Continued Examination and submission (37 CFR 1.114), or the filing of

a continuing application under 37 CFR 1.53(b). See MPEP 711.03(c)(III)(A)(2). A three month
extension of time pursuant to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) was obtained. Accordingly, the .
date of abandonment of this application is February 4, 2011. A Notice of Abandonment was '
mailed on March 1, 2011. '

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) and fee of $810.00, and the
submission required by 37 CFR 1.114; (2) the petition fee of $1620.00; and (3) a proper
statement of unintentional delay.

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

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3654 for processing of the RCE and
for appropriate action by the Examiner in the normal course of business on the amendment
previously submitted in accordance with 37 CFR 1.114.

Charlema Grant

Attorney
Office of Petitions



Doc Code: PET.RELIEF
Document Description: Certification and Request for Disaster Relief

PTO/SB/425 (03-11)

CERTIFICATION AND REQUEST
FOR RELIEF DUE TO EVENTS OF MARCH 11, 2011, IN JAPAN (Page 1 of 2)

Nonprovisional Application Number or Control Number (if applicable): | Patent Number (if applicable):

12/085,146
First Named Inventor: Title of Invention: Sheet Processing Apparatus and
Shinnosuke MORITA Process of Producing Sheet

APPLICANT/PATENTEE/REEXAMINATION PARTY HEREBY CERTIFIES AND REQUESTS THE
FOLLOWING FOR THE ABOVE-IDENTIFIED APPLICATION/PATENT/REEXAMINATION PROCEEDING.

1.

FOR PATENT APPLICATIONS AND REEXAMINATION PROCEEDINGS PENDING IN THE USPTO AS OF
MARCH 11, 2011, IN WHICH A COMMUNICATION FROM THE USPTO IS SOUGHT TO BE REMAILED:

a.

One or more inventors, an assignee, or a correspondence address (for the application/proceeding) is in
an area of Japan affected by the earthquake and/or tsunami of March 11, 2011.

A reply or response to an Office action (final, non-final, or other), a notice of allowance, or other Office
notice (hereinafter collectively referred to as “Office communication”) is outstanding on March 11, 2011.

The statutory or non-statutory time period set for response has not yet expired.
Withdrawal and reissuance of the Office communication is requested.

It is acknowledged that if this request is not made within sufficient time so that withdrawal and
reissuance of the Office communication occur prior to expiration of the statutory or non-statutory time
period (as permitted to be extended under 37 CFR 1.136(a), or as extended under 37 CFR 1.550(c) or
1.956), this request may not be granted.

The need for the reissuance of the Office communication was due to the effects of the earthquake
and/or tsunami of March 11, 2011.

This request is being sent via EFS-Web or by mail directed to Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

FOR PATENTEES WHO WERE UNABLE TO TIMELY PAY A PATENT MAINTENANCE FEE DURING THE
SIX-MONTH GRACE PERIOD FOLLOWING THE WINDOW TO PAY THE MAINTENANCE FEE:

a.

The original window of time to pay the maintenance fee without the surcharge required by
37 CFR 1.20(h) expired on or after March 11, 2011.

The delay in paying the fee was due to the effects of the earthquake and/or tsunami of March 11, 2011.

The USPTO is requested to sua sponte waive the surcharge in 37 CFR 1.20(h) for paying a
maintenance fee during the six-month grace period following the window to pay the maintenance fee.

This request and payment of the maintenance fee during the six-month grace period following the
window to pay the maintenance fee is being mailed to: Director of the United States Patent and
Trademark Office, Attn: Maintenance Fee, 2051 Jamieson Avenue, Suite 300, Alexandria, VA 22314; or
being transmitted via facsimile to: 571-273-6500.




PTO/SB/425 (03-11)

CERTIFICATION AND REQUEST
FOR RELIEF DUE TO EVENTS OF MARCH 11, 2011, IN JAPAN (Page 2 of 2)

3. FOR PATENTEES WHO NEED TO FILE A PETITION TO ACCEPT A DELAYED MAINTENANCE FEE
PAYMENT UNDER 37 CFR 1.378(c):

a.

b.

The maintenance fee payment was required to have been paid after March 10, 2011.

A petition under 37 CFR 1.378(c) (using USPTO form PTO/SB/66 — Petition to Accept Unintentionally
Delayed Payment of Maintenance Fee in an Expired Patent (37 CFR 1.378(c))) is being promptly filed
accompanied by the applicable maintenance fee payment (but not the surcharge under 37 CFR 1.20(i)).

The delay in payment of the maintenance fee was due to the effects of the earthquake and/or tsunami of
March 11, 2011.

The USPTO is requested to sua sponte waive the surcharge in 37 CFR 1.20(i) for accepting a delayed
maintenance fee payment.

It is acknowledged that the petition to accept a delayed maintenance fee payment under
37 CFR 1.378(c) must be filed by March 11, 2012, in order to be entitled to a waiver of the surcharge
under 37 CFR 1.20(i).

It is acknowledged that the petition to accept a delayed maintenance fee payment under
37 CFR 1.378(c) must be filed within twenty-four months from the expiration date of the patent. See
35 U.S.C 41(c).

This request and the petition to accept a delayed maintenance fee payment under 37 CFR 1.378(c) is
being submitted via EFS-Web or by mail directed to Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for Patents, P.O.
Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

4. FOR NONPROVISIONAL PATENT APPLICATIONS FILED WITHOUT AN EXECUTED OATH OR
DECLARATION OR PAYMENT OF THE BASIC FILING FEE, SEARCH FEE, AND/OR EXAMINATION FEE:

a. The nonprovisional patent application was filed on or after March 11, 2011, and prior to April 12, 2011.
The late filing of the oath or declaration or the basic filing fee, search fee, or examination fee was due to
the effects of the earthquake and/or tsunami of March 11, 2011.

c. The USPTO is requested to sua sponte waive the surcharge set forth in 37 CFR 1.16(f) for the late filing
of the oath or declaration or basic filing fee, search fee, and/or examination fee.

d. This request, together with the executed oath or declaration or the basic filing fee, search fee, or
examination fee, as well as the reply to the Notice to File Missing Parts, is being submitted via EFS-Web
or by mail directed to Mail Stop Missing Parts, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria,
VA 22313-1450.

VAN
] -
Signature K \\({/\/' AV 4 Wl — Date  June 3, 2011
Name 7 . Practitioner
(Print/Typed) Jo w. Balley Registration Number 32’881
v

Note: Signatures of all the inventors, § 1.41(b) applicants, or assignees of record of the entire interest or their representative(s), or
reexamination requesters at the appeal stage are required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 11.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4(d) for the form
of the signature. If necessary, submit multiple forms for more than one signature, see below*.

D *Totalof _____ forms are submitted.




Privacy Act Statement

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

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

1.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.
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BIRCH STEWART KOLASCH & BIRCH |
PO BOX 747 MAILED

FALLS CHURCH VA 22040-0747

JUN 092011
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Morita et al. :
Application No. 12/085,146 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: May 16, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 0445-0393PUSI1

This is a decision on the request filed June 3, 2011, seeking relief under the provisions of
“Relief Available to Patent and Trademark Applicants, Patentees and Trademark Owners
Affected by the Catastrophic Events of March 11, 2011 in Japan,” 1365 Off. Gaz. Pat.
Office 170 (April 19, 2011).

The request for relief is GRANTED.

In the above-identified application, an Office action was mailed on February 3, 2011.
The instant petition was filed prior to the expiration of the period for reply and the
certifications for granting of relief are considered to be met by the submission of the
request.

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

This application is being referred to the Technology Center, Art Unit 1746 for re-mailing
the Office action of February 3,2011. The period for reply will run from the mallmg
date of the Office action.

/Joan Olszewski/
Joan Olszewski
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Patent No. : 7,963,560B2
Application No.: 12/085,184
Issued : June 21, 2011

Inventor : Lars Holmgren

Re: Request for Certificate of Correction

Consideration has been given your request for the issuance of a certificate of correction,
for the above-identified patent under the provision of Rule 1.322 or R 1.323.

Respecting the alleged error, on the title page item (62), is an editing change made in
accordance with the style of the Invention Patent Manual. Therefore, no correction(s) is
in order here under United States Codes (U.S.C.) 254 or 255 the Code of Federal
Regulation (C.F.R.) R 1.322 or R 1.323.

In view of the foregoing, the change will read as followings:
Dec. 15,2005 (EP).....ccccovnenneni 05112233.1

Further correspondence concerning this matter should be filed and directed to Decisions
and Certificates.of Correction Branch. Any response must be filed within a four week
period.

Eva James

For Mary Diggs

Certificates of Correction Branch
571-272-3422 or 703-756-1580

Harness, Dickey & Pierce, P.L.C.
P.O. Box 8910
Reston, Virginia 20195

€]
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R UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

CLARK & ELBING LLP
101 FEDERAL STREET
BOSTON MA 02110

In re Application of

Micah James Atkin, et al.
Application No. 12/085,251

Filed: December 30, 2008

Attorney Docket No. 50365/004001

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED
AUG 02 2010
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION
TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

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

§ 1.36(b), filed July 14, 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. 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 cannot be approved because all three certifications have not been made on the
PTO/SB/83 form. Boxes numbers 1 and 2 were left unchecked.

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

address until otherwise notified by applicant.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Johnson at 571-272-

2991. '

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

CLARK & ELBING LLP
101 FEDERAL STREET
BOSTON, MA 02110 MAILED
SEP 21 2010
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Micah James Atkin, et al. :
Application No. 12/085,251 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: December 30, 2008 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. 50365/004001 : 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 August 30, 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.F.R. § 1.136(a).

The request was signed by Karen L. Elbing 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 communications from the Office will be directed to the assignee of the entire interest at
the first copied address below until otherwise properly notified by the applicant.
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Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Johnson at 571-272-2991.

Terri Johw

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: MYCROLAB PTY LTD.
70 HANOVER STREET
FITZROY, VICTORIA 3065
AUSTRALIA



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

[ appLicaTiONNUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE | FIRSTNAMED APPLICANT | ATTY.DOCKETNO/TITLE |
12/085,251 12/30/2008 Micah James Atkin 50365/004001
CONFIRMATION NO. 7686
21559 POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

CLARK & ELBING LLP

101 FEDERAL STREET AL L 0

BOSTON, MA 02110
Date Mailed: 09/13/2010

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 08/25/2010.

» 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



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

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

[ APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR IATTORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO. J
12/085,301 05/21/2008 Takayoshi Kashiwagi 08337/LH 7167
M R

7590 06/23/2011 I EXAMINE J

HOLTZ, HOLTZ, GOODMAN & CHICK PC NGUYEN, DILINH P

220 Fifth Avenue
16TH Floor | ART UNIT ] PAPER NUMBER J
-NEW YORK, NY 10001-7708 = 2893
| MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE J
06/23/2011 PAPER

DECISION DISMISSING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment will not be recognized

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

The petition is dismissed.

The express abandonment will not be recognized for the reason(s) indicated below:

1. O The petition was not filed in sufficient time to permit the appropriate officials to recognize the
abandonment before an examination has been made of the application. See 37 CFR 1.138(d).

2. O The petition was not signed by a party authorized by 37 CFR 1.33(b)(1), (3) or (4).
3. M The application is not an application filed under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after December 8, 2004.

4. 0 The petition for express abandonment under 1.138(d) is dismissed because the applicant did
not pay any search fee and excess claims fees in the above-identified application.

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

I U]

Patéent Hublication Branch
Office oAData Management

Page 1 of 1
FORM PETE51D (Rev. 08/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.0. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USPLO.gOV

[ APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR }AWOHNEY DOCKET No.] CONFIRMATION NO. |
12/085,306 05/21/2008 Kentarou Takeda 081638 7712
' 7590 04/18/2011 I EXAMINER l
WESTERMAN, HATTORI, DANIELS & ADRIAN, LLP . PEACE, RHONDA S
1250 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, NW
SUITE 700 | ART UNIT | eaperNuUMBER |
WASHINGTON, DC 20036 pyy
| NOTIFICATION DATE ] DELIVERY MODE I
04/18/2011 ELECTRONIC

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF REQUEST
Notice of Allowance/Allowability Mailed

The request to print a color drawing reference as the first paragraph in the portion of the specification containing a
brief description of the drawings as required by 37 CFR 1.84 and MPEP § 608.02 has been received by the United
States Patent and Trademark Office and will be entered into the specification.

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

Page 1 of 1
FORM PTOM327-5 (Rev. 02/08)



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

April 14, 2011

WESTERMAN, HATTORI, DANIELS & ADRIAN, LLP
1250 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N

SUITE 700 :

WASHINGTON DC 20036

Re Application of

TAKEDA, KENTAROU, Et al : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No: 12/085306 : ACCEPTANCE OF COLOR
Filed: 05/21/2008 . : DRAWINGS

Attorney Docket No: 081638

This is a decision on the Renewal of Petition to Accept .Color Drawings under 37 C.F.R 1.84 (a)
(2), received in the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) May 21, 2008.

The petition is GRANTED.
A grantable petition under 37 C.F.R. 1.84(a) (2) must be accompanied by the following.

1. The fee set forth under 37 C.F.R. 1.17(h),

2. Three (3) sets of the color drawings in question, or (1) set if filed via EFS, and

3. The specification containing the following language as the first paragraph in that
portion of the specification relating to the brief description of the drawings.

“The file of this patent contains at least one drawing executed in color. Copies of
this patent with color drawing(s) will be provided by the Patent and Trademark
Office upon request and payment of the necessary fee.”

The petition was accompanied by all of the required fees and drawings. The specification
contains the appropriate language. Therefore, the petition is GRANTED.

Telephone inquires relating to this decision may be directed to the undersigned in the Office of
Data Management at 571-272-4200.

/Bernadette Queen/

Quality Control Specialist
Office of Data Management
Publications Branch



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
' P.0. Box 1450
Alcxandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WwWw.usplo.gov

APPLICATION NO. ] FILING DATE L FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 1 ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. ] CONFIRMATION NO. J
12/085,335 05/21/2008 Dean C. Webster . 255.00220101 7638
26813 7590 0912212010
EXAMINER
MUETING, RAASCH & GEBHARDT, P.A. l J
P.O. BOX 581336 NGUYEN, KHANH TUAN
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55458-1336
_ | ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER ]
1796
I MAIL DATE ] DELIVERY MODE I
09/22/2010 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

Mailed: o o N

In re application of
Dean C. Webster et al.
Serial No. 12/085,335
Filed: May 21, 2008
For: CONDUCTIVE INK COMPOSITIONS

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.usplo.gov

be

DECISION ON
PETITION

This is a decision on the PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.144 REQUESTING WITHDRAWAL

OF THE RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT filed on July 20, 2010.

On January 29, 2010, the examiner made a restriction requirement under 35 USC 121 and 372
based upon a finding that the claims lack unity of invention as defined in PCT Rules 13.1. Ina
response to the requirement filed on April 29, 2010, Applicants traversed the requirement with
respect to Groups I- IV. The examiner maintained the restriction requlrement in an Office action

mailed on May 11, 2010 and made the requirement final.

The instant petition was filed on July 20, 2010 requesting that the requirement for restriction
between Groups I- IV be withdrawn. Petitioner argues that unity of inventions, as required by
PCT Rule 13, is present in the instant application. Specifically, all of the claimed inventions fall
into the same category, i.e. product, and share the special technical features of “at least one
monomer containing exactly one ethylenically unsaturated group and conductive particles.”
Alternatively, the Apphcants request reconsideration and modification of the restriction
requirement to at least join Group I, drawn to a conductive ink composition, with Group III,

drawn to a conductive thermoplastic material.

DECISION

The instant application has been filed under 35 USC 371 as a national phase application of
PCT/US2006/045220 and as such is subject to the unity requirements set out in PCT Rules 13.1
—13.4 and 37 CFR 1.475, as well as the PCT Administrative Instructions, Annex B and Chapter
10 of the WIPO PCT International Search and Preliminary Examination Guidelines.

PCT Rules 13.1 and 13.2 reproduced below:
13.1 Requirement

The international application shall relate to one invention only or to a group of i inventions so
linked as to form a single general inventive concept (“requirement of unity of invention™).

13.2 Circumstances in Which the Requirement of Unity of Invention Is to Be Considered

Fulfilled

Where a group of inventions is claimed in one and the same international application, the
requirement of unity of invention referred to in Rule 13.1 shall be fulfilled only when there is a
technical relationship among those inventions involving one or more of the same or
corresponding special technical features. The expression “special technical features™ shall mean
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those technical features that define a contribution which each of the claimed inventions,
considered as a whole, makes over the prior art.

It is agreed that Groups I-IV share the common technical feature of “at least one monomer
containing exactly one ethylenically unsaturated group and conductive particles.” However, as
set forth in the Office Action of May 11, 2010, this shared technical feature does not make a
contribution over the prior art. Specifically, see the 35 USC 102(b) rejection over Ishimatsu
(USPN 6,527,984). Thus, while the Groups meet the criteria of PCT Rule 13.1 for unity of
invention, the Groups fail to have unity of invention under PCT Rule 13.2, because the shared
common technical feature is not a “special technical feature”.

Regarding the alternative request to modify the restriction requirement in the present petition,
lack of unity of invention should neither be raised nor persisted in on the basis of a narrow,

literal or academic approach. There should be a broad, practical consideration of the degree of
interdependence of the alternatives presented, in relation to the state of the art as revealed by the
international search. (see para. 10.04 of the WIPO Guidelines). In the present case, Groups I and
III appear to be of a substantially similar scope, wherein the only significant difference is claim 1
of Group I requires an initiator. However, the use of initiators are quite conventional in the
polymer art. Thus, it is agreed that there would be no significant burden on the examiner to have
included the claims of Group III with Group I. It is noted that the original restriction
requirement included a thermoplastic polymer species requirement (see Specie (d) of the
requirement). This decision vacates this specific species requirement, since it is clear that claims
36-37 are drawn to an embodiment wherein photopolymerization is being performed and claims
38-39 are drawn to an embodiment wherein thermal polymerization is being perfonned Species
(c) of Group I encompasses these distinct embodiments.

The petition to withdraw the restriction requirement is GRANTED-IN-PART. Specifically, the
examiner’s restriction requirement is modified from four (4) claim groupings to two (2) claim
groupings. Group I, the elected invention, consists of claims 1-30 and 35-51 and Group II
consists of claims 31-34 and 42-58. The species restriction, which was not traversed in the
present petition, is modified by excluding species (d). This application is being returned to the
examiner for a new Office Action commensurate in scope with this decision.

/W.GARY JONES/

W. Gary Jones, Director

Technology Center 1700

Chemical and Materials Engineering

VICTORIA A. SANDBERG

MUETING, RAASCH & GEBHARDT, P.A..
P.0. BOX 581336

MINNEAPOLIS MN 55458-1336
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Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

- WENDEROTH, LIND & PONACK, LLP _
1030 15™ STREET, NW a
SUITE 400 EAST ' MAILED
WASHINGTON, DC 20005-1503

0CT 08 2010
In re Application of | _ OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Yasufumi Kaneda, et al. :
Application No. 12/085,355 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: May 22, 2008 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Attorney Docket No. 2008 0920A : '

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed October 6, 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 Sébtember 2, 2010 cannot be refunded. If,
however, this application is again allowed, petitioner may request that it be applied towards
the issue fee required by the new Notice of Allowance.'

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

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 1648 for processing of the request
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
information disclosure statement.

/AMW/

April M. Wise

Petitions Examiner -
Office of Petitions

1 . - . . .
The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice'may be satisfied by completing and returning the new Part
B — Fee(s) Transmittal Form (along with any balance due al the time of submission). Petitioner is advised that the Issue
Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and timely subniifted to avoid abandonment of the application.




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

COLLARD & ROE, P.C. MA[LED
1077 NORTHERN BOULEVARD DEC 162011
ROSLYN NY 11576

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Patent No. 8,075,682
Issue Date: December 13, 2011 :
Application No. 12/085,385 : ON PETITION
Filed: May 22, 2008 :
Dkt. No. LEVASHOV ET AL -1 PCT

This is a decision on the request for issuance of a certificate of correction filed December 9,
2011.

Any request for issuance of an application in the name of the assignee submitted after the date of
payment of the issue fee, and any request for a gatgnt to be corrected to state the name of the
asSignee, must state that the assignment was submitted for recordation as set forth in § 3.11
before issuance of the patent, and must include a request for a certificate of correction under 9 )
1.323 (accompanied by the fee set forth in § 1.20(a)) and the processing fee set forth in § 1.17 (1)
of this chapter.

The instant petition has been reviewed and found to com lﬁ: with the requirements of 37 CFR
3.81(b). According, the instant petition is hereby GRANTED

This application is being forwarded to the Certificate of Correction Branch for issuance of the
requested Certificate of Correction. '

Any.%uestions concemin%the issuance of the Certificate of Correction should be directed to the
Certificate of Correction Branch.

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

(Lo’

Alesia M. Brown
Attorney Advisor
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

M AILED Alexandria, \F;%Bfiié-’iz%%
HOFFMANN & BARON, LLP JuL 25 201
6900 JERICHO TURNPIKE
SYOSSET NY 11791 PCT LEGAL ADMINISTRATION
In re Application of :
SCHOEN, et al. : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No.: 12/085,407 :

PCT No.: PCT/NL2005/000807 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b)
Int. Filing Date: 22 November 2005 :

Priority Date: 22 November 2005

Atty. Docket No.: 294-314 PCT/US

For: MULTIPLEX NUCLEIC ACID DETECTION

The petition to revive under 37 CFR 1.137(b) filed 29 April 2011 in the above-captioned
application is hereby GRANTED as follows:

Applicant's statement that "the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the
required reply until the filing of a grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional"
and the prompt filing of the petition satisfies the requirement of 37 CFR 1.137(b)(3).

A review of the application file reveals that applicant has currently provided a compliant raw
sequence listing which has been entered by the Biotechnology Systems Branch of the Scientific
and Technical Information Center (STIC). Therefore, the request to revive the application
abandoned under 35 U.S.C. 371(d) is granted as to the National stage in the United States of
America. Further, a review of the application file reveals that all of the requirements of 35
U.S.C. 371 for entry into the national stage in the United States have been satisfied.

This application is being returned to the United States Designated/Elected Office (DO/EO/US)
for treatment in accordance with this decision.

U L

Derek A. Putonen

Attorney Advisor

Office of PCT Legal Administration
Tel: (571) 272-3294
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Barbara A. Shimei

Director, Patents & Licensing

Bayer HealthCare LLC - Pharmaceuticals .

555 White Plains Road, Third Floor MAILED

Tarrytown NY 10591
MAR 282011

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of
Stephan Bartel et al. :
Application No. 12/085,543 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: February 17, 2009 :

Attorney Docket No. BHC 051104 PCT-US

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed January
20, 2011, 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 May 14, 2010, 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 August 15,2010. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on December 28, 2010.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the reply in
the form of an amendment, (2) the petition fee of $1,620 and (3) a proper statement of unintentional
delay. Accordingly, the amendment 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 Technology Center AU 1626 for appropriate action by the Examiner
in the normal course of business on the reply received January 20, 2011.

/Kimberly Inabinet/

Kimberly Inabinet
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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KENYON & KENYON LLP FEB 222012

ONE BROADWAY '

In re Application of : REQUEST TO

Michael Stephen ROBERTS et al : PARTICIPATE IN THE PATENT
Application No.: 12/085,645 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Filed: July 14,2009 : PROGRAM AND PETITION
Attorney Docket No.: 13164/7 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
For: ORAL THERAPEUTIC : 37 CFR 1.102(a)

COMPOUND DELIVERY SYSTEM

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) program
and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(a), filed August 30, 2011, to make the above-identified
application special.

The request and petition are GRANTED.
Discussion

A grantable request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition to make special require:
1. The U.S. application 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 IPAU, 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
1. validly claims priority to an application filed in the IPAU, or
ii. validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority
claims, or
iii. 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 IPAU, or
ii. validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority
claims, or
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iii. contains no priority claim;
2. Applicant must submit a copy of:
a. The allowable/patentable claim(s) from the IPAU 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
IPAU 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 IPAU 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 IPAU application is a first action allowance then no office action
from the IPAU is necessary should be indicated on the request/petition
form;
b. An English language translation of the IPAU 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 IPAU examiner in the IPAU 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);

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.

Inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Thurman K. Page at 571-272-0602.

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

This application will be forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with

this decision.

;;%urman\fgage; ;
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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NIXON & VANDERHYE, PC PCT LEGAL ADMINISTRATION

901 NORTH GLEBE ROAD, 11TH FLOOR
ARLINGTON VA 22203

In re Application of :

RUDSHAUG et al. ‘ : DECISION
App. No.: 12/085,673 :

PCT No.: PCT/NO06/00457

Int. Filing Date: 04 December 2006

Priority Date: 02 December 2005

Attorney Docket No.: 2810-56

For: TOP DRIVE DRILLING APPARATUS

This is in response to applicant's “Petition for Review by PCT Legal Office- Refund
Request” filed in the United States Patent and Trademark Office on 30 September 2010.

BACKGROUND

On 04 December 2006, applicant filed international application PCT/N02006/00457,
which claimed priority of an earlier Norwegian application filed 02 December 2005. A copy of
the international application was communicated to the USPTO from the International Bureau on
07 June 2007. The thirty-month period for paying the basic national fee in the United States
expired on 02 June 2008.

On 29 May 2008, applicant filed national stage papers in the United States
Designated/Elected Office (DO/EQ/US). The submission was accompanied by small entity fees.

On 09 December 2008, applicant filed a request under 37 CFR 1.28(c)'. On 30 September

37 CFR 1.28(c) states,

How errors in small entity status are excused. If status as a small entity is established in good faith,
and fees as a small entity are paid in good faith, in any application or patent, and it is later
discovered that such status as a small entity was established in error, or that through error the
Office was not notified of a loss of entitlement to small entity status as required by § 1.27(g)(2),
the error will be excused upon: compliance with the separate submission and itemization
requirements of paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2) of this section, and the deficiency payment
requirement of paragraph (c)(2) of this section:

(1) Separate submission required for each application or patent. Any paper submitted
under this paragraph must be limited to the deficiency payment (all fees paid in error), required by
paragraph (c)(2) of this section, for one application or one patent. Where more than one
application or patent is involved, separate submissions of deficiency payments (e.g., checks) and

Commissioner for Patents

M A ' L E D United States Patent and Trag?cr;TaBrlé xomgg

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov
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2010, the instant request was filed.
DISCUSSION
Applicant’s request on 09 December 2008 included a propér itemization of the deficiency
payment and the payment itself ($§515) in accord with 37 CFR 1.28(c). Applicant's error in

asserting small entity status was excused.

Thereafter, the USPTO finance records were corrected to reflect the change in status in
the national stage fees. A review of the finance records indicate that the additional fees

itemizations are required for each application or patent. See § 1.4(b).

(2) Payment of deficiency owed. The deficiency owed, resulting from the previous
erroneous payment of small entity fees, must be paid.

(i) Calculation of the deficiency owed. The deficiency owed for each previous
fee erroneously paid as a small entity is the difference between the current fee amount (for other
than a small entity) on the date the deficiency is paid in full and the amount of the previous
erroneous (small entity) fee payment. The total deficiency payment owed is the sum of the

individual deficiency owed amounts for each fee amount previously erroneously paid as a small
entity. Where a fee paid in error as a small entity was subject to a fee decrease between the time
the fee was paid in error and the time the deficiency is paid in full, the deficiency owed is equal to
the amount (previously) paid in error;

(ii) Itemization of the deficiency payment. An itemization of the total
deficiency payment is required. The itemization must include the following information:

(A) Each particular type of fee that was erroneously paid as a small entity,
(e.g., basic statutory filing fee, two-month extension of time fee) along with the current fee amount
for a non-small entity;

(B) The small entity fee actually paid, and when. This will permit the Office to
differentiate, for example, between two one-month extension of time fees erroneously paid as a
small entity but on different dates;

(C) The deficiency owed amount (for each fee erroneously paid); and

(D) The total deficiency payment owed, which is the sum or total of the
individual deficiency owed amounts set forth in paragraph (c)(2)(ii)(C) of this section.

(3) Failure to comply with requirements. If the requirements of paragraphs (c)(1) and
(c)(2) of this section are not complied with, such failure will either: be treated as an authorization
for the Office to process the deficiency payment and charge the processing fee set forth in §
1.17(i), or result in a requirement for compliance within a one-month non-extendable time period
under § 1.136(a) to avoid the return of the fee deficiency paper, at the option of the Office.
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incorrectly charged to applicant’s deposit account on 08 June 2010 were thereafter refunded on
02 September 2010.

CONCLUSION
For the reasons above, the request for refund is DISMISSED AS MOOT.
This application is being returned to Technology Center AU 3672.

/Cynthia M. Kratz/

Cynthia M. Kratz

Attorney Advisor

PCT Legal Office

Office of PCT Legal Administration
571-272-3286



ode: PET.RELIEF
ent Description; Certification and Reguest for Disaster Relief

PTQISBE25 (0311}

CERTIFICATION AND REQUEST
FOR RELIEF DUE TO EVENTS OF MARCH 11, 2011, IN JAPAN (Page 1 of 2)

Nonprovisional Application Number oy Controt Number (if applicable): | Patent Number {if applicable):
134385,686
First Named inventon Titte of invention:
TAKAG!, Yoshimasa Part for Producing Castings and Process of ..

APPLICANT/PATENTEE/REEXAMINATION PARTY HEREBY CERTIFIES AND REQUESTS THE
FOLLOWING FOR THE ABOVE-DENTIFIED APPLICATION/PATENT/REEXAMINATION PROGERDING.

3
}

FOR PATENT APPLICATIONS AND REEXAMINATION PROCEEDINGS PENDING IN THE USPTO AS OF
MARCH 11, 2011, IN WHICH A COMMUNICATION FROM THE USPTD 18 SQUGHT TO BE REMAILED:

&.

0

®

One or more inveniors, an assignes, or a corrgspondence address {for the ag;‘:zsaot anfproceeding} is in
201 4

an araa of Japan affected by the sarthquake andfor tsunami of March 11, 2011,

A raply or response to an Office action {final, non-final, or other), a notice of allowance, or othar O‘?fice
notice {hereinafler colfectively referred to as *Office communication”} is autstanding on E\&o ch 11, 2011,
The statutory or non-statutory time period set for response has not yet expired.

YWithdrawal and reissuanse of the Office communication is requested,

it is acknowladged that i this request is nol made within sufficlent time so that withdrawal and
reissuancea of the Dffice communication ocour prior {o expiration of the stedulory or non-statutory time
period {as parmitted fo be extended under 37 CFR 1.136(z), or as extended under 37 OFR 1.880(g} or
1.858), this requast may not be granted,

The need for the reissuance of the Office communication was dus o the sffects of the sarthquake
andfor isunami of March 11, 2011,

This raquest is baing sent via EFS-Web or by mail directed to Mall Stop Patition, Commissioner for
Patants, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 2231314580,

FOR PATENTEES WHO WERE UNABLE TO TIMELY PAY A PATENT MAINTENANCE FEE DURING THE

o~

SH-MONTH GRACE PERIOD FOLLOWING THE WINDOW TO PAY THE MAINTENANGE FEE:

The original window of time to pay the maintenance fee without the surcharge required by

37 CFR 1.20(h} expired on or after March 11, 2011,

The delay in paying the fee was due to the effects of the earthguake andior tsunami of March 11, 2011,
The USPTQO is requested 1o sug sponfe walve the surcharge in 37 CFR 1.20(h} for paying &
maintenance fee during the six-month grace period following the window 1o pay the maintenance fee.

This reguest and payment of the maintenance fee during the sbe-manth gracs paviod following the
window to pay the maintenance fae is being mailed to: Direcior of the United States Patant and
Trademark Dffice, Alln: Maintenance Fes, 20581 Jamieson Avenue, Sulte 300, Alexandria, VA 22314, o
being ransmitted via facsimile {or 571-273-6500.




PTO/SBI423 {0311}

CERTIFICATION AND REQUEST
FOR RELIEF DUE TO EVENTS OF MARCH 11, 2011, IN JAPAN (Page 2o &)

3. FORPATENTEES WHO NEED TO FILE A PETITION TO ACCEPT A DELAYED MAINTENANCE FEE
PAYMENT UNDER 37 CFR1.378(c):

a. Tha mainienancs fee payment was raquirad o have been paid after March 10, 2011

b, A petition under 37 CFR 1.378(c) {using USPTO form PTO/SB/BE - Petition to .f% cept Unintentionally
Delayed Paymant of Maintenance Fee in an Expired Patent (37 CFR 1.378(c})) is being ntomgt&y filad
accompaniad by the appiicable maintenance fee payment (out not the surchargs under 37 OFR 1.20¢0.

%

The defay in payment of the maintenance fee was due to the effecis of the earthquake andior tsunami of
March 11, 2011,

o

d. The USPTU is requested 10 sug sponte waive tha surcharge ity 37 CFR 1.26{() for accepling & delayed
mairienancs fes payment.

&, itis acknowledgad thal the petition to accept a delayed maintenance fee payrr‘erkt undsr
37 GFR 1 3'?81‘4} must be filed by March 11, 2012, in order to be antitled to & walver of the surcharge
under 37 OFR 1.20{).

i His ackmw adged that the petition 1o accspt a delayed malnienance fee payment under
? CFR 1 am must be filed within twenty-four months from the expiration date of the patent. See

g. This request and the petition to accept a delayed maintenance fae payment undaer 37 OFR 1 &{c’ §
being submittad via EFS-Web or by mali directed to Mail Stop Petition, Comsmissioner fo :
Box 1450, Alsxandria, VA 22313-1450.

4, FOR NONPROVISIONAL PATENT APPLICATIONS FILED WITHOUT AN EXECUTED OATH OR
DECLARATION OR PAYMENT OF THE BASIC FILING FEE, SEARCH FEE, AND/OR EXAMINATION FEE:

a. The nonprovisional patent application was filed on or after March 11, 2011, and prior to Aprll 12, 2011,

b. The late filing of the oath or declaration or the basic filing fee, search fae, or examination fee was due o
the effects of the sarthquaks andfor tsunami of March 11, 2011,

¢. The USPTO is requesied 1o sua sponte waive the surcharge set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(f) for the iate filing
of the oath or declaration or basic filing fee, search fae, andfor sxamination fee.

d. This request, together with the axscuted cath or declaration or the basic filing fee, search fee, or
examination fee, as well as the reply to the Notice to File Missing Parts, is ne;f*g submitted via EFS-Web
or by mail dirscted to Maif Stop Missing Parts, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1458, Alexandria,
VA, 223%& 5

BRSNS

Date

e John W. Bai Eey poctioner 3D 881

iprlnﬁ\:peax} x\ec.rs ra“son Nurrsesr ™

HNote: S/gnawrss of aif the fpveniors, § 1.41{8} appiicants, or assignees of record of the entie rderest or el fe“rsser'fa‘{vs(s}, oF
resxamination requesiers af the appeal stage are reguived in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 11.18. Please see 57 CFR 1.4} for the form
of $he signatura, i necessary, submit multipls forms for mors than one signafure, ses below™,

Totad of . forms are submitted,




Privacy Act Statement

\:‘ e Privacy Act of 1874 {P.L. 83-878) requires that you be given ceriain information in connection with your

ubmission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the reg ,u‘ aments of
th e Act, please be advisad that: {1} the general authority for the coflection of this information Is 38 US.C. 2(b)2) (&)
furnishing of the information so?sczted is voluntary; and {3} the principal purposa for which the information is used by the
1.8, Patent and Trademark Office is to procass andfor examine vour submission reiated 1o a patent application or
patant. if you do not fumish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not bs able o
procass 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 1o the following routine uses:

Py

Tme information on this form wilt be reated confidentially to the exdent allowed under the Freedom of

information Act {5 U.8.C. 852} and the Privacy Act {§ U.8.C 552a}. Records from this system of reco rds may
be disclosad to the Department of Justice to determing whather disclosure of these records Is required by the
Frasdom of iInformation Act.

2. Arscord from this system of records may be disclosed, as a rouline usa, in the courss of presewtgsﬂg evidenog

10 @ court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures {o cpposing sounse! in the course of

sefifement nagotiations.

A resord i this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, ic & i‘fﬁsmber of Congress submilling a

reguest involviy V;g an individual, o whom the record pertains, when the individeat hag requestad assistance from

the Mamber with respect o the subject matter of the record.

4,  Avacord It this sysiem of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agahoy having
need for the information in order Yo parform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply
with the raquiremants of the Privacy Act of 1874, as amended, pursuant fo 5 U.8.C. «maa{r“z

8. Arecord related 1o an international Application filed under the Patent Caoperam Treaty in this system of

records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the intemational Bureau of the Worid srteiie clual Property
Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

_(;3

8. A record in this system of racords may be disclosed, as a rouline use, o another federal agency for purposes
of National Senurity review {35 11.8.C. 181} and for review pursuant io i?*e A*amec Energy Act (42 UB.C
218{ch.

7. Arecord from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administratar, General
Services, or hisfhar dessgnee during an inspection of records canducted by GSA as pan of that agenay’s
responsibifity to recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of
44 11.8.C. 2904 and 2908. Such disclosure shall be made in accardance with the GSA *egu.aticms governing
inspaciion of records for this purpose, and any other relevant {{.e., GSA or Commerce) dirsclive. Such
disclosure shall not be used {o make delerminations about individuals

8. A record frons this system of racords may be disclosed, as a routine use to the pubiic after sither publication of
the application pursuant 1o 35 U.8.C. 122{(b} or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.8.C. 161 F urther, &
record may be disclosed, sulbject o the limilations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to "’he public ¥ the
was filed in an application which became abandoned or in which the procsadings were terminazed and
application is referenced by either a published application, an application open to public Inspaction or a
patant.
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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

BIRCH STEWART KOLASCH & BIRCH
PO BOX 747
FALLS CHURCH VA 22040-0747

MAILED

JUN 292011
In re Application of : OFFICE oF P
Takagi et al. : EnTIONS
Application No. 12/085,686 . DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: October 29, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 0445-0394PUS1

This is a decision on the request filed June 24, 2011, seeking relief under the provisions
of “Relief Available to Patent and Trademark Applicants, Patentees and Trademark
Owners Affected by the Catastrophic Events of March 11, 2011 in Japan,” 1365 Off.
Gaz. Pat. Office 170 (April 19, 2011).

The request for relief is GRANTED.

In the above-identified application, an Office action was mailed on February 25, 2011.
The instant petition was filed prior to the expiration of the period for reply and the
certifications for granting of relief are considered to be met by the submission of the
request.

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

This application is being referred to the Technology Center, Art Unit 1741 for re-mailing
the Office action of February 25, 2011. The period for reply will run from the mailing
date of the Office action.

/Joan Olszewski/
Joan Olszewski
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.Usplo.gov

"APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ' | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/085,700 05/29/2008 Edward Bu_rkitl 2005?20700WOUS' ] 1763
2116 7590 03/3012011 '
SIEMENS CORPORATION . L EXAMINER |
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DEPARTMENT RODRIGUEZ, WILLIAM H
170 WOOD AVENUE SOUTH
ISELIN, NJ 08830 l ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER I
3741
r I MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE I
03/30/2011 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 DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Address : COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
P.O.Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

APPLICATION NO./ FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR / ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.
CONTROL NO. PATENT IN REEXAMINATION
12085700 5/29/08 BURKITT, EDWARD . 2005P20700WOUS

EXAMINER

SIEMENS CORPORATION . )

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY DEPARTMENT William H.. Rodriguez

170 WOOD AVENUE SOUTH

ISELIN, NJ 08830 ART UNIT PAPER

3741 20110329

DATE MAILED:

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

Commissioner for Patents

Inventorship

l. In view of the papers filed 03/31/2009, it has been found that this nonprovisional application, as filed, through error and
without deceptive intent, improperly set forth the inventorship, and accordingly, this application has been corrected in compliance
with 37 CFR 1.48(a). The inventorship of this application has been changed by adding Gareth Huw Davies as an inventor. '

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

/William H. Rodriguez/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3741

PTO-90C (Rev.04-03)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

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

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Raymond Y. Chan

108 N. Ynez Ave., Suite 128
Monterey Park CA 91754 MA'LED
JUN 142011
In re Application of : PCT LEGAL ADMINISTRATION
LI :

Application No.: 12/085,706

PCT No.: PCT/CN2005/002258 :

Int. Filing Date: 20 December 2005 : DECISION
Priority Date: 22 December 2004 :

Atty. Docket No.: USP3291C/SZ117-SZZ

For: ASSEMBLED MAGNETIC ENERGY

GENERATOR AS WELL ASITS...

This is a decision on applicant’s “Response” filed in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
(USPTO) on 10 January 2011, which has been treated as a petition under 37 CFR 1.181
requesting that the present application file be considered an erroneously created duplicate filing
of earlier application No. 10/586,405. The petition is GRANTED as discussed below.

A review of the ‘405 and ‘706 application files, reveals that on 29 May 2008, applicant filed a
status request in the ‘405 application and that, instead of placing the request in the ‘405 file, the
National Stage Processing Branch of the International Division mistakenly created the ‘706
application file.

Therefore, all notifications and office actions in the ‘706 file were issued in error and are hereby
VACATED.

This application is being forwarded to the National Stage Processing Branch of the International
Division for further processing in accordance with this decision, including the moving of all the
papers in the present file to application No. 10/586,405, the refunding all monies collected in this
file, and the cancelling of application No. 12/085,706.

Richard R. Cole

Senior PCT Legal Examiner
Office of PCT Legal Administration

(571) 272-3281



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

MAILED

Avia Kafri NOV 012011
22Shderot Chen St.
Tel Aviv 64166 IL ISRAEL OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of ' : )
Amnon WEICHSELBAUM et al. : ON PETITION
Application No. 12/085,708 :

Filed: May 29, 2008

Atty. Docket No.: 4.9 08 NUS

" This'is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed October 18, 2011, 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 mailing date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR
1.136 are permitted. The reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled
“Renewed Petition Under 37 CFR 1.137(b)”. This is not a final agency action within the
meaning of 5 U.S.C. §704.

- The application became abandoned for failure to respond in a timely manner to the non-
final Office action mailed March 15, 2011, which set a shortened statutory period for
reply of three (3) months. No extension of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a)
was obtained. The application became abandoned June 16, 2011. A Notice of
Abandonment was mailed October 17, 2011.

A grantable petition under 37 CFR1.137(b) must be accompanied by: (1) an appropriate
reply, unless previously filed; (2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(m); (3) a
statement that the entire delay for 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
CFR1.137(d). The petition lacks items (1) and (2).

Regarding item (1), it is noted the reply provided with the instant petition fails to include
the signatures of all the named inventors, and inventor J a1me de al Zerda has not been
given power of attorney from all the inventors.
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Regarding item (2), petitioner has paid $810 toward the petition fee, however the present
petition fee as of September 26, 2011 is $930. As petitioner has not provided a deposit
account number, the Office was unable to charge the $120 difference.

Petitioner has appointed a representative to conduct all business before the Patent and
Trademark Office (Office). The Office will not engage in dual correspondence with
petitioner and petitioner’s representative. Accordingly, petitioner must conduct all future
correspondence with this Office through the representative of record. If petitioner no
longer wishes to be represented by the representative of record, then a revocation of the
power of attorney or authorization of agent must be submitted. A correspondence
address must be included on the correspondence instructing the Office where all future |
communications should be mailed.

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: (5871) 273-8300
Attn: Office of Petitions

Telephone inquiries relating to this decision should be directed to Robert DeWitty,
Petitions Attorney, Office of Petitions (571-272-8427).

Petitions Attorney

Office of Petitions




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

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

MAILED

Avia Kafri JAN 092012
22Shderot Chen St. OFFl

Tel Aviv 64166 IL ISRAEL CE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :

Amnon WEICHSELBAUM et al. : ON PETITION

Application No. 12/085,708
Filed: May 29, 2008
Atty. Docket No.: 4.9 08 NUS

This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed December 5,
2011, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to respond in a timely manner to the non-
final Office action mailed March 15, 2011 (Office action), which set a shortened statutory
period for reply of three (3) months. No extension of time under the provisions of 37
CFR 1.136(a) was obtained. The application became abandoned June 16, 2011. A
Notice of Abandonment was mailed October 17, 2011.

The petition satisfies the conditions for revival pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) by including,
(1) a reply in the form of a Response to the Office action mailed March 15, 2011, (2) a
petition fee of $930, and (3) a statement of unintentional delay. The reply to the Notice is
accepted as having been unintentionally delayed.

Petitioner has appointed a representative to conduct all business before the Patent and
Trademark Office (Office). The Office will not engage in dual correspondence with
petitioner and petitioner’s representative. Accordingly, petitioner must conduct all future
correspondence with this Office through the representative of record. If petitioner no
longer wishes to be represented by the representative of record, then a revocation of the
power of attorney or authorization of agent must be submitted. A correspondence
address must be included on the correspondence instructing the Office where all future
communications should be mailed.

Telephone inquiries relating to this decision should be directed to Robert DeWitty,
Petitions Attorney, Office of Petitions (571-272-8427).
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The application will be referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2886 for consideration of
the filed Response with the instant petition.

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
OfW May-11

ROBERT D. SHEDD, PATENT OPERATIONS
THOMSON LICENSING LLC

P.O. BOX 5312

PRINCETON NJ 08543-5312

MAILED
MAY 102011
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Le Naour et al. :

Application Number: 12/085,711 : ON PETITION
Filing Date: 05/28/2008 e

Attorney Docket Number:

PF050188

This is a decision on the “REQUEST TO WITHDRAW THE HOLDING OF
ABANDONMENT UNDER 37 CFR 1.181,” filed on December 9, 2010.

The petition is DISMISSED.

This application became abandoned on July 3, 2010, for failure to
timely submit a response to the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment
(37 CFR 1.121) (hereinafter “the Notice”) mailed on June 2, 2010,
which set a one (1) month shortened period for reply. No
extensions of the time for reply under 37 CFR 1.136(a) were
obtained. Notice of Abandonment was mailed on October 13, 2010.

Petitioners aver that the Notice mailed on June 2, 2010, was
never received. In support, petitioners have included a copy of
the screen shot of counsel’s docketing system, indicating that
the Notice mailed on June 2, 2010, was not received. A copy of a
record which appears to be a file jacket for the above-referenced
application has also been included.

A review of the record indicates no irregularity in the mailing
of the Notice mailed on June 2, 2010, and in the absence of any
irregularity in the mailing, there is a strong presumption that
the Notice mailed on June 2, 2010 was properly mailed to the
address of record. This presumption may be overcome by a showing
that the Notice mailed on June 2, 2010 was not in fact received.

.MPEP 711.03(c) states:
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In Delgar v. Schulyer, 172 USPQ 513- (D.D.C. 1971), the
court decided that the Office should mail a new Notice
of Allowance in view of the evidence presented in
support of the contention that the applicant’s
representative did not receive the original Notice of
Allowance. Under the reasoning of Delgar, an allegation
that an Office action was never received may be
considered in a petition to withdraw the holding of
abandonment. If adequately supported, the Office may
grant the petition to withdraw the holding of
abandonment and remail the Office action. That is, the
reasoning of Delgar is applicable regardless of whether
an application is held abandoned for failure to timely
pay the issue fee (35 U.S.C. 151) or for failure to
prosecute (35 U.S.C. 133).

To minimize costs and burdens to practitioners and the
Office, the Office has modified the showing required to
establish nonreceipt of an Office action. The showing
required to establish nonreceipt of an Office
communication must include a statement from the
practitioner describing the system used for recording
an Office action received at the correspondence address
of record with the USPTO. The statement should
establish that the docketing system is sufficiently
reliable. It is expected that the record would include,
but not be limited to, the application number, attorney
docket number, the mail date of the Office action and
the due date for the response.

Practitioner must state that the Office action was not
received at the correspondence address of record, and
that a search of the practitioner’s record(s),
including any file jacket or the equivalent, and the
application contents, indicates that the Office action
was not received. A copy of the record(s) used by the
practitioner where the non-received Office action would
have been entered had it been received is required.

A copy of the practitioner’s record(s) required to show
non-receipt of the Office action should include the
master docket for the firm. That is, if a three month
period for reply was set in the nonreceived Office
action, a copy of the master docket report showing all
replies docketed for a date three months from the mail
date of the nonreceived Office action must be submitted
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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.

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

(emphasis added)

The showing of record is insufficient to warrant withdrawal of
the holding of abandonment.

It is unclear whether the record supplied is a copy of the master
docket. Petitioner must explain whether or not this is a master
docket. TIf 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.

Furthermore, practitioner must state that the Notice was not
received at the correspondence address of record, and that a
search of the practitioner’s record(s), including any file jacket
or the equivalent, and the application contents, indicates that
the Notice was not received. Any renewed petition must include
the subject statement.

A copy of the record(s) used by the practitioner where the non-
received Notice action would have been entered had it been
received is required.

A copy of the practitioner’s record(s) required to show non-
receipt of the Notice should include the master docket for the
firm. That is, if a one month period for reply was set in the
nonreceived Notice, a copy of the master docket report showing
all replies docketed for a date one month from the mail date of
the nonreceived Notice must be submitted as documentary proof of
nonreceipt of the Notice. If no such master docket exists, the
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practitioner should so state and provide other evidence such as,
but not limited to, the following: the application file jacket;
incoming mail log; calendar; reminder system; or the individual
docket record for the application in question.

The petition is DISMISSED. However, the dismissal is without
prejudice to reconsideration pending submission of the
information requested above.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be
submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail date of this
decision. This time period is not extendable.'

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 22314

Correspondence may also be filed by the Electronic Filing System
of the USPTO.

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

Weol

Douglas I. Wood
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

! 37 CFR 1.181(f).



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.usplo.gov
oW Jun-1t

ROBERT D. SHEDD, PATENT OPERATIONS

THOMSON LICENSING LLC : MAILED
P.O. BOX 5312 ~
PRINCETON NJ 08543-5312 . JUN 28 2011
In re Application of : OFHCEOFPEHWONS
Le Naour et al. :

Application No. 12/085,711 : ON PETITION

Filing Date: 05/28/2008
Attorney Docket Number:
PF050188

This is a decision in response to the petition under 37 CFR
1.137(b) filed on June 2, 2011, to revive the above-identified
application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application became abandoned on July 3, 2010, for failure to
timely respond to the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (37 CFR
1.121) mailed on June 2, 2010, which set a one (1) month
shortened period for reply. No extensions of the time for reply
in accordance with 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Notice of
Abandonment was mailed on October 13, 2010.

Receipt of the reply filed on December 9, 2010, is acknowledged.

The application is referred to Technology Center Art Unit 2821
for further processing.

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

Do

Douglas I. Wood
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Doc Code: PET.RELIEF
Document Description: Certification and Request for Disaster Relief

PTO/SB/425 (03-11)

CERTIFICATION AND REQUEST
FOR RELIEF DUE TO EVENTS OF MARCH 11, 2011, IN JAPAN (Page 1 of 2)

2

85,747

isional Application Number or Control Number (if applicable): | Patent Number (if applicable):

First Named Inventor: Title of Invention:

Yoshihiro Watanabe

Article such as surfboard and production...|

1.

APPLICANT/PATENTEE/REEXAMINATION PARTY HEREBY CERTIFIES AND REQUESTS THE
FOLLOWING FOR THE ABOVE-IDENTIFIED APPLICATION/PATENT/REEXAMINATION PROCEEDING.

FOR PATENT APPLICATIONS AND REEXAMINATION PROCEEDINGS PENDING IN THE USPTO AS OF
MARCH 11, 2011, IN WHICH A COMMUNICATION FROM THE USPTO IS SOUGHT TO BE REMAILED:

a.

One or more inventors, an assignee, or a correspondence address (for the application/proceeding) is in
an area of Japan affected by the earthquake and/or tsunami of March 11, 2011.

A reply or response to an Office action (final, non-final, or other), a notice of allowance, or other Office
notice (hereinafter collectively referred to as “Office communication”) is outstanding on March 11, 2011.

The statutory or non-statutory time period set for response has not yet expired.
Withdrawal and reissuance of the Office communication is requested.

It is acknowledged that if this request is not made within sufficient time so that withdrawal and
reissuance of the Office communication occur prior to expiration of the statutory or non-statutory time
period (as permitted to be extended under 37 CFR 1.136(a), or as extended under 37 CFR 1.550(c) or
1.956), this request may not be granted.

The need for the reissuance of the Office communication was due to the effects of the earthquake
and/or tsunami of March 11, 2011.

This request is being sent via EFS-Web or by mail directed to Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for
Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

FOR PATENTEES WHO WERE UNABLE TO TIMELY PAY A PATENT MAINTENANCE FEE DURING THE
SIX-MONTH GRACE PERIOD FOLLOWING THE WINDOW TO PAY THE MAINTENANCE FEE:

a.

The original window of time to pay the maintenance fee without the surcharge required by
37 CFR 1.20(h) expired on or after March 11, 2011.

The delay in paying the fee was due to the effects of the earthquake and/or tsunami of March 11, 2011.

The USPTO is requested to sua sponte waive the surcharge in 37 CFR 1.20(h) for paying a
maintenance fee during the six-month grace period following the window to pay the maintenance fee.

This request and payment of the maintenance fee during the six-month grace period following the
window to pay the maintenance fee is being mailed to: Director of the United States Patent and
Trademark Office, Attn: Maintenance Fee, 2051 Jamieson Avenue, Suite 300, Alexandria, VA 22314; or
being transmitted via facsimile to: §71-273-6500.

Ml Zuase. o o Aus

\ .



PTO/SB/425 (03-11)

CERTIFICATION AND REQUEST
FOR RELIEF DUE TO EVENTS OF MARCH 11, 2011, IN JAPAN (Page 2 of 2)

3. FORPATENTEES WHO NEED TO FILE A PETITION TO ACCEPT A DELAYED MAINTENANCE FEE
PAYMENT UNDER 37 CFR 1.378(c):

a.
b.

The maintenance fee payment was required to have been paid after March 10, 2011.

A petition under 37 CFR 1.378(c) (using USPTO form PTO/SB/66 — Petition to Accept Unintentionally
Delayed Payment of Maintenance Fee in an Expired Patent (37 CFR 1.378(c))) is being promptly fited
accompanied by the applicable maintenance fee payment (but not the surcharge under 37 CFR 1.20(i)).

The delay in payment of the maintenance fee was due to the effects of the earthquake and/or tsunami of
March 11, 2011. '

The USPTO is requested to sua sponte waive the surcharge in 37 CFR 1.20(i) for accepting a delayed
maintenance fee payment.

It is acknowledged that the petition to accept a delayed maintenance fee payment under
37 CFR 1.378(c) must be filed by March 11, 2012, in order to be entitled to a waiver of the surcharge

under 37 CFR 1.20().

It is acknowledged that the petition to accept a delayed maintenance fee payment under
37 CFR 1.378(c) must be filed within twenty-four months from the expiration date of the patent. See
35U.S.C 41(c). :

This request and the petition to accept a delayed maintenance fee payment under 37 CFR 1.378(c) is
being submitted via EFS-Web or by mail directed to Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for Patents, P.O.
Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

4. FOR NONPROVISIONAL PATENT APPLICATIONS FILED WITHOUT AN EXECUTED OATH OR
DECLARATION OR PAYMENT OF THE BASIC FILING FEE, SEARCH FEE, AND/OR EXAMINATION FEE:

a. The nonprovisional patent application was filed on or after March 11, 2011, and prior to April 12, 2011.

b. The late filing of the oath or declaration or the basic filing fee, search fee, or examination fee was due to
the effects of the earthquake and/or tsunami of March 11, 2011.

c. The USPTO is requested to sua sponte waive the surcharge set forth in 37 CFR 1.16(f) for the late filing
of the oath or declaration or basic filing fee, search fee, and/or examination fee.

d. This request, together with the executed oath or declaration or the basic filing fee, search fee, or
examination fee, as well as the reply to the Notice to File Missing Parts, is being submitted via EFS-Web
or by mail directed to Mail Stop Missing Parts, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria,
VA 22313-1450.

e LTS T ue April 11, 2011
Name Practitioner
(Print/Typed) Y£UO M u ra matsu Registration Number 38 3 684

Note: Signatures of all the inventors, § 1.41(b) applicants, or assignees of record of the entire interest or their representative(s), or
reexamination requesters at the appeal stage are required in accordance with 37 CFR 1.33 and 11.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4(d) for the form
of the signature. If necessary, submit muitiple forms for more than one signature, see below”.

I:I *Total of

forms are submitted.




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

MURAMATSU & ASSOCIATES
SUITE 310

114 PACIFICA MAILED

IRVINE CA 92618

APR 262011
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Yoshihiro Watanabe :
Application No. 12/085,747 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: May 29, 2008
Attorney Docket No. MIZUNO.010AUS

This is a decision on the request filed April 13, 2011, seeking relief under the provisions
of an announcement by the Under Secretary and Director of the United States Patent and
Trademark Office on March 17, 2011,
http://www.uspto.gov/patents/announce/japan_relief 2011marl7.pdf, providing relief to
inventors and patent owners in areas affected by the earthquake and resulting tsunami of
March 11, 2011.

The request for relief is GRANTED.

In the above-identified application, an Office action was mailed on February 1, 2011.
The instant petition was filed prior to the expiration of the period for reply and the
certifications for granting of relief are considered to be met by the submission of the
request.

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

This application is being referred to the Technology Center, Art Unit 3617 for re-mailing
the Office action of February 1, 2011. The period for reply will run from the mailing
date of the Office action.

/Joan Olszewski/
Joan Olszewski
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.O Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

Robert D. Shedd, Patent Operations

THOMSON Licensing LLC ' MAILED
P.O. Box 5312 ]
Princeton NJ 08543-5312 : NOV 0 2 zu10

PCT LEGAL ADMINISTRATION
In re Application of ' . DECISION ON

EDOUARD et al

Application No.: 12/085,791

PCT No.: PCT/EP2006/068776 ;

Int. Filing Date: 22 November 2006 : PETITION UNDER
Priority Date: 01 December 2005 :

Attorney's Docket No.: PF050189

For: METHOD OF PREDICTING MOTION :

AND TEXTURE DATA : 37CFR 1.137(a)

This decision is in response to applicant’s “Petition For Revival Of An Application For
Patent Abandoned Unavoidably Under 37 CFR 1.137(a).... Defective Response,” filed on 27
August 2010.

BACKGROUND

On 22 November 2006, this international application was filed, claiming an earliest
priority date of 01 December 2005. The deadline for paying the basic national fee in the United
States under 35 U.S.C. 371 and 37 CFR 1.495 was 01 June 2008.

On 30 May 2008, applicant filed a Transmittal letter for entry into the national stage in
the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), which was accompanied by, the basic
national fee. No executed declaration or oath was filed at such time.

On 20 March 2009, the United States Designated/Elected Office mailed a Notification of
Missing Requirements under 35 U.S.C. 371 (Form PCT/DO/EQ/905) indicating that the oath or
declaration complying with 37 CFR 1.497(a) and (b), identifying the application by the
International application number and International filing date must be furnished within the time
period set forth. The notification set a two months time limit or 32 months from the priority date
for the application, whichever is later to respond, and that failure to properly respond would
result in abandonment

On 01 May 2009, applicants filed an improper executed composite declaration.
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On 25 August 2009, the USPTO mailed a NOTIFICATION OF DEFECTIVE
RESPONSE (PCT/DO/EQ/916), inter alia, indicating that the current oath ... you have three
inventor listed as #3 sole joint inventors, there be only 1, 3rd inventor.

On 14 June 2010, the United States Patent and Trademark Office mailed the Notification
of Abandonment (PCT/DO/EQ/909) since the application was abandoned for failure to respond
to notice of defective response(916) mailed 8/25/09.

On 27 August 2010, applicants filed the instant petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a), which
was accompanied by the petition fee and a properly executed composite declaration.

DISCUSSION

A grantable petition to revive an abandoned application under 37 CFR 1.137(a) must be
accompanied by: (1) The reply required to the outstanding Office action or notice, unless
previously filed; (2) The petition fee as set forth in § 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 this paragraph was unavoidable; and (4) Any
terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in § 1.20(d)) required pursuant to paragraph (d) of this
section.

The petition is not deemed to satisfy the requirements under 37 CFR 1.137(a). Petitioner
has satisfied items (1) — (2) but not item (3) under 37 CFR 1.137(a). In this application, no
terminal disclaimer is required.

Petitioner has provided: (1) the proper reply by submitting a properly executed composite
declaration.

With respect to item (2), petitioner has provided the proper petition fee set forth in
§1.17(1) of 540.00 as it has been charged to Deposit Account No.: 07- 0832 as provided in
petitioner’s petition letter. The incorrect petmon fee of $1,620 has been refunded to the Deposit
Account No.: 07-0832.

With respect to item (3), the showing of record by petitioner is madequate to establish an
unavoidable delay within the meaning of 37 CFR 1.137(a).

A petition under 37 CFR 1.137 cannot be granted unless it meets the minimal
unintentional delay threshold. That is, an intentional delay precludes revival under either 37
CFR 1.137(a) (i.e., unavoidable delay), or 37 CFR 1.137(b)(i.e., “unintentional delay”). See In re
Maldague, 10 USPQ2d 1477, 1478 (Comm’r Pat 1988). This is a very stringent standard.
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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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.

Petitioner’s subsequent submission of a properly executed declaration does not raise to a
level of unavoidable delay.

Accordingly, the petition is deemed not to satisfy the requirements under 37 CFR
1.137(a). Therefore, because petitioner has not satisfied item (3) above, the granting of the
petition under 37 CFR 1.137(a) for revival based on unavoidable delay would not be proper.

RECOMMENDATION

As an alternative, applicants may request revival of the application via petition under 37
CFR 1.137(b), which is a lower threshold to satisfy than the unavoidable standard.

A grantable petition to revive an abandoned application under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be
accompanied by (1) the required reply, unless previously filed. In a nonprovisional application
abandoned for failure to prosecute, the required reply may be met by the filing of a continuing
application; (2) the petition fee as set forth in § 1.17(m); and (3) a statement that the entire delay
in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition
pursuant to this paragraph was unintentional. The 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 § 1.20 (d)) required pursuant to paragraph (c) of this section.
Note MPEP 711.03(c)

This recommendation to file a petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) should not be construed as
an indication as to whether or not any such petition(s) will be favorably considered.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons above, the petition to revive under 37 CFR 1.137(a) is DISMISSED
without prejudice.

The application remains ABANDONED.

If reconsideration on the merits of this petition is desired, a proper reply must be filed
within TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail date of this decision. Any reconsideration request
should include a cover letter entitled "Renewed Petition Under 37 CFR 1.137(a)."
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Any further correspondence with respect to this matter may be filed electronically via
EFS-Web selecting the document description "Petition for review and processing by the PCT
Legal Office" or by mail addressed to Mail Stop PCT, Commissioner for Patents, Office of PCT
Legal Administration, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450, with the contents of the
letter marked to the attention of the Office of PCT Legal Administration.

%&M
Ra acares

PCT Legal Examiner

PCT Legal Office
Telephone: (571) 272-3276
Facsimile: (571) 273-0459
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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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Robert D. Shedd, Patent Operations

THOMSON Licensing LLC

P.O. Box 5312 MAILED
Princeton NJ 08543-5312 MAR 2 4 2011

In re Application of :  DECISION ON

EDOUARD et al : PCT LEGAL ADMINISTRATION

Application No.: 12/085,791

PCT No.: PCT/EP2006/068776 :

Int. Filing Date: 22 November 2006 :  PETITION UNDER
Priority Date: 01 December 2005 :

Attorney's Docket No.: PF050189

For: METHOD OF PREDICTING MOTION :

AND TEXTURE DATA : 37 CFR 1.137(b)

This decision is responsive to applicants' "PETITION FOR REVIVAL OF AN
APPLICATION FOR PATENT ABANDONED UNINTENTIONALLY UNDER 37 CFR
1.137(b)” filed on 24 January requesting the acceptance of the executed declaration. The petition
fee has been charged to Deposit Account No.: 07-0832.

BACKGROUND

In a decision from this Office on 02 November 2010, the petition under 37 CFR 137(a)
was dismissed because item (3) was not met.

On 24 January 2011 applicants submitted the instant petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b).
submitting a proper executed composite declaration.

DISCUSSION

A grantable petition to revive an abandoned application under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be
accompanied by (1) the required reply, unless previously filed. In a nonprovisional application
abandoned for failure to prosecute, the required reply may be met by the filing of a continuing
application; (2) the petition fee as set forth in § 1.17(m); and (3) a statement that the entire delay
in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition
pursuant to this paragraph was unintentional. The 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 § 1.20 (d)) required pursuant to paragraph (c) of this section.

Petitioner has provided: (1) the proper reply by submitting a properly executed
declaration, (2) the petition fee set forth in §1.17(m) for $1,620.00 has been charged to Deposit
Account No.: 07-0832 as the prior fee had been refunded and (3) the proper statement under
137(b)(3). In this application, no terminal disclaimer is required.
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Accordingly, the petition is deemed to satisfy requirements (1), (2), (3), and (4) under 37
CFR 1.137(b).

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

This application is being returned to the United States Designated/Elected Office
(DO/EO/US) for continued processing. The 35 USC 371(c)(1), (c)(2), and (c)(4) date of this

application is 24 January 2011.

/ acares
PCT Legal Examiner
PCT Legal Examiner
Work (703) 308-6312
Fax (703) 308-6459
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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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MAILED

OHLANDT, GREELEY, RUGGIERO & PERLE, LLP

ONE LANDMARK SQUARE, 10TH FLOOR SEP 132010
. STAMFORD CT 06901 .
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Harld MISCHAK et al. :
Application No. 12/085,848 : NOTICE UNDER 37 CFR. 1.27

Filed: October 15, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 175.8794USU

This is in response to the paper filed April 26, 2010 under 37 CFR 1.27(c) seeking status as a
small entity.

The statement claiming small entity status of the present application has been made of record and
- small entity status has been accorded.

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

This application is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 1797 for appropriate action by the
Examiner in the normal course of business.

mﬁg_

Thurman K. Page
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450
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Ohlandt, Greeley, Ruggiero & Perle, LLP MA”_ED

One Landmark Square, 10th Floor

Stamford CT 06901 JANZ28 2011
PCT LEGAL ADMINISTRATION

In re Application of:

SCHEFFER et al.

Application No.: 12/085,852 :

PCT No.: PCT/EP2006/069135 . DECISION ON PETITION

Int. Filing Date: 07 June 2007 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.182
Priority Date: 01 December 2005 :

Attorney's Docket No.: 175.8795USU

For: BICYCLE SADDLE

This decision is issued in response to applicant’s Petition under 37 CFR 1.182 filed
01 November 2010. The petition seeks to correct the bibliographic data for the national
stage application papers filed 30 May 2008, so as to allow such materials to be treated as
the U.S. national stage of PCT/EP2006/069135.

BACKGROUND

On 31 August 2010, applicant was mailed a communication detailing the
discrepancy between international application numbers on the transmittal letter and other
filing papers such as the published PCT application.

On 01 November 2010, applicant filed the petition considered herein.

DISCUSSION

Applicant confirms that the correct international application is
PCT/EP2006/069135. An examination of the originally filed papers finds that the correct
international application number was listed on the published PCT application filed 30 May
2008. Applicant’s present submission included the required petition fee to correct
applicant’s clerical error. Accordingly, these materials satisfy the requirements for a
grantable petition to correct applicant’s error in the bibliographical data filed 30 May 2008
and to permit such materials to be treated as having been directed to international
application PCT/EP2006/069135.

CONCLUSION

Applicant’s petition under 37 CFR 1.182 is GRANTED.
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As requested, the international application number, title of invention, and
continuity data have been corrected and are now associated with PCT/EP2006/069135.

This application is being forwarded to the United States Designated/Elected Office
for further processing.

e i

Anthony Smith

Attorney Advisor

Office of PCT Legal Administration
Tel: 571-272-3298
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Fulbright & Jaworski, LLP i
666 Fifth Avenue MAILED
New York, NY 10103-3198 : .

| MAY 3 12011
In re Application of : = OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Pascal Brault et al. :
Application No. 12/085,874 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: March 12, 2009 : - TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. GRYN252US T FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed May 19, 2011.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The Office will no longer accept address changes to a new practitioner or law firm filed with a Request,
absent the filing of a power of attorney to the new representative. The Office will either change the
correspondence address of record to the most current address information provided for the assignee of the
entire interest who properly became of record under 37 CFR 3.71 or, if no assignee of the entire interest
has properly been made of record under 37 CFR 3.71, the most current address information provided for
the first named inventor.

Accordingly, the request to withdraw from record cannot be approved because no proper forwarding
address was provided. The request to change the correspondence address should be that of the: (1) the
first named inventor; or (2) an assignee of the entire interest under 37 C.F.R 3.71. If an assignee has
intervened in this application then a Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b), or a copy of the actual assignment
must be submitted with a renewed request.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the above-identified address
until otherwise properly notified.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 571-272- 4618.

/Kimberly Inabinet/

Kimberly Inabinet
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Fulbright & Jaworski, LLP

666 Fifth Avenue MA'LED
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| Jur 06201
In re Application of : ) .
' OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Pascal Brault et al. . :
Application No. 12/085,874 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: March 12, 2009 T TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. GRYN252US . : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. §'1 .36(b), filed
June 29, 2011. :

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 Jody C. Bishop, on behalf of all attorneys/agents associated with customer
number 24972. All attorneys/agents associated with customer number 24972 have been withdrawn.

The correspondence address provided on the request is not acceptable. Since a change of correspondence
address was filed by the applicant on October 17, 2010 and accepted by the Office, the request will be
granted. The address of record will remain the same, and is copied below.

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

/Kimberly Inabinet/

Kimberly Inabinet
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: IMIP Law, PLLC
P.O. Box 355
Scarsdale, NY 10583
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r APPLICATION NUMBER I FILING OR 371(C) DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT I ATTY. DOCKET NO/TITLE ]
12/085,874 03/12/2009 Pascal Brault GRYN252US
CONFIRMATION NO. 4376
24972 - . POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

666 FIFTHAVE B 111

NEW YORK, NY 10103-3198
Date Mailed: 07/05/2011

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY

This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 06/29/2011.

- 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
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IM IP Law PLLC | '

P.O. Box 355 MAILED
Scarsdale NY 1058

. | MAY 3 12011
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Pascal Brault :
Application No. 12/085,875 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: January 9, 2009 : : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. GRYN253US : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed May 19, 2011.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The Office will no longer accept address changes to a new practitioner or law firm filed with a Request,
absent the filing of a power of attorney to the new representative. ~The Office will either change the
correspondence address of record to the most current address information provided for the assignee of the
entire interest who properly became of record under 37 CFR 3.71 or, if no assignee of the entire interest
has properly been made of record under 37 CFR 3.71, the most current address information provided for
the first named inventor.

Accordingly, the request to withdraw from record cannot be approved because no forwarding address was
provided. The request to change the correspondence address should be that of the: (1) the first named
inventor; or (2) an assignee of the entire interest under 37 C.F.R 3.71. If an assignee has intervened in
this application then a Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b), or a copy of the actual assignment must be
submitted with a renewed request. The most current address of the inventor/assignee is needed.

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the above-identified address
until otherwise properly notified.

| Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 571-272- 4618.

/Kimberly Inabinet/

Kimberly Inabinet
- Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents

P.O. Box 1450
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Fulbright & Jaworski, LLP

666 Fifth Avenue _ MA".ED

New York, NY 10103-3198 .
JuL 062011

In re Application of | : OFACE OF PE""ONS

Pascal Brault et al. A
Application No. 12/085,875 : DECISION ON PETITION

- Filed: January 9, 2009 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. GRYN253US : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b), filed
June 29, 2011.

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 Jody C. Bishop, on behalf of all attorneys/agents associated with customer
number 24972. All attorneys/agents associated with customer number 24972 have been withdrawn.

The correspondence address provided on the request is not acceptable. Since a change of correspondence
address was filed by the applicant on October 17, 2010 and accepted by the Office, the request will be
granted. The address of record will remain the same, and is copied below.

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

/Kimberly Inabinet/

Kimberly Inabinet
Petitions Examiner
Office. of Petitions

cc: IMIP Law, PLLC
P.O. Box 355
Scarsdale, NY 10583

United States Patent and Trademark Office *
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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

Barbara A. Shimei

Director, Patents & Licensing

Bayer HealthCare LLC - Pharmaceuticals
555 White Plains Road, Third Floor
Tarrytown NY 10591 '

In re Application of

DIXON, Julie, et al.

Application No.: 12/085,880

PCT No.: PCT/US2006/046081

Int. Filing Date: 01 December 2006

Priority Date: 02 December 2005

Docket No.: 5250 [66616(304795) :

For: SUBSTITUTED : DECISION
4-AMINO-PYRROLOTRIAZINE
DERIVATIVES USEFUL FOR
TREATING
HYPER-PROLIFERATIVE
DISORDERS AND DISEASES
ASSOCIATED WITH
ANGIOGENESIS

This is a decision on applicants’ response to decision on renewed petition, filed in the United
States Patent and Trademark Office on 18 June 2010. '

On 06 May 2010, the Office mailed Decision On Petition, dismissing applicants’ petition under
37 CFR 1.47(a) as moot, but requiring a compléte declaration from inventor Lei Wang and setting a two

month period for response.

On 18 June 2010, applicants filed a renewed petltlon under 37 CFR 1.47(a) accompanied by a
declaration of the inventors.

The declaration of Lei Wang submitted on 18 June 2010 completes the requ1rement of an oath or
declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.497(a)-(b).

This application is being referred to the National Phase Processing Branch of the Office of Patent
Application Processing for further action consistent with this decision. :

/Erin P. Thomson/

Erin P. Thomson

Attorney Advisor

PCT Legal Administration

Telephone: 571-272-3292



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
EDWARDS ANGELL PALMER & DODGE LLP MAILED
P.0. BOX 55874 APR 252011
BOSTON MA 02205 _
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Minoru Yoshida et al : .
Application No. 12/085,960 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: June 3, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. 81922(302760)

This is a decision on the petition, filed January 28, 2011, under 37 CFR 1.181(a) to Withdraw
Holding of Abandonment.

The petition under 37 CFR 1.181(a) is GRANTED.

The application was held abandoned for failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office action
mailed September 24, 2010. The period for reply expires 6 months from the mailing date of the
final Office action on June 22, 2010.

The petition states that “In the instant case, Applicants timely filed a complete response to the
Office Action dated June 22, 2010 on September 13, 2010, followed by a timely and complete
RCE and one month Petition for Extension of Time on October 21, 2010. It appears from the
record that the abandonment is not warranted and may have simply been an oversight of the RCE
where it was properly indicated in box 1a, that the submission was the response previously filed
on September 13, 2010.”

A review of the file record indicates the above. Therefore, the holding of abandonment is hereby
withdrawn and the application restored to pending status.

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



Application No. 12/085,960 Page 2

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3644 for appropriate action by the
Examiner in the normal course of business.

/KOC/

Karen Creasy
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

24118 .

HEAD, JOHNSON & KACHIGAN
228 W. 17™ Place

Tulsa, OK 74119

In re Application of

BADYAL et al

U.S. Application No.: 12/085,985

PCT No.: PCT/GB2006/001052

Int. Filing Date: 24 March 2006

Priority Date: 24 March 2005

Docket No.: GRE273-181/07446

For: A METHOD FOR PRODUCING AN
ALDEHYDE CONTAINING COATING

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspio.gov

MAILED
APR 06 2011

PCT LEGAL ADMINISTRATION

DECISION ON
PETITION UNDER
37 CFR 1.137(b)

Applicants’ petition to revive under 37 CFR 1.137(b) filed on 15 February 2011 is

hereby GRANTED as follows:

An acceptable CRF (Computer Readable Form) sequence listing was provided with the
subject petition. The petition fee for a large entity has been paid. Applicants made the
required statement pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b)(3). A terminal disclaimer is not

required. _

Accordingly, all requirements under 37 CFR 1.137(b) have been satisfied.

This application is being forwarded to the United States Designated/Elected Office for

further processing.

e

ames Thomson
ttorney Advisor
Office of PCT Legal Administration

Tel.: (671) 272-3302



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

HEAD, JOHNSON & KACHIGIAN
228 W. 17" PLACE MAILED
TULSA OK 74119

NOV 2 2 2011

Applicant: Badyal, et al. OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Appl. No.: 12/085,985 .

International Filing Date: March 24, 2006

Title: METHOD FOR PRODUCING AN ALDEHYDE CONTAINING COATING
Attorney Docket No.: GRE273-181/07446

Pub. No.:'US 20110177255 Al

Pub. Date: July 21, 2011

This is a decision on the request for a corrected patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(b), received on August 22, 2011, for the above-identified application.

The request is DISMISSED.

Applicant requests that the application be republished because the patent application publication
contains an error on the front page of the publication in the assignee’s name.

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 assignee’s name is not a material error under 37 CFR 1.221(b), because it does not 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. See MPEP
1130.

On April 14, 2011, a Filing Receipt was mailed by the Office, which indicated “UNIVERSITY
OF DURHAM?” as assignee. To avoid this type of problem in the future, applicant’s
representative should correct the error, if applicable and make a request for a corrected filing
receipt prior to export of the application to the publisher and publication of the application.

'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).

P.O. Box 1450 -



Application No.: 12/085,985 ] Page 2

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/patents/process/file/efs/guidance/index.jsp

http://www.uspto.gov/ebc/portal/efs/pgpub_quickstart.pdf

Any request for republication under 37 CFR 1.221(a), must be submitted via the EFS system, as
a “Pre-Grant Publication.”

Inquiries relating to this matter may be directed to Karen Creasy at (571) 272-3208.
/Christopher Bottorft/
Christopher Bottorff

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
- - www.uspto.gov

Andrew C Aitken ' . -
P.O Box 1810 , :
" Wheaton MD 20915

In revApplication of:

VLACHOS,IOANNIS ~ _ L
- Serial No.: 12/085,989 © .. -_ . DECISION ONPETITION
' under 37 CFR 1.181-

Filed: June 4, 2008
Docket: 99348-260127

-Titler ©~ HIP RESURFACING IMPLANT e

‘This is a decision on the petition filed on January 12, 2011 filed under 37 CFR 1.181
seeking to have the rejection of claims 1-4 in the Examiner’s Answer mailed on
November 10, 2010 be demgnated as a new ground of rejectlon

. The petition is bemg considered pu_rsuant to 37 CFR 1.181 and no fee is required.
The petition is DISMISSED.
The fellowing relevant facfs include:

1. In response to the non-final Office action of June 5, 2009 the applicant on November
_6,2009 filed a Rule 111 amendment. In the amendment, the applicant has substantively
"~ amended claims'1 and 2 and added new claims 3 and 4.

2. On February 19, 2010, the final rejection was issued. In the final rejection, the
examiner rejected claims 1, 3 and 4 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Lakin
- (US 20030163202). Claim 2 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being
~ unpatentable over Lakin (US 20030163202) in view of Caracciolo (US 5725593). In
accordance with M.P.E.P. § 706.07(a), the examiner made the Office action final because
the applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection.
3. The applicant filed a Rule 116 Amendment on May 19, 2010. The applicant amended
claim'1 substantively and traversed the rejections.



4. On June 16, 2010, the examiner sent an Advisory Action. In refusing entry of the
Rule 116 amendment, the examiner stated that the amendment to claim 1 raises new issue
that would require further consideration and/or search.

5. On August 25, 2010, an Appeal Brief was filed.

6. Inresponse, an Examiner’s Answer was sent on November 10, 2010. In the
Examiner’s Answer, all final rejection of claims were unchanged and maintained. In the
Response to Arguments, the examiner also answered all arguments presented in the

Appeal Brief.

7. On January 12, 2001, the applicant filed the current petition arguing that the examiner
has improperly introduced new grounds of rejection in the Examiner’s Answer of
November 10, 2010. The applicant, in essence, is requesting the rejection of claims 1-4
of the Examiner’s Answer to be designated as new ground of rejection because the
examiner has introduced new arguments in his Examiner Answer. In the petition,
petitioner argues that the examiner for the first time contends that the “preload tension
~wire” and “nut-washer combination” of claimed 1 are not positively recited. This issue
should have been brought in the final rejection. In the arguments section of the Examiner
Answer, the examiner also relied upon a different structure and a different reference.
Therefore, petitioner believes this constitutes new grounds of rejection which is

improper.

8. On January 12, 2011, the applicant filed a Reply Brief. In the Reply Brief, the
appellant fully addressed the alleged new arguments/rejections of claims 1-4. In

particular, the appellant believes, inter alia, that the claims as presented, properly
interpreted, serve to adequately limit the claims and distinguish from the prior art.

Discussion and Analysis

A comparison of Paragraphs 5 and 7 of the final Office action of February 19, 2010 and
Paragraph 9 of the Examiner’s Answer November 10, 2010 shows that there is no new
ground of rejection in the Examiner’s Answer that was not stated in the final Office
action. In the petition, petitioner argues that the examiner’s new arguments regarding the
“preload tension wire” and “nut-washer combination” of claimed 1 constitute new
grounds of rejection of claims 1-4. Petitioner believes that the Examiner Answer
contains new grounds of rejection. However, a careful study of the final rejection of

" February 19, 2010 and the Examiner Answer of November 10, 2010 does show that the
rejections of claims were based on the same grounds of rejection under 35 USC 102(b) as
anticipated by Lakin (US 20030163202) and under 35 USC 103 (a) as unpatentable over
Lakin (US 20030163202) in view of Caracciolo (US 5725593). The rejections of claims
were never changed. The Examiner’s Answer of November 10, 2010 simply does not
show any new grounds of rejection. The alleged new arguments in the Examiner’s
Answer appear to be rebuttals to the appellant’s arguments presented in the Appeal Brief.
The arguments in the Response to Arguments section of the Examiner’s Answer do not
constitute new grounds of rejection. The examiner’s rebuttal arguments of Paragraph 10



of the Examiner’s Answer do not alter the grounds of rejection presented in the Paragraph
9 of the Examiner’s Answer. The rebuttal arguments in Paragraph 10 do not change the
basis of the rejection under 35 USC § 102 and 103 as set forth in Paragraph 9 of the
Examiner’s Answer. It should be noted that there is no new ground of rejection when the
basic thrust of the rejection remains the same. In this case, the statutory basis for the
rejection and the evidence relied upon in support of the rejection remained the same in,
the Examiner’s Answer of November 10, 2010. Petitioner should also note that even if
the suggestion to characterize the examiner's rebuttal arguments in the Examiner’s
Answer of November 10, 2010 as new grounds of rejection were persuasive, which it is
not, the appellant still would have had a fair opportunity to react to these rebuttal
arguments in the Reply Brief as permitted under 37 CFR 41.41(a) (1). Insucha
circumstance, a change in the discussion of, or rationale in support of, a change of
arguments, if any, the examiner’s rebuttal arguments do not necessarily constitute a new
ground of rejection. See In re Kronig, 539 F.2d 1300, 1302-03, 190 USPQ 425,426-27
(CCPA 1976); MPEP § 1207.03 (III)!. In this case, the appellant in fact did file a Reply
Brief on January 12, 2011 to fully react to the examiner’s rebuttal arguments of the
Examiner’s Answer of November 10, 2010. A fair opportunity to react to the examiner’s
rebuttal arguments was already provided. In the petition, petitioner failed to identify any
particular rejection under Paragraph 9 of the Examiner’s Answer which constitutes new
ground of rejection. Under the circumstances, there is no reason to compel the examiner
to enter the Rule 116 amendment of May. 21, 2010 and re-open prosecution.

Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, the relief requested by petitioner will not be granted. The
application is being returned to the examiner via the Supervisory Patent Examiner of Art
“Unit 3774 to consider the Reply Brief filed on January 12, 2011 and forward to the Board

of Patent Appeals and Interference for decision.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2)
MONTHS from the mail date of this decision, 37 CFR 1.181(f). The reconsideration
request should include a cover letter entitled "Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1.181."
The mere filing of a petition will not stay any period for reply that may be running
against the application, nor act as a stay of other proceedings. No extension of time under
37 CFR 1. 136(a) is permitted

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Henry Yuen, Special Program
Examiner, at (571) 272-4856. ,

! MPEP 1207.03 Il states in pertinent part: There is no new ground of rejection when the basic thrust of
the rejection remains the same such that an appellant has been given a fair opportunity to react to the
rejection. See In re Kronig, 539 F.2d 1300, 1302-03, 190 USPQ 425, 426-27 (CCPA 1976). Where the
statutory basis for the rejection remains the same, and the evidence relied upon in support of the rejection
remains the same, a change in the discussion of, or rationale in support of, the rejection does not necessarily
constitute a new ground of rejection. Id. at 1303, 190 USPQ at 427 (reliance upon fewer references in
affirming a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103 does not constitute a new ground of rejection).



The petition is dismissed.

0t £ Al

Angela D. Sykes, Direttor
Technology Center 3700
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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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Andrew C Aitken
P.O Box 1810
Wheaton MD 20915

Inre Appiication of:

VLACHOS, IOANNIS :
Serial No.: 12/085,989 . DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: June 4, 2008 under 37 CFR 1.181
Docket: 99348-260127

Title: HIP RESURFACING IMPLANT

This is a decision on the renewed petition filed on April 4, 2011 by which petitioners
request reconsideration of the earlier decision mailed on February 1, 2011 to seeking to
have the rejection of claims 1-4 in the Examiner’s Answer mailed on November 10, 2010
be designated as a new ground of rejection. The petition is considered pursuant to 37

CFR § 1.181, and no fee is required.

The petition is denied as untimely.

The relevant facts were stated in the earlier decision mailed on February 1, 2011 and will
not be repeated here. It should be noted that the applicant has filed a Reply Brief filed on
January 12, 2011. In the letter of March 24, 2011, the examiner has acknowledged the
Reply Brief of January 12, 2011. The examiner also indicated the Reply Brief has been
considered and entered of record for consideration by the Board. In this case, the
appellant in fact did file a Reply Brief on January 12, 2011 to fully react to the
examiner’s rebuttal arguments of the Examiner’s Answer of November 10, 2010. A fair
opportunity to react to the examiner’s rebuttal arguments was already provided. Since
the renewed petition fails to add anything new that is persuasive to cause reversal of the
earlier decision. The relief requested by petitioner to declare the rejection of claims 1-4
in the Examiner’s Answer mailed on November 10, 2010 be designated as a new ground
of rejection will not be granted. The decision is maintained.

A further review of the file record shows that the instant renewed petitioﬁ filed on April
4, 2011 contains no signed certificate of mailing. The renewed petition filed on April 4,
2011 was filed more than two months after the mailing date of the earlier decision of



February 1,2011. Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.181(f)", the renewed petition is not timely filed
since the petition was not filed within two months from the mailing date of the earlier
decision. As the renewed petition was not timely filed, the request to designate the
rejection of claims 1-4 in the Examiner’s Answer mailed on November 10, 2010 as a new
ground of rejection will not be granted. Based on the reasons as stated above,
petitioner’s requested relief will not be granted and hereby denied as untimely.

Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, the relief requested by petitioner will not be granted.
Accordingly, the Examiner’s Answer of November 10, 210 stands. Petitioner’s request to
designate the rejection of claims 1-4 in the Examiner’s Answer mailed on November 10,
2010 as a new ground of rejection is denied. Since the appeal has been docketed by the
Board on April 8, 2011, the application is being returned to the Board awaiting its

decision.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2)
MONTHS from the mail date of this decision, 37 CFR 1.181(f). The mere filing of a-
petition will not stay any period for reply that may be running against the application, nor
act as a stay of other proceedings. No extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) is
permitted. The reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled “Renewed
Petition under 37 CFR 1.181” and directed to the Office of the Deputy Commissioner for
Patent Examination Policy at Mail Stop Petition, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box
1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450. See MPEP 1002.02(b).

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Henry Yuen, Special Program
Examiner, at (571) 272-4856.

Accordingly, the petition is denied.

Ot O 047%

Angela D. Sykes, Director
Technology Center 3700

'37 CFR 1.181(f): The mere filing of a petition will not stay any period for reply that may be running
against the application, nor act as a stay of other proceedings. Any petition under this part not filed within
two months of the mailing date of the action or notice from which relief is requested may be dismissed as
untimely, except as otherwise provided. This two-month period is not extendable.
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BIRCH STEWART KOLASCH & BIRCH
PO BOX 747
FALLS CHURCH VA 22040-0747

In re Application of: :: DECISION ON REQUEST

TOKIMOTO, HIDEKI | :  TO PARTICIPATE IN

Serial No.: 12/086,005 :: PATENT PROSECUTION

Filed: June 4,2008 HIGHWAY (PPH) AND

Docket: 1163-0670PUS1 PETITION TO MAKE

Title:  TEMPORARILY FIXING DEVICE fleOg(I?L UNDER 37 CFR
. a

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) program
and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(a), filed Jan. 18, 2011, 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
corresponding application(s) filed in the JPO or to a PCT application that does not contain any
priority claim, or the U.S. application must be a national stage entry of a PCT application that
does not contain any priority claim;

(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; and

(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.



- In light of the petition being properly submitted, the request to participate in the PPH program

and the petition comply with the above requirements. Accordingly, the above-identified
application has been accorded “special” status.

The applicant is encouraged to cite and submit all relevant prior art references, if any, to
facilitate examination in this application. This application will be forwarded to an examiner for

" examination.

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 Dexter Tugbang, Acting SPE of Art Unit 3729, and 571-272-4570 for Class 29/760
and also accessible in the PAIR system at http://www.uspto.gov/ebc.index.html.

Petition is granted;

/Henry C. Yuen/

Henry C. Yuen, Special Programs Examiner
Technology Center 3700 — Mechanical Engineering,
Manufacturing and Products

571-272-4856



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

STAAS & HALSEY LLP

SUITE 700

1201 NEW YORK AVENUE, N.W.

WASHINGTON DC 20005 MAILED
FEB 06 2012

In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Young Sic Jeong X

Application No. 12/086,048 :

Filed: June 5, 2008 : ON PETITION
Attorney Docket No: 1998.1025 :

This is a decision on the petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment, filed January
17, 2012, in accordance with the reasoning of the decision in Delgar Inc. v. Schuyler,
172 USPQ 513, which is being treated under 37 CFR 1.181.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application became abandoned for failure to file a timely response to the non-Final
Office Action mailed April 13, 2011, which set a three (3) month statutory period for
reply. Accordingly, a Notice of Abandonment was mailed November 17, 2011. Petitioner
asserts that the Office Action was never received.

The file record discloses that the Office Action was mailed to the address of record
which is the same address previously used on all correspondences from the USPTO,
including the Notice of Abandonment which was received. Petitioner has provided a
copy of the docket to show that the Office Action mailed April 13, 2011 was not
received. Petitioner also explains that after searching the file and docket records,
where receipt of the office action would have been indicated if it had been received, it
was concluded that no correspondence was received for this matter from the USPTO.

In that the statement from the petitioner and the exhibit from the docket record for the
instant matter show no entry indicating receipt of the Office Action mailed April 13,
2011, it is apparent that it was not received. The evidence submitted corroborates non-
receipt of the Office Action.

In view of the facts set forth in the petition, it is concluded that the Office Action was
never received at the address of record. Accordingly, the holding of abandonment is
withdrawn and no petition fee is due.

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

WWW,

.uspto.gov
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This matter is being referred to Technology Center 2166 for a re-mailing of the non-
Final Office Action and for a restarting of the period for response.

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter should be directed to the undersigned
Petitions Attorney at (5671) 272-3212.

Patricia Faison-Ball
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



30 SEP 2”'!0

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Davidson, Davidson & Kappel, LLC
485 7th Avenue

14th Floor

New York NY 10018

In re Application of
DAUBLER, Manfted, et al. :
Application No.: 12/086,110 : DECISION ON
PCT No.: PCT/DE2006/002122 Co
Int. Filing Date: 30 November 2006 : REQUESTS
Priority Date: 07 December 2005 S
Attorney Docket No.: 5038.1064 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.42 and 1.43
For: METHOD FOR MANUFACTURING A
RUN-IN COATING

This decision is in response to applicant’s renewed requests for status under 37 CFR 1.42
and 1.43, filed in the United States Patent and Trademark Office on 21 September 2009.

BACKGROUND

On 22 July 2009, the Office mailed Decisions On Petitions, refusing applicant’s requests

for status, setting a two month period for reply.
On 21 September 2009, applicants filed these renewed requests for status.
DISCUSSION

Under 35 U.S.C. §117, legal representatives of deceased inventors may make application
for patent upon compliance with the requirements and on the same terms and conditions
applicable to the inventor. The “legal representative (executor, administrator, etc.) of the
deceased inventor may make the necessary oath or declaration, and apply for and obtain the
patent.” 37 CFR 1.42. Under 37 CFR 1.43, in the event of legal incapacitation of an inventor,
“the legal representative ... of such inventor may make the necessary oath or declaration, and
apply for and obtain the patent.”

In this application, the inventor is deceased and one of his heirs is legally incapacitated.
The declaration must list the inventor and his citizenship and the legal representatives of the
deceased and their citizenships, residences and mailing addresses and the legal representative of
the legally incapacitated legal representative and that legal representative’s citizenship, residence
and postal address. See 37 CFR 1.497. The 21 September 2009 declaration satisfies the
requirements of 37 CFR 1.497(a)-(b), 1.42 and 1.43.

The submission of the declaration by the heirs on behalf of a deceased inventor is
understood to mean that a legal representative has not been appointed for the deceased, nor is

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov
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one required to be appointed under applicable law and that the authority of the heirs is akin to
that of a legal representative. If this understanding is not correct, applicant must notify the
Office immediately and supply a declaration executed by the legal representative.

CONCLUSION

For the above reasons, the requests for status under 37 CFR 1.42 and 1.43 are
GRANTED.

This application is being referred to the National Phase Processing Branch of the Office
of Patent Application Processing for further action consistent with this decision.
/Erin P. Thomson/
Erin P. Thomson
Attorney Advisor
PCT Legal Administration

Telephone: (571) 272-3292
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MCCARTER & ENGLISH, LLP STAMFORD MAILED
CANTERBURY GREEN 302011
201 BROAD STREET, 9TH FLOOR MAR
STAMFORD CT 06501 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Finn Bjarke Christensen

Application No. 12/086145 : _

Filing or 371(c) Date: 06/06/2008 : LETTER
Attorney Docket Number: 119969.00002

This correspondence is regarding the request for acceptance of a fee deficiency submission. The
request is treated as a petition under 37 CFR 1.28.

Any further petition must be submitted within ONE (1) MONTH 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 “Request for Reconsideration of Petition under [insert the
applicable code section]”. This is not final agency action within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. § 704.

Applicant files the present submission and $704.00, and an itemization of the amount paid and
current applicable fee for the relevant fees paid.

The applicable Rule, 37 CFR 1.28(c), How.errors in small entity status are excused, requires, in
relevant part,

(2) Payment of deficiency owed . The deficiency owed, resulting from the
previous erroneous payment of small entity fees, must be paid.

(i) Calculation of the deficiency owed . The deficiency owed for each
previous fee erroneously paid as a small entity is the difference between
the current fee amount (for other than a small entity) on the date the
deficiency is paid in full and the amount of the previous erroneous (small
entity) fee payment. The total deficiency payment owed is the sum of the
individual deficiency owed amounts for each fee amount previously
erroneously paid as a small entity. Where a fee paid in error as a small
entity was subject to a fee decrease between the time the fee was paid in
error and the time the deficiency is paid in full, the deficiency owed is equal
to the amount (previously) paid-in error;

(ii) Itemization of the deficiency payment . An itemization of the total
deficiency payment is required. The itemization must include the following




Application No. 12/086145 R ~ Page 2

information:

(A) Each particular type of fee that was erroneously paid as a

small entity, (e.g., basic statutory filing fee, two-month extension of
time fee) along with the current fee amount for a non-small entity;

(B) The small entity fee actually paid, and when. This will permit the
Office to differentiate, for example, between two one-month extension
of time fees erroneously paid as a small entity but on different dates;
(C) The deficiency owed amount (for each fee erroneously paid); and
(D) The total deficiency payment owed, which is the sum or total of the
individual deficiency owed amounts set forth in paragraph (¢)(2)(ii)(C)
of this section.

" (3) Failure to comply with requirements . If the requirements of paragraphs
(¢)(1) and (c)(2) of this section are not complied with, such failure will either:
be treated as an authorization for the Office to process the deficiency payment
and charge the processing fee set forth in § 1.17(i), or result in a requirement
for compliance within a one-month non-extendable time period under §
1.136(a) to avoid the return of the fee deficiency paper, at the option of the
Office. .

(Emphasis supplied).

A review of the deficiency fee submitted reveals that applicant has failed to properly calculate,
and submit the payment of the. deficient fee. For example, applicant itemizes the current Basic
National Fee for non-small entity at $430.00 however, at the time the deficiency fee was
submitted, January 24, 2011, the Basic ﬁlmg fee was, and currently is $330.00. The National
Search Fee submitted is itemized at 330.00; however, at the time the deficiency fee was
submitted, January 24, 2011, the Utility Search Fee for a large entity was, and currently is
$540.00.

As provided supra, applicant is given a period of one (1) month to comply with 37 CFR
1.28. Extensions of time are available. . -

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

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

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

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

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

/DLW/

Derek L. Woods

Attorney
Office of Petitions
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MCCARTER & ENGLISH, LLP QFFICE OF PETITIONS
STAMFORD

CANTERBURY GREEN

201 BROAD STREET, 9TH FLOOR

STAMFORD CT 06901

In re Application of

Finn Bjarke Chritensen

Application No. 12/086145 :

Filing or 371(c) Date: 06/06/2008 : LETTER
Attorney Docket Number: 119969.00002 :

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

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

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

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.

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

/DLW/

Derek L. Woods
Attorney
Office of Petitions
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[ APPLICATION NO. l FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR IATTORNEY DOCKET No.| CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/086,175 08/07/2008 Rakesh Ratnam 29465U 6020
XAMINER
7590 08/11/2010 r E I

THE NATH LAW GROUP
112 South West Street

Alexandria, VA 22314 [ amTunr [ ParernumBer |
1632
[ MAIL DATE ] DELIVERY MODE J
~08/11/2010 PAPER

DECISION DISMISSING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment will not be recognized

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

The petition is dismissed.
The express abandonment will not be recognized for the reason(s) indicated below:

1. O The petition was not filed in sufficient time to permit the appropriate officials to recognize the
abandonment before an examination has been made of the application. See 37 CFR 1.138(d).

2. O The petition was riot signed by a party authorized by 37 CFR 1.33(b)(1), (3) or (4).
3. M'\The’application is not an application filed under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after December 8, 2004.

4. O The petition for express abandonment under 1.138(d) is dismissed because the applicant did
not pay any search fee and excess claims fees in the above-identified application.

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

4@ fo ’vweéé

Patent Publication Branch
Office of Data Management

Page 1 of 1
FORM PET651D (Rev. 08/07)
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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Alcxandria, Virginia 22313-1450
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APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. J

12/086,206 06/06/2008 Peng Yin PU060006 5709

24498 7590 1111012011

Robert D. Shedd, Patent Operations I
THOMSON Licensing LLC SUN, YULIN
P.O. Box 5312
Princeton, NJ 08543-5312 | ARTUNIT | rarernumee |

2485

EXAMINER I

| NOTIFICATION DATE l DELIVERY MODE I

11/10/2011 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@technicolor.com
pat.verlangieri@technicolor.com
russell.smith@technicolor.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Guy Eriksen

Thomson Licensing Inc.
Patent Operation

PO Box 5312

Princeton, NJ 08543-5312

In re Application of: Yin )

Application No. 12/086206 ) DECISION ON PETITION TO
Filed: June 06, 2008 ) WITHDRAW RESTRICTION

For: Method and Apparatus for Providing ) REQUIREMENT UNDER 37 CFR
Reduced Resolution Update Mode for Multi- ) §1.144

View Video Coding

This is a decision on the petition filed November 02, 2011 under 37 C.F.R. §1.149 and 37 C.F.R.
§1.181 to withdraw an outstanding restriction requirement.

The petition is Granted.

RELEVANT PROSECUTION HISTORY

September 22,2011 A species requirement was made identifying 2 species. Figures 6-7
including claims 1-4, 10-18, 24-32, 38-46 and 52-58 and a second species
as figures 8-9 and claims 1-2, 5-16, 19-30, 33-44 and 47-58.

September 22,2011 A provisional election with traverse was made to Species 2 and arguments
the the restriction has failed to provide an explaination why each group

lacks unity with each other.

October 26, 2011 The species requirement was repeated as the arguments were found not
persuasive.

November 02, 2011 The petition was filed.

REGULATIONS AND PRACTICE

37 C.F.R. § 1.143 states:

If the applicant disagrees with the requirement for restriction, he may request
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reconsideration and withdrawal or modification of the requirement, giving the reasons
therefor. (See § 1.111). In requesting reconsideration the applicant must indicate a
provisional election of one invention for prosecution, which invention shall be the one
elected in the event the requirement becomes final. The requirement for restriction will be
reconsidered on such a request. If the requirement is repeated and made final, the
examiner will at the same time act on the claims to the invention elected.

37 C.F.R. § 1.144 states:

After a final requirement for restriction, the applicant, in addition to making any reply
due on the remainder of the action, may petition the Commissioner to review the
requirement ... A petition will not be considered if reconsideration of the requirement
was not requested (see § 1.181).

37C.F.R.§1.145 states:

If, after an office action on an application, the épplicant presents claims directed to an
invention distinct from and independent of the invention previously claimed, the
applicant will be required to restrict the claims to the invention previously claimed if the
amendment is entered, subject to reconsideration and review as provided in § § 1.143
and-1.144.

37C.F.R. § 1.181 states:

(a) Petition may be taken to the Commissioner:

(1) From any action or requirement of any examiner in the ex parte prosecution
of an application, or in ex parte or inter partes prosecution of a reexamination
proceeding which is not subject to appeal to the Board of Patent Appeals and
Interferences or to the court;

(2) Incases in which a statute or the rules specify that the matter is to be
determined directly by or reviewed by the Commissioner; and

(3) To invoke the supervisory authority of the Commissioner in appropriate
circumstances. For petitions in interferences, see § 1.644.

(b) Any such petition must contain a statement of the facts involved and the point or
points to be reviewed and the action requested. Briefs or memoranda, if any, in
support thereof should accompany or be embodied in the petition; and where

facts are to be proven, the proof in the form of affidavits or declarations (and

exhibits, if any) must accompany the petition.

(c) When a petition is taken from an action or requirement of an examiner in the ex
parte prosecution of an application, or in the ex parte or inter partes prosecution

of a reexamination proceeding, it may be required that there have been a proper
request for reconsideration (§ 1.111) and a repeated action by the examiner. The

2
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examiner may be directed by the Commissioner to furnish a written statement,
within a specified time, setting forth the reasons for his or her decision upon the
matters averred in the petition, supplying a copy to the petitioner.

MPEP § 1893.03 (c) states:

When making a lack of unity of invention requirement, the examiner must (1) list the
different groups of claims and (2) explain why each group lacks unity with each other
group (i.e., why there is no single general inventive concept) specifically describing the
unique special technical feature in each group.

DECISION

37 C.F.R. § 1.181(c) requires that an action by an examiner, to be properly petitionable,
must be followed by a request for reconsideration, and a repeated action by the examiner.

In the above-identified application, applicant filed a request for reconsideration prior to
the petition.

Appellant correctly states that the instant lack of unity requirement fails to explain why
each group lacks unity with each other. The record only indicates that the 2 groups are
distinct from each other as one uses slicing to reduce resolution and the second uses
macroblocks but fails to explain the difference.

For the above reasons, the petition is GRANTED.
The restriction requirement is hereby WITHDRAWN.

The application will be forwarded to the examiner for consideration on the merits of
claims 1-56 and 58.

/Tod Swann/
Tod Swann
Special Programs Examiner
Technology Center 2400
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NOVARTIS VACCINES AND DIAGNOSTICS INC.
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY- X100B

P.O. BOX 8097

Emeryville CA 94662-8097

In re Application of
Mazzon et al.
AB%llcatlon No.: 12/086,226 :
PCT No.: PCT/IB2006/003908 :
Int. Filing Date: 06 December 2006 : DECISION
Priority Date: 06 December 2005 :
Attorney Docket No.: PP028155.0004
For: ethods And Compositions Relating
To Adhesins As Adjuvants

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.48(a) filed on 16 July 2009, which is
being considered under 37 CFR 1.497(d).

BACKGROUND

This international application was filed on 06 December 2006, claimed an earliest priority
date of 06 December 2005, and designated the U.S. The International Bureau transmitted a copy
of the published international application to the USPTO on 14 June 2007. The 30 month time
period for paying the basic national fee in the United States expired at midnight on 06 June 2008.
Applicants filed inter alia the basic national fee on 04 June 2008.

On 23 February 2009, a Notification of Missing Requirements (Form PCT/DO/E0Q/905)
was mailed, requiring an oath or declaration compliant with 37 CFR 1.497(a) and (b) as well as
certain requirements related to the sequence listing.

DISCUSSION

Counsel requests that the inventive entity of this application be changed by way of
deleting Masignani, Scarselli, Rappuoli, Pizza and Giuliani as inventors, and adding Mazzon,
Papini and Franzoso. Reliefis requested under 37 CFR 1.48(a), but the regulation most pertinent
to this situation is 37 CFR 1.497(d). Review of the published international application reveals
that Mazzon, Papini and Franzoso were the only inventors nominated therein. These same
inventors constitute the inventive entity named in the executed declaration filed on 16 July 2009.
The instant petition in effect seeks to cause these inventors to remain as the inventive entity. As

such, the petition is moot. Said declaration is acceptable for purposes of compliance with 37 CFR
1.497(a) and (b).

The $130.00 petition fee filed on 16 July 2009 was unnecessary in view of the above facts.
It is being applied to the surcharge under 37 CFR 1.492(h).

DECISION
The petition is DISMISSED AS MOOT under 37 CFR 1.497(d), without prejudice.
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The declaration filed on 16 July 2009 is ACCEPTED for purposes of compliance with 37
CFR 1.497(a) and (b).

This application is being returned to the Office of Patent Application Processing. Its date
under 35 U.S.C. 371(c)(1), (2) and (4) is 16 July 2009.

/George Dombroske/

George Dombroske

PCT Legal Examiner

Office of PCT Legal Administration
Tel: (571) 272-3283
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AL g » . UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

United States Patent and Trademark Office

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS i

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
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l APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE l FIRST NAMED INVENTOR [ ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. J
12/086,246 06/09/2008 Masaru Nishikawa 1163-0671PUSH 6275
2292 7590 . 01/20/2011
EXAMINER
BIRCH STEWART KOLASCH & BIRCH- -~ -~ = | l
PO BOX 747 ) TRAN, THAI Q
FALLS CHURCH, VA 22040-0747 | o I e I

"2484

[ NOTIFICATION DATE I DELIVERY MODE ]

01/20/2011 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):

mailroom@bskb.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE DIRECTOR OFFICE
Tt Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
Www.Uspto.gov
BIRCH STEWART KOLASCH & BIRCH
PO BOX 747
FALLS CHURCH VA 22040-0747 DECISION ON REQUEST TO
L. PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
In re Application of: NISHIKAWA, MASARU PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Filed: June 9, 2008 MAKE SPECIAL UNDER 37 CFR
For: COMPRESSED CODED DATA PLAYBACK 1.102(d)
APPARATUS, AND DECODING/PLAYBACK
METHOD OF COMPRESSED CODED DATA IN
THE SAME 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 November 5, 2010, 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 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
(11) 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 (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, or
(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 (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.

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;
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(2) Applicant must submit a copy of:
a. The allowable/patentable claim(s) from the Japanese application(s);
b. An English translation of the allowable/patentable claim(s), if the claims were
published in a language other than English); and
c. A statement that the English translation is accurate;

(3) Applicant must:
a. Ensure that all the claims in the U.S. application sufficiently correspond or be
amended to sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the JPO
application(s) and .
b. Submit a claim correspondence table in English;

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

(5) Applicant must submit:
a. A copy of all the office action(s) (which are relevant to patentability), excluding
"Decision to Grant a Patent" from each of the Japanese application(s) containing the
allowable/patentable claim(s);
b. An English language translation of the JPO office action(s) (if the office action(s) are
not in the English language); and
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 filed in this application); and
b. Copies of all the documents cited in the JPO office action, except U.S. patents or U.S.
patent application publications (unless already filed in this application).

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

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Mehrdad Dastouri at 571-272-
7418 ‘

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.

/Mehrdad Dastouri/

Mehrdad Dastouri
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 2400



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

ALFRED C. ROTH

2501 LITTLE RIVER RD.

HENDERSONVILLE NC 28739 OEC 06 2010
OFFICE OF PETMONS

In re Application of

STRADLING, Rob :

Application No. 12/086,274 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: September 21, 2009 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. CO.12 : 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 November 09, 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).

The request cannot be approved because there is no indication that all of the acts noted in the
above-identified certifications have been performed. Items two (2) and three (3) of the above
certifications have not been certified.

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



Application No. 12/086,274 Page 2

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

W Ny
Michelle R. Eason

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

Cc: ROB STRADLING (PATENT FILES)
525 WASHINGTON BLVD., SUITE 1400
JERSEY CITY, NJ 07310
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KARIN T. DUNN

£

S ORGE 7., FAIRFAY
TELEPHONE, |

S TG TATY - DUNNSFAMEMEN T

Dinte: Septemher 24%, 2310

DECEARSATHWN

The vndersigned, Kaon T. Dunn, hereby states that she i woll soguainied with both the Boglish
widd Cierosan lengusges and thet the atteched 85 8 true ranslation to the beat of ber knnwiledpe sead
ahility of the German toxt of the amended clains, subeitted with the huternationa] Prolinvoary

and wag

Repurt on Patentability, for POTEP2OGGUSSDY, which was filad ve 17 Augist 2006
published gn 38 June 2007 a3 WO B0T0T7 460 AL

The wadersigned declares that the above slatoment is (o and that this statement was made with
the koowiadge thet willfid fdse stafersends and e e o made ane punishable by flae o
Hepriscemsnt, or both, vadir Scotfon 101 of Tide 18 of the Dsited States Cnde and the such

willfid Selse stwenainty raty jeopardine the validity of the spplication e decumient or auy paient

senulitng thembom,
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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.
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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JONES, TULLAR & COOPER, P.C.
P.O. BOX 2266 EADS STATION

ARLINGTON VA 22202

In re Application of : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
ECKERT et al. : PARTICIPATE IN THE PCT PATENT

Application No.: 12/086342 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY PILOT

Filed: 11 June 2008 : PROGRAM AND PETITION

Attorney Docket No.: W1.2759 PCT-US : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

For: PRINTING MACHINE SYSTEM : 37 CFR 1.102(d)

This is a decision on the request to participate in the PCT Patent Prosecution Highway (PCT-
PPH) pilot program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(a), filed 29 September 2010, to make
the above-identified application special. .

The request and petition are GRANTED.
Discussion

A grantable request to participate in the PCT-PPH pilot program and petition to make special
require:

(1) The U.S. application must disclose an eligible relationship to one or more PCT applications
where the ISA or IPEA are the JPO, EPO, KIPO, or USPTO;

(2) At least one claim in the PCT application has novelty, inventive step, and industrial
applicability and must be free of any observations in Box VIII in the latest work product in the
international stage or applicant must identify and explain why the claim(s) is/are not subject to
the observation in Box VIII;

(3) Applicant must submit a copy of the claim(s) from the PCT application(s) that have novelty,
inventive step, and industrial applicability along with an English translation thereof and a
statement that the English translation is accurate, if the claims are not in the English language;

(4) All the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended to
sufficiently correspond to the claim(s) that have novelty, inventive step, and industrial
applicability in the PCT application(s);

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

(6) Applicant must submit a copy of the latest international work product from the PCT
application indicating that the claim(s) have novelty, inventive step, and industrial applicability
along with an English translation thereof and a statement that the English translation is accurate
if the latest international work product is not in the English language;



»

(7) Applicant must submit an IDS listing the documents cited by the PCT examiner in the
international work product along with copies of documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent
application publications.

The request to participate in the PCT-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 once this application’s formality reviews have been completed.

Lee W. Y:.%/

TQAS Technology Center 2800 - Semiconductors,
Electrical & Optical Systems & Components
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SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:
DATE : 10/26/10 A
TOSPEOF :ARTUNIT___1626 ,
SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction for Appl. No.: 12086359 ___ Patent No.: 7777052

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

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

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

FOR PAPER FILES:

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

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

Certificates of Correction Branch
671-272-3421

Thank You For Your Assistance

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

A Approved o All éhanges appiy.
QO Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
Q Denied State the reasons for denial below:
" Comments:

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER WZ(I
SPE Art Unit

PP RAA IR A
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

Paper No.

BREINER & BREINER, L.L.C.
P.O. BOX 320160
ALEXANDRIA VA 22320-0160

MAILED

DEC 062010

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of
Hiroki Kato :
Application No. 12/086,392 : LETTER REGARDING
Filed: June 12, 2008 : FEE DEFICIENCY PAYMENT

Atty Docket No. 7169/PCT

This is in response to the SUBMISSION UNDER 37 CFR 1.28(c) (1)
and.(c)(2) TO CORRECT SMALL ENTITY FEES ERRONEOUSLY PAID IN GOOD
FAITH filed September 20, 2010, notifying the Office of loss of
entitlement to small entity status.

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.

This letter includes an itemization of the fee deficiencies and
payment as required by 37 CFR 1.28(c) (2) (ii).

Your notification of a loss of entitlement to small entity
status is made of record and your fee deficiency submission
under 37 CFR 1.28 is hereby ACCEPTED.

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

Office of Petitions
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COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

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

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

LERNER, DAVID, LITTENBERG, KRUMHOLZ & MENTLIK

600 SOUTH AVENUE WEST : (

WESTFIELD, NJ 07090 MAILED
JAN 062011

Applicants: Fleddermann, et al. - OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Appl. No.: 12/086,467

International Filing Date: December 8, 2006

Title: METHOD AND DEVICE FOR PROVIDING AUTOMATIC LOAD ALLEVIATION TO
A HIGH LIFT SURFACE SYSTEM, IN PARTICULAR TO LOAD FLAP SYSTEM, OF AN
AIRCRAFT

Attorney Docket: AIRBUS 3.3-282

Pub. No.: US 2010/0044518 A1l

Pub. Date: February 25, 2010

This is a decision on the request for a corrected patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(b), received on March 19, 2010, for the above-identified application.

The request is granted.

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

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

f o

Mark Polutta

Senior Legal Advisor

Office of Patent Legal Administration
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

David M. McConoughey
179 Indiana St
Maplewood NJ 07040-3541

In re Application of*

BEADLING et al.

Serial No.: 12/086,493

PCT App. No.: PCT/US06/47523

Int’] Filing Date: 13 December 2006
Priority Date: 13 December 2005
Attorney Docket No.: 577230-2005

For: BIMOLECULAR CONSTRUCTS

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

DECISION ON
PETITION UNDER

37 CFR 1.137(b)

The petition to revive under 37 CFR 1.137(b) filed 07 August 2010 in the above captioned

application is hereby GRANTED as follows:

Applicant’s statement that “the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the
required reply until the filing of a grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional” satisfies

the requirement of 37 CFR 1.137(b)(3).

Applicant submitted the proper reply, payment of additional claims fees in the amount of $468,

and the petition fee of $1620 were paid.

Apphcant is advised that the declaration contains an alteration in the cmzenshlp of inventor

Marras. The USPTO does not accept a declaration that has been altered.

Section 602.01 of the MPEP states the following;:

The wording of an oath or declaration cannot be amended, altered
or changed in any manner after it has been signed. If the wording is not
correct or if all of the required affirmations have not been made, or if it
has not been properly subscribed to, a new oath or declaration must be

required....

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 non-initialed and/or nondated alterations were made before or after signing of the oath or

declaration but will require a new oath or declaration.

Therefore, a new acceptable oath or declaration executed by the inventor MARRAS is required
to satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 371 (c)(4) for entrance into the national stage in the United
States. This application is being referred to the National Stage Processing Branch of the Office of PCT



App. No.: 12/086,493

Operations for further processing.

/Cynthia M. Kratz/

Cynthia M. Kratz

Attorney Advisor

Office of PCT Legal Administration

Telephone: 571-272-3286
Facsimile: 571-273-0459



PTO/SB/44 (09-07)

Approved for use through 08/31/2010. OMB 0651-0033

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

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a coliection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.
(Also Form PTO-1050)

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Page 10of 1
PATENT NO. : 7,847,688 B2

APPLICATION NO.: 12/086,526

ISSUEDATE:  : December 7, 2010

INVENTOR(S)  : Emmanuel Bernard, Jean-Christophe Fondeur, Laurent Lambert

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:

On the title page
In [tem (56) References Cited

U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS;, replace “2006/0136746 A1* 6/2006 Al-Khateeb.... ............ 713/189"
with — “2006/0136743 A1* 6/2006 Polchaetal.................. 713/186" -~

Approved by

/Van T. Trieu/
Primary Examiner
05/03/2011

MAILING ADDRESS OF SENDER (Please do not use customer number below):

Gerald E. Helget
80 S. 8™ St., Suite 2200
Minneapolis MN 55402

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 compieted 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.

3I73A0ANT




SPE RESPONSE FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Paper No.:20110504
DATE : May 4, 2011
TO SPE OF : ART UNIT 2612

SUBJECT : Request for Certificate of Correction on Patent No.: 12/086,526
A response is requested with respect to the accompanying request for a certificate of correction.

Please complete this form and return with file, within 7 days to:
Certificates of Correction Branch - PK 3-910
Palm location 7590 - Tel. No. 305-8201

With respect to the change(s) requested, correcting Office and/or Applicant’s errors, should the patent
read as shown in the certificate of correction? No new matter should be introduced, nor should the scope or
meaning of the claims be changed.

Thank You For Your Assistance Certificates of Correction Branch

The request for issuing the above-identified correction(s) is hereby:

Note your decision on the appropriate box.

X Approved All changes apply.
[] Approved in Part Specify below which changes do not apply.
[ ] Denied State the reasons for denial below.
Comments:
SPE: Daniel Wu Art Unit 2612

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

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www,uspto.gov

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

LADAS & PARRY LLP
26 WEST 61ST STREET
NEW YORK NY 10023

In re Application of :
GHOSH et al. : DECISION ON PETITION UNDER
Application No. 12/086,542 : 37 CFR 1.137(b)
PCT No.: PCT/IN2004/000405 :
Int. Filing Date: 24 December 2004
Priority Date: None
Atty’s Docket No.: U 017219-0
Title: IODIZED SALT AND A
PROCESS FOR ITS
PREPARATION

The petition to revive under 37 CFR 1.137(b) filed 15 September 2010 in the above-
captioned application is hereby GRANTED as follows:

Applicant’s statement that "the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date
for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) was
unintentional” meets the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b)(3).

A review of the application file reveals that applicant has submitted the required reply and
the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) have been satisfied. Therefore, the request to revive
the application abandoned under 35 U.S.C. 371(d) is granted as to the National stage in
the United States of America. '

This application is being returned to the United States Designated/Elected Office for
processing in accordance with this decision.

&

Anthony Smith

Attorney-Advisor

Office of PCT Legal Administration
Tel: (571) 272-3298
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COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
P.O Box 1450

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

NOVARTIS VACCINES AND DIAGNOSTICS INC.
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY- X100B

P.O. BOX 8097

Emeryville CA 94662-8097

In re Application of . DECISION ON
GRANDI et al ;

Application No.: 12/086,571

PCT No.. PCT/IB2006/004121 : ‘

Int. Filing Date: 19 December 2006 : PAPERS FILED
Priority Date: 22 December 2005 :

Attorney's Docket No.: PP028120.0004 : -

For: CHLAMYDIAL ANTIGENS . UNDER 37 CFR 1.42

This is a decision on the declaration filed 25 May 2010, which has been treated as a
request for status under 37 CFR 1.42. '

BACKGROUND

On 16 June 2008, applicants filed a transmittal letter for entry into the national stage in
the United States which was accompanied by, inter alia, the requisite basic national fee as
required by 35 U.S.C. 371(c)(1). However, no executed declaration was submitted at such time.

On 16 March 2010, the United States Designated/Elected Office (DO/EOQ/US) mailed a
"NOTIFICATION OF MISSING REQUIREMENTS UNDER 35 U.S.C. 371 IN THE UNITED
STATES DESIGNATED/ELECTED OFFICE (DO/EO/US)" (Form PCT/DO/E0/905).

On 25 May 2010, applicants submitted a “RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF MISSING
REQUIREMENTS UNDER 35 USC 371,” which included executed declaration which is signed,
inter alia, by Lehutova Livia legal representatives of the deceased second joint inventor Giulio
RATTL

DISCUSSION

The executed declaration submitted is signed by Lehutova Livia legal representatives of
the deceased second joint inventor Giulio RATTI and it satisfies the requirements under 37 CFR
1.42.

Accordingly, the requirements under 37 CFR 1.42 are satisfied and the declaration is
acceptable at this time. ' '

CONCLUSION

The submission filed under 37 CFR 1.42 is ACCEPTED.



o'

Application No.: 12/086,571

The application is being returned to the United States Designated/Elected' Office
(DO/EO/US) for processing in accordance with this decision.

PCT Legal Examiner
PCT Legal Office
Tel: (571) 272-3276
Fax: (571) 273-0459
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Application No.: 12/086,596 Docket No.: 3493-0221PUS1
Examiner Soroush Page 1 of 2
FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY

1. (Proposed amended) A method for skin whitening and/or bleaching of the skin,

body hairs and/or hair of the head, which comprises applying an effective amount of a
composition to the skin and/or body hair and/or the hair of the head, wherein the
composition comprises

at least one compound of formula (I):

i

in which

R1 represents R’} er—A-R2—in which R’ is chosen from -COOH, -COOR;, -
OCOR;, -CONH,, -CONHR3, -CONR3R4, and -CHO—EHORs-and-A-reprosents-a-linear
orramified-6,-C s-alloene-proup—atinearormamified-C;-Cgalkenylenegroupora
Knearorramifed Co-Cis-allonylenegroup,

G forms with the carbon to which it is attached C = O, or represents -OH, -ORa or
~OCOR3,

R, represents a linear or ramified Cy-Cy6 alkyl grouping, a linear or ramified Cs-

Cys alkenyl grouping, a linear or ramified C2-Cy alkynyl grouping or a linear or ramified
acyl (C2-Cie),

R3 and R4 represent independently a linear or ramified C,-Cys alkyl radical, a
linear or ramified Ca-Cig alkenyl radical, a replaced linear or ramified Cp-Cys alkynyl
radical,

R5represents-a-Hnearorramified-Cy-Cyg-alleyl-radiealalinoarorramified-CoCig
alkenyd radieal—a-linear-or ramified-Ca-Cys-atloynyl radical-ora-linear-or ramified -Gy
aeyh

their enantiomers, diastereomers, and their pharmaceutically acceptable salts.

6. (Proposed amended) The method according to claim 1, wherein the at least one
compound of formula () is selected from the group consisting of:
The rert-butylic ester of (2E, 4E, 6E, 8E)-3,7-dimethyl-9-(2,6,6-irimethyl(3-ox0)-

cyclohex-1-enyl)-nona-2,4,6,8-tetracnoic acid,

PAGE 2/3* RCVD AT 10/19/2011 5:16:08 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR'W-PTOFAX-002/44 * DNIS:273992% * CSID:7032038030 * DURATION (mr-ss).01-07
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Application No.: 12/086,596 Docket No.: 3493-0221PUS1
Examiner Soroush Page 2 of 2

FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY .
The tert-butylic ester of (2E, 4E, 6E, 8E)-9-(3 -hydroxy-2,6,6-ttimethyl-cyclohex-

1-enyl)-3,7-dimethyl -nona-2,4.6,8-tetragnoic acid,

(2E, 48, 6E, 8E)-9- [3-(3-0x0)-2,6,6-trimetlyl-cyclohex-1-enyl]-3,7-dimethyl -
nona-2,4,6,8-tetraenal,

The methylic ester of (2E, 4E, 6E, §E)-9- [3-(3-0x0)-2,6,6-trimethyl-cyclohex-1-
enyl]-3,7-dimethyl -nona-2,4,6,8-teiraenoic acid,

The methylic ester of (2E, 4E, 6E, 8E)-9- [3-(3-hydroxy)-2,6,6-trimethyl-
cyelohex-1-enyl}-3,7-dimethyl-nona-2,4,6,8-tetraenoic acid,

(2E, 4E, 6E, B8L)-9- [3-(3-hydroxy)-2,6,6-trimethyl-cyclohex-1-enyl]-3,7-
dimethyl-nona-2,4,6,8-tetraenoic acid,

The fert-butylic ester of (2E, 4B, 6E, 8E)-9- [3-(3-acetoxy)-2.6,6-trimethyl-

cyclohex-1-enyl]-3,7-dimethyl -nona-2,4.6,8-tetracnoic acid,

(2B 4E. 6E 8B} 9—[3-(3-oxe):6:6-trimethyl-avelohex—enyl]-3-7-dimethyl—
rona-2-4-6-8-tetraenylacetate; and

(2E, 4E, 6E, 8E)-9- [3-(3-hydroxy)-2,6,6-trimethyl-cyclohex-1-enyl]-3,7-dimethyl

-nona-2,4,6,8-tetracnal.
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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

Buchanan, Ingersoll & Rooney PC
Post Office Box 1404
Alexandria, VA 22313-1404 MAILED

APR 08 2011

HAKANSSON et al.

Application No.: 12/086,612

PCT No.: PCT/SE2005/001947 :

Int. Filing Date: 15 December 2005 : DECISION ON PETITION
Priority Date: None :

Attorney Docket No.: 1018798-000481

For: ABSORBENT ARTICLE

This decision is issued in response to applicants’ “Inventor’s Statement” filed 17
February 2011 treated herein as a petition under 37 CFR 1.182. Applicants are requesting
to change the name of the second inventor from Anna Klinte to Anna Klinte Olsson due to
marriage. The $400 petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17 was charged to counsel’s Deposit
Account.

DISCUSSION

Section 605.04(b) of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure states that:

Except for correction of a typographical or transliteration error in the
spelling of an inventor’s name, a request to have the name changed from the
typewritten version to the signed version or any other corrections in the
name of the inventor(s) will not be entertained, unless accompanied by a
petition under 35 U.S.C. 1.182 together with an appropriate petition fee.

Applicants are requesting to change the name of the second inventor from Anna
Klinte to Anna Klinte Olsson. Accordingly, the present submission has been treated as a
petition under 37 CFR 1.182 to correct the name of the second inventor. For such a
petition to be grantable, MPEP §605.04(c) states that “the petition must include an
appropriate petition fee and an affidavit signed with both names and setting forth the
procedure whereby the change of name was effected, or a certified copy of the court order.”

Applicants’ present petition included payment of the required petition fee. As for the
affidavit requirement, applicants have submitted a “Inventor’s Statement” (affidavit)
regarding the name change. This affidavit states that the inventor’s surname was
changed, and that her name was legally changed to Anna Klinte Olsson as a result of
marriage. Therefore, item (2) has been satisfied.



-

Application No.: 12/086,612

CONCLUSION

The petition under 37 CFR 1.182 to change the inventor’s name from Anna Klinte
to Anna Klinte Olsson is GRANTED.

This application is being referred to the National Stage Processing Branch of the
Office Of PCT Operations for further processing in accordance with this decision.

Rattou b

Anthony Smith

Attorney-Advisor

Office of PCT Legal Administration
Telephone: 571-272-3298

Fax: 571-273-0459



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
HEDMAN & COSTIGAN, P.C. ' MA"‘ED
1230 AVENUE OF THE AMERICAS DEC 05 2011
7TH FLOOR . )
NEW YORK, NY 10020 ‘ PCT LEGAL ADMINISTRATION

In re Application of IWASHITA et al
U.S. Application No.: 12/086,828
PCT Application No.: PCT/JP2005/023990 :
Int. Filing Date: 21 December 2005 : DECISION
Priority Date Claimed: none :
Attorney Docket No.: 645-188
For: PROCESS FOR PRODUCING PACKED
PRODUCT

This is in response to applicant's petition filed 03 November 2011, which is being treated
under 37 CFR 1.181.

BACKGROUND

On 21 December 2005, applicant filed international application PCT/JP2005/023990. A
copy of the international application was communicated to the USPTO from the International
Bureau on 28 June 2007. The thirty-month period for paying the basic national fee in the United
States expired on 23 June 2008.

On 19 June 2008, applicant filed national stage papers in the United States
Designated/Elected Office (DO/EO/US). The submission was accompanied by, inter alia, the
basic national fee required by 35 U.S.C. 371(c)(1) and a purported English translation of the -
international application.

On 23 March 2010, the DO/EO/US mailed a Notice of Acceptance of Application Under
35 U.S.C. 371 (Form PCT/DO/EO/903).

On 03 November 2011, applicant filed the present petition under 37 CFR 1.181.



Application Number: 12/086,828 -2-

DISCUSSION

The petition states that the purported translation filed on 19 June 2008 contained an error.
Applicant’s explanation for the mistake is accepted.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons above, the petition under 37 CFR 1.181 is GRANTED.

The Notice of Acceptance of Application Under 35 U.S.C. 371 (Form PCT/DO/EQ/903)
mailed 23 March 2010 is hereby VACATED.

The application has an International Filing Date under 35 U.S.C. 363 of 21 December
005, and a date under 35 U.S.C. 371(c)(1), (¢)(2), and (c)(4) of 03 November 2011.

This application is being forwarded to the United States Designated/Elected Office
(DO/EO/US) for further processing in accordance with this decision, including preparation and
mailing of a corrected Notice of Acceptance of Application Under 35 U.S.C. 371 (Form
PCT/DO/EO/903), which should reflect a translation receipt date and 35 U.S.C. 371 date of 03
November 2011.

Bueunlov
Bryan Lin

PCT Legal Examiner
PCT Legal Office

Telephone: 571-272-3303
Facsimile: 571-273-0459
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In re Application of
WILLIAMS et al.
Application No.: 12/086,833 :
PCT No.: NONE . DECISION ON PETITION
Deposit date: 19 June 2008 :
Attorney Docket No.: 1-50266 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.182

For: POWER STEERING SYSTEMS

This is a decision on applicant’s “Petition under 37 CFR 1.182" filed in the United States
Patent and Trademark Office on 27 April 2010.

On 19 June 2008, applicant filed a request for entry into the national stage in the United
States which was accompanied by, infer alia, the U.S. Basic National Fee. The papers were .
assigned serial number 12/086,833. However the international application PCT/BG06/0488S as
iindicated on the transmittal letter is incorrect as the PCT application number PCT/BG06/04885
oes not exist.

On 27 April 2'010, the instant petition under 37 CFR 1.182 was filed.

Applicant’s petition under 37 CFR 1.182 to correct the international application no. to
PCT/GB06/04885 on the national stage papers filed on 19 June 2008 is GRANTED. The $400
petition fee was paid.

The USPTO records will identify the present application 12/086,833 as the national stage
of PCT/GB06/0488S.

The application will be forwarded to the United States Designated/Elected Office for
further processing in accord with this decision and correction of the USPTO records .

/Cynthia M. Kratz/

Cynthia M. Kratz

Attorney Advisor

Office of PCT Legal Administration
Telephone: g57 1)272-3286
Facsimile: (571)273-0459



s MAILED
! UNITED STATES PATENT and TRADEMARK OFFICE OCT ‘] 4 2010
SSIONER FOR PATENTS
PCTIS‘XE% mm TRADEMARK ;é)mcb:

P.O Box 1450
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

BACON & THOMAS, PLLC
625 SLATERS LANE
FOURTH FLOOR
ALEXANDRIA VA 22314-1176

In re Application of . DECISION ON

Jirn KARBULA :

Application No.: 12/086,881

PCT No.: PCT/EP2006/069346 ;

Int. Filing Date: 05 December 2006 . PAPERS FILED
Priority Date: 29 December 2006 :

Attorney's Docket No.: KARB3004/FJD :

For: CIRCUIT ARRANGEMENT... . UNDER 37 CFR 1.43
TECHNOLOGY :

This is a decision on the “Petition Under 37 CFR 1.43” filed 22 July 2010, which has
been treated as a request for status under 37 CFR 1.43.

BACKGROUND

On 20 June 2008, applicant filed a transmittal letter for entry into the national stage in the
United States which was accompanied by, inter alia, the requisite basic national fee as required
by 35 U.S.C. 371(c)(1). However, applicant did not satisfy the requirement set forth by 35
U.S.C. 371(c)(4) because an executed oath or declaration was not provided.

On 22 March 2010, the United States Designated/Elected Office (DO/EO/US) mailed a
"NOTIFICATION OF MISSING REQUIREMENTS UNDER 35 U.S.C. 371 IN THE UNITED
STATES DESIGNATED/ELECTED OFFICE (DO/EO/US)" (Form PCT/DO/EQ/905). The
Notice indicated that the item must be submitted within two months from the date of this notice
or by 32 months from the priority date, whichever is later, in order to avoid abandonment of the
national stage application.

In response to the Notification mailed on 22 March 2010, applicant filed on 22 July 2010
the current petition and a declaration signed by Mrs. Ivana Diethelm as the legal representative

of the inventor, Jiri KARBULA, now incapacitated.

DISCUSSION

A review of the application file reveals that the declaration does not comply with 37
C.F.R. §1.63 since both the citizenship of the legal representative and the incapacitated inventor
are required.
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Because the inventor Jirt KARBULA is incapacitated and Mrs. Ivana Diethelom has been
appointed as the legal representative for the inventor, 37 C.F.R. §1.497(b)(2) indicates that “[iJf
the person making the oath or the declaration or any supplemental or oath or declaration is not
the inventor (§§1.42, 1.43, or 1.47), the oath or declaration shall state the relationship of the
person to the inventor, and, upon information and belief, the facts which the inventor would have
been required to state (the inventors citizenship and so on). If the person signing the oath or
declaration is the legal representative of a deceased inventor, the oath or declaration shall also
state that the person is a legal representative and the citizenship, residence and mailing address of
the legal representative.” (see MPEP § 409.01)

In this instance, applicant has only listed the inventor’s citizenship, residence and mailing
address but the citizenship, residence and mailing address of the legal representative has not been

provided in the declaration as required under 37 C.F.R. §1.63.

CONCLUSION

For the above reasons, the request for status under 37 CFR 1.43 is not accepted.

If reconsideration on the merits of this petition is desired, a proper reply must be filed
within TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail date of this decision. Failure to respond will result in
the abandonment of the application. Any reconsideration request should include a cover letter
entitled "Renewed Request Under 37 CFR 1.42." Extensions of time are available under 37 CFR
1.136(a).

Any further correspondence with respect to this matter may be filed electronically via
EFS-Web selecting the document description "Petition for review and processing by the PCT
Legal Office" or by mail addressed to Mail Stop PCT, Commissioner for Patents, Office of PCT
Legal Administration, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450, with the contents of the
letter marked to the attention of the Office of PCT Legal Administration.

PCT Legal Examiner
PCT Legal Office
Tel: (571) 272-3276
Fax: (571) 273-0459
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Jiri KARBULA :

Application No.: 12/086,881

PCT No.: PCT/EP2006/069346 :

Int. Filing Date: 05 December 2006 . PAPERS FILED
Priority Date: 29 December 2006 :

Attorney's Docket No.: KARB3004/FID :

For: CIRCUIT ARRANGEMENT... : UNDER 37 CFR 1.43
TECHNOLOGY :

This is a decision on the “RESPONSE,” filed on 14 February 201, which is being treated
as a request under 37 CFR 1.43.

BACKGROUND

In a decision from this Office on 14 October 2010, the request filed on 22 July 2010 was
not accepted under 37 CFR 1.43.

On 14 February 2011, applicant filed the present renewed petition, which also included a
renewed submission under 37 CFR § 1.43 accompanied with an executed declaration.

DISCUSSION

Applicant has provided a new executed declaration, which sets forth that Ivana
DIETHELM is the legal representative of the incapacitated inventor, and it also sets forth her
citizenship and residence.

Accordingly, the requirements under 37 CFR 1.43 are satisfied and the declaration is
acceptable at this time.

DECISION

The renewed submission filed under 37 CFR 1.43 is ACCEPTED.
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The application is being returned to the United States Designated/Elected Office
(DO/EO/US) for processing in accordance with this decision.

PCT Legal Office
Tel: (571) 272-3276
Fax: (571) 273-0459
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BOSTON MA 02199-3600

In re Application of
QI, Longwu, et al.
Application No.: 12/086,900
PCT App. No.: PCT/US2006/049172 :
Int’l Filing Date: 22 December 2006 : _ DECISION
Priority Date: 22 December 2005 :
Attorney Docket No.: 107788-0016-301
For: 3-ARYL-SUBSTITUTED
QUINAZOLONES, AND USES
THEREOQOF

This is in response to attorneys’ request to withdraw as attorneys of record, filed 02
September 2010, in regard to the above application. The Request is DISMISSED AS MOOT.

Counsel was never appointed in the above application. As such, counsel cannot
withdraw. The above address is no longer the correspondence address in this application.

/Erin P Thomson/

Erin P. Thomson
Attorney Advisor - ‘
PCT Legal Administration

Telephone:  571-272-3292

cc: Ballard Spahr LLP
SUITE 1000
999 PEACHTREE STREET
ATLANTA GA 30309-3915
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In re Application of
VENKAT, Raj Gopal et al. :
Application No. 12/086,909 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: October 20, 2008 A : TO WITHDRAW
Attorney Docket No. PRLX-P01-014 : 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 02, 2010.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The Office will no longer accept address changes to a new practitioner or law firm filed with a
Request, absent the filing of a power of attorney to the new representative. The Office will
either change the correspondence address of record to the most current address information
provided for the assignee of the entire interest who properly became of record under 37 CFR
3.71 or, if no assignee of the entire interest has properly been made of record under 37 CFR 3.71,
the most current address information provided for the first named inventor.

Accordingly, the request to withdraw from record cannot be approved because the request does
not include an acceptable current correspondence address for future communications from the
Office.

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



Application No. 12/086,909 Page 2

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

Iy 7e
Michelle R. Eason

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: BALLARD SPAHR LLP
: SUITE 1000

999 PEACHTREE STREET

ATLANTA, GA 30309-3915
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MAILED
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| OFFICE OF PETIT]

In re Application of ONS
VENKAT, Raj Gopal et al. : :
Application No. 12/086,909 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: January 09, 2009 ' : TO WITHDRAW
Attorney Docket No. 107788-0014-301 : 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 October 29, 2010.

The request is APPROVED.

A pgrantable 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 David P. Halstead on behalf of all attorneys of record who are
associated with customer No. 28120. All attorneys/agents associated have been withdrawn.

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

All future correspondence will be directed to the first named inventor Raj Gopal Venkat at the
address indicated below.

There are no outstanding Office actions at this time.
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‘Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Michelle R. Eason at 571-272-
4231. '

ichelle R. Eason

Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: RAJ GOPAL VENKAT
1333 EAST ROYAL TROON DRIVE, APT. #21
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84124
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

Applicants: PINCEMIN, et al.

Appl. No.: 12/087,027

International Filing Date: December 20, 2006

Title: OPTICAL TRANSMISSION BETWEEN A CENTRAL TERMINAL AND A
PLURALITY OF CLIENT TERMINALS VIA AN OPTICAL NETWORK
Attorney Docket: 33901-292PUS

Pub. No.: US 2010/00221011 A1l

Pub. Date: September 2, 2010

This is a decision on the request for a corrected patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(b), received on October 25, 2011, for the above-identified application.

The request is DISMISSED.

Applicant requests that the application be republished because the patent application publication
contains errors wherein the priority data is incorrect and there’s an error in the spelling of the
first inventor’s name.

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 instant request does not identify a material mistake in the publication made by the Office
under 37 CFR 1.221(b) with respect to the priority data or in spelling of the name of one of the
inventors. |

An error in the spelling of an inventor’s name is not a material mistake because it does not affect
the public’s ability to appreciate the technical disclosure of the patent application publication, to

'Changes to Implement Eighteen-Month Publication of Patent Applications, 65 FR 57023, 57038 (Sept. 20, 2000),
1239, Off. Gaz. Pat. Office Notices 63, 75 (Oct. 10, 2000) (final rule).
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determine the scope of the 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 priority data is not an Office error as the
publication accurately reflected the information as filed. Although a preliminary amendment
was filed, the “failure to include an amendment is not an Office error.” See MPEP 1130(b).
Also, the corrections submitted after filing do not convert the mistake into an Office error.

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/patents/process/file/efs/guidance/index.jsp

http://wWw.uspto.gov/ebc/portal/efs/pgpub quickstart.pdf

Any request for republication under 37 CFR 1.221(a), must be submitted via the EFS system, as
a “Pre-Grant Publication”. '

Inquiries relating to this matter may be directed to Sherry D. Brinkley at (571) 272-3204.
/Christopher Bottorff/
Christopher Bottorff

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

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

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Mailed: \9—@
In re application of \\ :
Michael L. Perry et al. : DECISION ON

Serial No. 12/087,035 : PETITION
Filed: June 24, 2008 :
For: AIR BLEED THROUGH FUEL CELL FUEL

RECYCLE LOOP

This is a decision on the PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.144 REQUESTING WITHDRAWAL
OF THE RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT filed on October 28, 2011.

On June 08, 2011, the examiner made a restriction requirement under 35 USC 121 and 372 based
upon a finding that the claims lack unity of invention as defined in PCT Rules 13.1 and 13.2. In
a response to the requirement filed on June 14, 2011, Applicants traversed the requirement with
respect to Groups I and II. The examiner maintained the restriction requirement in an office
action mailed on August 08, 2011 and made the requirement final.

The instant petition was filed on October 28, 2011 requesting that the requirement for restriction
between Groups I and II be withdrawn. Petitioner argues that the restriction between Groups I
and II is improper because neither of the references (i.e. Condit US ‘370 and Yang US °462) -
relied on to show that the common technical feature fails to make a contribution over the prior
art in the restriction requirement disclose the following common technical feature: “that the air
be applied (a) through a low pressure, low flow pump (b) during normal operation of the cathode
air pump.”

DECISION

The instant application has been filed under 35 USC 371 as a national phase application of \
PCT/US05/47573 and as such is subject to the unity requirements set out in PCT Rules 13.1 —
13.4 and 37 CFR 1.475, as well as the PCT Administrative Instructions, Annex B. MPEP
1893.03(d) permits groupings of claims which are linked to form a single general inventive
concept where there is a technical relationship among the inventions that involves at least one
common or corresponding technical feature.

The PCT Administrative Instructions, Annex B, Part 1 at (b) state that “the special technical
features” common to all groupings of inventions shall be defined, as in PCT Rule 13.2, to mean,

“those technical features which each of the claxmed inventions, considered as a whole,
makes over the prior art.”
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As stated in the present petition, Groups I and II do share a common technical feature, i.e. that
the air be applied through a low pressure, low flow pump during normal operation of the cathode -
air pump. The argument that neither Condit (US ‘370) nor Yang (US ‘462) disclose this
common technical feature is noted. However, the non-final office action of August 08, 2011
clearly sets forth that this common technical feature does not make a contribution over the prior
art as a whole. Specifically, note that Reiser (US ‘165) has been shown to obviate this common
technical feature (see page 7 of the August 08, 2011 office action). Thus, the holding of lack of
unity of inventions is deemed to be proper, because the shared technical features do not make a

contribution over the prior art as required by PCI Kule 15.2.

Accordingly, the petition to withdraw the restriction requirement is DENIED. It is noted
however, that if at such time a determination is made that the common technical feature is not
disclosed by the prior art, withdrawal of said holding and rejoinder of the claims of Group II
would be appropriate.

/W. GARY JONES/

W. Gary Jones

Director, Technology Center 1700
Chemical and Materials Engineering

M.P. Williams
210 Main Street
Manchester CT 06042
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In re application of :
Perry et al. ; DECISION ON

Serial No. 12/087,088 : PETITION
Filed: June 25, 2008 :
For: CIRCULATION OF GAS-ENTRAINED FUEL

CELL COOLANT

Applicants request under 37 CFR 1.181, that the Examiner’s Office Action of June 8, 2011 be
withdrawn. The Examiner’s Office Action did not reflect the Second Preliminary Amendment
filed September 2, 2010.

DECISION
The Petition is GRANTED.

The Examiner is directed to withdraw the Office Action of June 8, 2011 and to issue a new
action based on the preliminary amendment filed September 2, 2010.

/W. GARY JONES/
Director, Technology Center 1700
Chemical and Materials Engineering

M.P. Williams
210 Main Street .
Manchester CT 06042
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In re Application of: :

ERTLE, Roland, et al. : DECISION REGARDING
U.S. Application No.: 12/087,134 : RENEWED SUBMISSION
PCT No.: PCT/EP2006/069880 : (37CFR 1.42)

Int. Filing Date: 19 December 2006

Priority Date: 27 December 2005 :
Attorney’s Docket No.: 2005P01057WOUS Do
For: DOMESTIC DISHWASHER :

This communication is issued in response to applicants’ “Response To Decision ,
Regarding Submission Under 37 CFR 1.42” filed 22 December 2009, treated herein as a renewed
submission under 37 CFR 1.42 requesting acceptance of a declaration executed on behalf of
deceased inventor Roland ERTLE by the deceased inventor’s heirs. No petition fee is required.

BACKGROUND

The procedural background for this application was set forth in the decision mailed on 10
July 2009. The decision dismissed without prejudice applicants’ request for status under 37 CFR
1.42 with respect to deceased inventor Roland ERTLE. Specifically, the decision stated that the
declaration filed by applicants was unacceptable under 37 CFR 1.42 because it not executed by
all the heirs named thereon and because applicants had not expressly, confirmed that the named
heirs were all of the heirs of the deceased inventor. The decision also indicated that a new
declaration was required from surviving inventor Stephan HARLACHER because the
declaration executed by this inventor contained non-initialed, non-dated hand-written alterations.

On 22 December 2009, applicant filed the “Response To Decision Regarding Submission
Under 37 CFR 1.42,” accompanied by revised declarations and the required extension fee.

DISCUSSION

The revised declaration filed on 22 December 2009 has been executed on behalf of the
deceased inventor by each of his four named heirs. The declaration specifically states that the
four named heirs are the only heirs of the deceased inventor, and it includes all information
required by 37 CFR 1.497(b)(2) with respect to the heirs, that is, their citizenship, residence, and
post office address. The declaration also clearly sets forth the citizenship of the deceased
inventor. In view of the above, the revised declaration filed 22 December 2009 is acceptable
under 37 CFR 1.42 and 1.497 with respect to the deceased inventor.
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Applicants’ 22 December 2009 submission also included a new declaration from
surviving inventor Stephan HARLACHER, and this declaration does not include any
unacceptable hand-written alterattons This declaration may be accepted under 37 CFR 1.497
with respect to this inventor.

CONCLUSION

Applicants’ renewed request for status under 37 CFR 1.42 with respect to deceased sole
inventor Roland ERTLE is GRANTED.

This application is being referred to the National Stage Processing Branch of the Office
Of PCT Operations for further processing in accordance with this decision. The date under 35
U.S.C. 371(c)(1), (c)(2), and (c)(4) is 22 December 2009.

/RichardMRoss/

Richard M. Ross

Attorney Advisor

Office of PCT Legal Administration
Telephone:  (571) 272-3296



European Patent Office Page 1 of 1

” Print ” Copy ” Contact us ” Close

Notice: This translation is produced by an automated process; it is intended only to make the technical content of the original
document sufficiently clear in the target language. This service is not a replacement for professional translation services. The
. esp@cenetA® Terms and Conditions of use are also applicable to the use of the translation tool and the results derived therefrom.

Hot plate for molding

The invention relates to hot plates for the manufacture of band or strand-like objects made of rubber or plastic molding serves, with
one or more cooling zones are preferably in their peripheral regions.

The vulcanization example of conveyor belts, hoses and other rubber products brings in successive length portions of the necessity to
the individual sections, especially in the entrance area of the vulcanization thermally delineate exactly opposite each other in order to
avoid too as well as insufficient heat in the boundary and transition areas.A similar problem arises from the molding can be prevented
lengthy articles from thermoplastic materials, such as the continuous connecting with polyvinyl-coated or impregnated fabric tapes, in
which case the undesired outflow of the plastic by applying heat locks must.

From the use of liquid or gaseous heat carrier for heating the pressing plates are offered the same type of media for the removal of
the zonal heat. This was already realized in known devices in a manner that steam, water, lil, Was gas mixture or the like through
holes or channels passed in the press plates and heated in separate circuits outside of the presses or cooled as required.In all cases,
the required cooling provided separately but a relatively high technical effort and regular maintenance during operation unavoidable.
It was the practice, therefore, has long been a desire for structurally simpler to use and easy to handle, resistant to interference
Kihleinrichtungen.Der invention is an object, to remedy this perceived deficiency as a disadvantage.

According to the invention are characterized heating plates of the above mentioned species by the fact that the cooling zones of
Peltier elements are formed, which in an advantageous extension of the Invention thank the current flowing through the Peltier
elements may be reversible.

The invention makes possible the reversal of the effect of thermal elements by applying a DC voltage and consequent cooling of one
junction of the two different metals advantage and thus arrives at the surprising simplifications in both design as well as in the use of
innovative heating plates.

In place of the otherwise necessary coolant lines and connecting lines with the ever-present danger of leaks easily come to be
attached electrical cables that virtually no wear and are still subject to interference and require no couplings associated with the
maintenance work. Sealing problems are eliminated from the outset anyway.

External cooling equipment and other additional treatment or control devices may be omitted entirely. The Peltier elements provide a
clear-cut demarcation of the thermal cooling zones from adjacent heating zones of the pressure plates and a whole range of their
effects evenly distributed constant temperature. Of particular advantage in the context of press design is the impact of the relatively
low weight of the elements and their low height.

Into effect of the Peltier elements satisfy simple electrical switching devices. With the onset of flow through the river's # cools one
side from the blocks combined elements, where the overlying rubber or plastic objects, heat is removed and transported to the
opposite side and radiated over the surface of the mold plate to the surroundings.The direction of that of the Peltier elements were
"pumped" heat flow can be reversed in case of need by reversing the polarity of the DC power source to produce an additional cooling
effect instead of the heater.

The invention is illustrated by the schematic representation of an example in the drawing. In the drawing:
FIG1, a portion of a hot plate in the novel

Longitudinal section of the cooling zones with associated external electrical circuit elements and

2 shows a longitudinal section through a Conveyor Belt Vuikani sierpresse with after-market cooling zones.

In Fig1 hot plate 1 is drawn in its middle section with steam, hot water or another heat carrier flowing through holes 2 are provided,
while her two border areas, however trained as a cooling zones and provided for this purpose with built-in Peltier elements are 3.The
Peltier elements 3 are in a known manner, for example by copper bridges connected to each other established pole legs of
semiconductor materials and in greater numbers each in blocks grouped into compact units. Through a polarity reversal switch 4 are
connected externally to a DC power source 5. In the drawn on position they are switched to cooling.By flipping the switch 4, dashed
into the indicated position, the other current flow direction and thus the direction of the Peltier effect can be reversed. Using a variable
resistor 6, the cooling or heating of the elements can be regulated as a function of its operating current.

The curing press according to the diagram in Fig2 contains two heating plates 1 of conventional construction and arrangement, which
is pressed between the conveyor belt 7 in the raw state introduced with the addition of shims in eight successive length portions and
is vulcanized.In the entry and exit of the press on both sides are Temperaturleitblechen 9 of the conveyor belt 3 attached Peltier
elements to cool the transition areas between the strap sections located in different Vulkanisationszustdnden alternatively or in
addition to

http://translationportal.epo.org/emtp/translate/7TREN=en%3Agoogle & SRCLANG=de&UI... 6/30/2011
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Decision Date: June 9,2011

In re Application of :
DECISION ON PETITION

Pasi Ojala

UNDER CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Application No: 12087206
Filed : 08-Oct-2008

Attorney Docket No: TPO.016.WUS

This is an electronic decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed June 9,2011 , 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 in this application 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 concerning this decision should be directed to the Patent Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197.

This application file is being referred to Technology Center AU 2614  for processing of the request for continuing examination
under 37 CFR 1.114.

Office of Petitions



PTO/SB/140

Doc Code: PET.AUTO U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Document Description: Petition automatically granted by EFS-Web Department of Commerce

Electronic Petition Request PETITION TO WITHDRAW AN APPLICATION FROM ISSUE AFTER PAYMENT OF

THE ISSUE FEE UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)

Application Number 12087206

Filing Date 08-Oct-2008

First Named Inventor Pasi Ojala

Art Unit 2614

Examiner Name FRIEDRICH FAHNERT

Attorney Docket Number TPO.016.WUS

Title

CONTROLLING THE DECODING OF BINAURAL AUDIO SIGNALS

An application may be withdrawn from issue for further action upon petition by the applicant. To request that the Office
withdraw an application from issue, applicant must file a petition under this section including the fee set forth in § 1.17(h) and a
showing of good and sufficient reasons why withdrawal of the application from issue is necessary.

APPLICANT HEREBY PETITIONS TO WITHDRAW THIS APPLICATION FROM ISSUE UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c).

A grantable petition requires the following items:

(1) Petition fee; and

(2) One of the following reasons:

(a) Unpatentability of one or more claims, which must be accompanied by an unequivocal statement that one or more claims
are unpatentable, an amendment to such claim or claims, and an explanation as to how the amendment causes such claim or
claims to be patentable;

{(b) Consideration of a request for continued examination in compliance with § 1.114 (for a utility or plant application only); or
{c) Express abandonment of the application. Such express abandonment may be in favor of a continuing application, but not a
CPA under 37 CFR 1.53(d).

Petition Fee
] Applicant claims SMALL ENTITY status. See 37 CFR 1.27.
] Applicant is no longer claiming SMALL ENTITY status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g}(2).
] Applicant(s) status remains as SMALL ENTITY.

< Applicant(s) status remains as other than SMALL ENTITY

Reason for withdrawal from issue




(3 Oneor more claims are unpatentable

(® Consideration of a request for continued examination (RCE) (List of Required Documents and Fees)

O Applicant hereby expressly abandons the instant application {(any attorney/agent signing for this reason must
have power of attorney pursuant to 37 CFR 1.32(b)).

RCE request,submission, and fee.

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){(4) that:
[1 TheRCE request ,submissicn, and fee have already been filed in the above-identified application cn

Are attached.

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){(4) thatlam:

® An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office who has been given power of attorney
in this application.

(O Anattorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office, acting in a representative capacity.

(O Asoleinventor
(O Ajointinventor; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all of the inventors
(> Ajointinventor; all of whom are signing this e-petition

(O The assignee of record of the entire interest that has properly made itself of record pursuant to 37 CFR 3.71

Signature /Erin Nichols Matkaiti/

Name Erin Nichols Matkaiti

Registration Number 57125
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COOLEY LLP
ATTN: PATENT GROUP
SUITE 1100
777 — 6™ STREET, NW MAILED
WASHINGTON DC 20001 NOV 16 201

' ' 1
In re Application of E OFFICE OF PET ITIONS
LEE, et al : )
Application No. 12/087,224 . . DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: December 29, 2008 )
Attorney Docket No. HANO-002/00US

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed October
26, 2011, 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 June 18, 2010, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three (3) months. No
extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the application
became abandoned on September 19, 2010. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed January 10, 2011.

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 $1860; and (3) the required statement of unintentional
delay.

There is no indication that the person signing the petition was ever given a power of attorney to prosecute
the application. If the person signing the petition desires to receive future correspondence regarding this
application, the appropriate power of attorney document must be submitted.

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

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 1641 for appropriate action by the Examiner
in the normal course of business.

/Diane Goodwyn/
Diane Goodwyn
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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Gregory B. Coy
Krieg DeVault LLP

One Indiana Square, Suite 2800 MAILED
Indianapolis IN 46204

AUG 02 2010
In re Application of * OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Paul Richard Sommerville :
Application No. 12/087,243 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: November 17, 2008 : TO WITHDRAW
Attorney Docket No. CRDS-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
July 8, 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.F.R. § 1.136(a).

The request was signed by Gregory Coy on behalf of all attorneys/agents associated with customer number
52450. All attorneys/agents associated with customer number 52450 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.

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

/Kimberly Inabinet/

Kimberly Inabinet
. Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Paul R. Sommerville
F.A.O. CradleSafe/Safegroup
305 Arrowhead Trail, Cedar PK
Austin, TX 78613
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address; COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

[ APPLICATION NUMBER FILING OR 371(C) DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT | ATTY. DOCKET NOJ/TITLE |
12/087,243 11/17/2008 Paul Richard Sommerville CRDS-3
' CONFIRMATION NO. 6995
Gregory B. Coy POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

Krieg DeVault LLP

One Inara Sauare, Sute 2800 A

Indianapolis, IN 46204
Date Mailed: 07/30/2010

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY
This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 07/08/2010.

» 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.

/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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) Commissioner for Patents
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27799
COHEN PONTANI LIEBERMAN & PAVANE LLP :
551 Fifth Avenue, Suite 1210 MA”.ED
New York, NY 10176
o Assiication of Ccl 22 wuil
n re Application o :
BEKER ef al : PCT LEGAL ADMINISTRATION
U.S. Application No.: 12/087,295 X
PCT No.: PCT/FR2007/050600
Int. Filing Date: 02 January 2007 :
Priority Date: 30 December 2005 : DECISION
Attorney Docket No.: 33901-294PUS ;
For: METHOD AND DEVICE FOR
MANAGING PERSONAL
COMMUNICATION OF AT LEAST ONE
USER

This decision is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.182 filed 03
November 2010.

BACKGROUND

On 30 June 2008, applicants filed papers to enter the national stage of
PCT/FR2006/050600. Applicants included international papers for
PCT/FR2007/050600 with this submission.

On 14 August 2009, applicants submitted an executed declaration and $130.00
surcharge fee (the declaration also listed the PCT number as PCT/FR2006/050600).

On 14 October 2010, a communication was mailed notifying applicants that there
was a discrepancy in the international application number.

On 03 November 2010, applicants filed the subject petition under 37 CFR 1.182
which was accompanied by a $400.00 petition fee.

DISCUSSION

Applicants’ petition under 37 CFR 1.182 to change the PCT number in the
above-captioned national stage application to PCT/FR2007/050600.

Applicants state that the international application was incorrectly identified as
PCT/FR2006/050600 on initial filing. The $400.00 petition fee has been paid.



P

12/087,295 Page 2

A review of the above-captioned application file verifies that the wrong PCT
number was listed on the transmittal letter (PTO-1390) and other papers filed on 30
June 2008 with the Office. Moreover, the incorrect PCT number was also listed on the
declaration filed 14 August 2009.

Nonetheless, applicants provided international papers that correspond to
PCT/FR2007/050600 on initial filing. WIPO records verify that the PCT number
corresponding to the title, international filing date, priority date and listed applicants is
PCT/FR2007/050600. Applicants also state in the subject petition that the international
application was incorrectly identified on initial filing. -

Thus, it is clear that the subject application was intended to be filed as the
national stage of PCT/FR2007/050600 but for a typographical error.

CONCLUSION

Applicants’ petition under 37 CFR 1.182 is GRANTED.

USPTO records have been changed to reflect that the above-captioned
application is the national stage of PCT/FR2007/050600.

This application is being forwarded to the DO/EO/US for further processing in
accordance with this decision.

JHrmson

ames Thomson
Attorney Advisor
Office of PCT Legal Administration

Tel.: (571) 272-3302
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OLIFF & BERRIDGE, PLC - MAILED

P.0O. BOX 320850 ,

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22320-4850 : - OCT 2 tund
PGT LEGAL ADMINISTRATION

In re Application of EINHAUS et al

U.S. Application No.: 12/087,308 ' :

PCT Application No.: PCT/FR2006/002661 : DECISION
Int. Filing Date: 06 December 2006 :

Priority Date Claimed: 04 January 2006

Attorney Docket No.: 137513

- For: DEVICE AND PROCESS FOR PRODUCING

A BLOCK OF CRYSTALLINE MATERIAL

This is in response to applicant's correspondence filed 16 March 2010, which is being
treated as a petition under 37 CFR 1.181.

BACKGROUND

On 06 December 2006, applicant filed international application PCT/FR2006/002661,
which claimed priority of an earlier France application filed 04 January 2006. A copy of the
international application was communicated to the USPTO from the International Bureau on 12
July 2007. The thirty-month period for paying the basic national fee in the United States expired
on 07 July 2008. .

On 01 July 2008, applicant filed national stage papers in the United States
Designated/Elected Office (DO/EO/US). The submission was accompanied by, infer alia, the
basic national fee required by 35 U.S.C. 371(c)(1).

On 11 December 2009, the DO/EO/US mailed a Notice of Acceptance of Application
Under 35 U.S.C. 371 (Form PCT/DO/EO/903).

On 16 March 2010, applicant filed the present petition under 37 CFR 1.181.

DISCUSSION

The petition states that the Notice of Acceptance incorrectly identifies the international
application number as “PCT/JP2006/002661” instead of “PCT/FR2006/002661”. A review of



Application Number: 12/087,308 -2-

the transmittal letter (Form PTO-1390) filed on 01 July 2008 reveals that the international
application number was indicated as “PCT/JP2006/002661”. Although this error was recognized
by applicant in the correspondence filed 28 July 2008, a petition under 37 CFR 1.182 to correct
the application along with the requisite $400.00 petition fee has not been submitted.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons above, the petition under 37 CFR 1.181 is DISMISSED without '
prejudice. o

If reconsideration on the merits of the petition is desired, a proper response must be filed
within TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail date of this decision. Extensions.of time are
available under 37 CFR 1.136(a). '

Any further correspondence with respect to this matter may be filed electronically via

" EFS-Web selecting the document description "Petition for review and processing by the PCT

Legal Office" or by mail addressed to Mail Stop PCT, Commissioner for Patents, Office of PCT
Legal Administration, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450, with the contents of the
letter marked to the attention of the Office of PCT Legal Administration.

Bromlon
Bryan Lin

PCT Legal Examiner
PCT Legal Office

Telephone: 571-272-3303
Facsimile: 571-273-0459
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COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
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OLIFF & BERRIDGE, PLC MAILED
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ALEXANDRIA, VA 22320-4850 6 DEC 201
PCT LEGAL ADMINISTRATION

In re Application of EINHAUS et al
U.S. Application No.: 12/087,308 : ‘
PCT Application No.: PCT/FR2006/002661 : DECISION
Int. Filing Date: 06 December 2006 : :
Priority Date Claimed: 04 January 2006
Attorney Docket No.: 137513
For: DEVICE AND PROCESS FOR PRODUCING
A BLOCK OF CRYSTALLINE MATERIAL

This is in response to applicant's correspondence filed on 12 November 2010, which is
being treated as a petition under 37 CFR 1.182.

BACKGROUND

On 06 December 2006, applicant filed international application PCT/FR2006/002661,
which claimed priority of an earlier France application filed 04 January 2006. A copy of the
international application was communicated to the USPTO from the International Bureau on 12
July 2007. The thirty-month period for paying the basic national fee in the United States expired
on 07 July 2008. .

On 01 July 2008, applicant filed national stage papers in the United States
Designated/Elected Office (DO/EO/US). The submission was accompanied by, inter alia, the
basic national fee required by 35 U.S.C. 371(c)(1).

On 11 December 2009, the DO/EO/US mailed a Notice of Acceptance of Application
Under 35 U.S.C. 371 (Form PCT/DO/EO/903).

On 16 March 2010, applicant filed a petition under 37 CFR 1.181.

On 21 October 2010, this Office mailed a decision dismissing the 16 March 2010
petition.

On 12 November 2010, applicant filed the instant petition under 37 CFR 1.182.
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DISCUSSION

The petition states that applicant inadvertently typed the wrong international application
number “PCT/JP2006/002661” on the transmittal letter filed on 01 July 2008. Because the
correct international application number “PCT/FR2006/002661” was present on at least one
paper filed on 01 July 2008, correction of the application is permissible. Applicant’s explanation
for the error is accepted.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons above, the petition under 37 CFR 1.182 is GRANTED.

The Notice of Acceptance of Application Under 35 U.S.C. 371 (Form PCT/DO/EQ/903)
mailed on 11 December 2009 is hereby VACATED.

The application is being forwarded to the DO/EO/US for processing in accordance with
this decision, including preparation and mailing of a corrected of Acceptance of Application
Under 35 U.S.C. 371 (Form PCT/DO/EO/903), which should identify the international
application number as “PCT/FR2006/002661”.

Bl
Bryan Lin

PCT Legal Examiner
PCT Legal Office

Telephone: 571-272-3303
Facsimile: 571-273-0459
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é(\‘" IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
pe>
¢ the Application of
Group Art Unit: 1792
Roland EINHAUS et al.

Application No.: 12/087,308
Filed: July 1, 2008 Docket No.: 137513

For:  DEVICE AND PROCESS FOR PRODUCING A BLOCK OF CRYSTALLINE
MATERIAL

PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.102

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

Sir:

Applicants respectfully petition to be accorded special status for examination under
Project Exchange/Patent Application Backlog Reduction Stimulus Plan in the above-identified
patent application.

Applicants respectfully submit that:

(1) This application is a nonprovisional application and has an actual filing date of July 1,
2008, which is earlier than October 1, 2009.

(2) This application is copending with nonprovisional U.S. Patent Application No.
12/449,802 having an actual filing date of August 27, 2009, which is earlier than October 1,
2009, and which is complete under 37 CFR 1.53.

(3) Roland Einhaus is a common inventor in this application and copending U.S. Patent
Application No. 12/449,802;

(4) A letter of express abandonment under 37 CFR 1.138(a) has been filed today in
copending U.S. Patent Application No. 12/449,802 before it has been taken up for examination.

(5) Applicants have not filed petitions in more than fourteen other applications
requesting special status under this program.

(6) Applicants agree to make an election without traverse in a telephonic interview if the
Office determines that the claims of the application to be made special are directed to two or

more independent and distinct inventions.



Application No.

- W

Please telephone the undersigned at the telephone number set forth below if any

questions arise in connection with this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

William P. Berri
Registration No. 30,024

Edward J. Wise
Registration No. 34,523

WPB:EXW/nlp

Attachment:
Copy of Letter of Express Abandonment in U.S. Patent Application No. 12/449,802

Date: March 24,2011 . DEPOSIT ACCOUNT USE
AUTHORIZATION
OLIFF & BERRIDGE, PLC Please grant any extension
P.O. Box 320850 necessary for entry of this filing;
Alexandria, Virginia 22320-4850 _ Charge any fee due to our
Telephone: (703) 836-6400 Deposit Account No. 15-0461




PATENT APPLICATION
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o .

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
In re the Application of
Roland EINHAUS et al.

Application No.:  12/449,802

Filed: August 27, 2009 Docket No.: 142724

For:  DEVICE AND METHOD FOR MAIL STOP EXPRESS ABANDONMENT
PRODUCING SELF-SUSTAINED
PLATES OF SILICON OR OTHER
CRYSTALLINE MATERIALS

PETITION FOR EXPRESS ABANDONMENT

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

Sir:

Applicants respectfully petition to expressly abandon the above-mentioned patent
application in order to be accorded special status for examination under Project Exchange/Patent
Application Backlog Reduction Stimulus Plan in U.S. Patent Application No. 12/087,308.

Applicants respectfully submit that:

(1) Applicants have not and will not file an application that claims the benefit of the
expressly abandoned application under any provision of title 35, United States Code;

(2) Applicants agree not to request a refund of any fees paid in the expressly abandoned
application; and

(3) Applicants have not and will not file a new application that claims the same invention
claimed in the expressly abandoned application (the phrase ‘‘same invention’’ has the same
meaning as used in the context of statutory double patenting under 35 U.S.C. 101).

Please telephone the undersigned at the phone number set forth below if any questions
arise in connection with this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

COURTESY COPY

William P. Berridge
Registration No. 30,024

Edward J. Wise
Registration No. 34,523

WPB:EXW/nlp

Date: March 24,2011

OLIFF & BERRIDGE, PLC

P.O. Box 320850

Alexandria, Virginia 22320-4850
Telephone: (703) 836-6400

DEPOSIT ACCOUNT USE
AUTHORIZATION
Please grant any extension
necessary for entry of this filing;
Charge any fee due to our
Deposit Account No. 15-0461




"UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
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OLIFF & BERRIDGE, PLC
P.0. BOX 320850

ALEXANDRIA VA 22320-4850 MAILED
62011
In re Application of ‘ : APR 06 t
EINHAUS, etal. : DEOFECEOPREHHONS ON
- Application No. 12/087,308 : TO MAKE SPECIAL
35 U.S.C. 371 Date: July 1, 2008 : 37 CFR 1.102

Int. Appl. No.: PCT/FR2006/002661
Int. File Date: December 6, 2006
Attorney Docket No. 137513

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102, filed March 24, 2011, to make the above-
identified application special under the Patent Application Backlog Reduction Stimulus Plan
which is a pilot program set forth at 74 Federal Register Notice 62285 (November 27, 2009) and
75 Federal register Notice 36063 (June 24, 2010).

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 62285 and 75 FR 36063 must be directed to a nonprovisional application filed
prior to October 1, 2009.

The USPTO will accord special status for examination under Patent Application Backlog
Reduction Stimulus Plan under the following conditions:

(1) The application for which special status is sought is a nonprovisional application
that has an actual filing date earlier than October 1, 2009;

(2) The applicant has another copending nonprovisional application that has an actual
filing date earlier than October 1, 2009, and is complete under 37 CFR 1.53;

(3) The application for which special status is sought and the other copending
nonprovisional application either are owned by the same party as of October 1, 2009,
or name at least one inventor in common;

(4) The applicant files a letter of express abandonment under 37 CFR 1.138(a) in the
copending nonprovisional application before it has been taken up for examination and

a) includes a statement that the applicant has not and will not file a new
application that claims the same invention claimed in the expressly abandoned
application;
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Decision on Petition to Make Special

b) includes a statement that the applicant has not and will not file an
application that claims the benefit of the expressly abandoned application
under any provision of title 35, United States Code, and

c) includes a statement that the applicant agrees not to request a refund of any
fees paid in the expressly abandoned application; and

(5) The applicant files a petition under 37 CFR 1.102 in the application for which
special status is sought that

a) includes a specific identification of the relationship between the
applications that qualifies the application for special status;

b) identifies, by application number if available, the application that is being
expressly abandoned;

c¢) provides a statement certifying that applicant has not filed petitions in more
than fourteen (14) other applications requesting special status under this
program; and

d) provides a statement that applicant agrees to make an election without
traverse in a telephonic interview if the Office determines that the claims of
the application to be made special are directed to two or more independent
and distinct inventions.

The requirement for a fee for consideration of the petition to make special for applications
pertaining to Patent Application Backlog Reduction Stimulus Plan has been waived.

The instant petition complies with the conditions required under Patent Application Backlog
-Reduction Stimulus Plan. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded
“special” status.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Brian W. Brown at 571-272-
5338. .

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

ig being forwarded to the Office of Patent Application Processing for
g commensurate with this decision.

The apphcatlon

etifions Exammer
Office of Petitions
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January 12,2012

Patent No.  : 8,062,028 B2
Appl. No.  :12/087,311
Inventor(s) : Takayo Hasegawa, et al.

Issued : November 22, 2011
Title : HEAT TREATMENT APPARATUS FOR OXIDE SUPERCONDUCTING
WIRE

Docket No. : HASE3015/GAL
Re: Request for Certificate of Correction

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

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

In view of the foregoing, your request, in this matér, is hereby denied.
All petitions for correction of Assignees’ names under rule 3.81(b) should:

(A) state that the assignment was submitted for recordation as set forth in 37 CFR 3.11 before
issuance of the patent;

(B) include a request for a certificate of correction under 37 CFR 1.323 along with the fee set
forth in 37 CFR 1.20(a); (unless fee (currently $100) was previously paid for consideration of
request for certificate of correction)

(C) include the processing fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(i).



The petition under 37 CFR 3.81(b) should be directed to the following address of facsimile
number:

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

By hand: : Customer Service Window
Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314
(Hours of operation are 8:30 a.m. to midnight, Eastern Standard Time, Monday through Friday,

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

PARSEER G S AR ]
: Johnson

Antonio Johnson

For Mary F. Diggs

Decisions & Certificates
of Correction Branch

(571)272-0483

BACON & THOMAS, PLLC
625 SLATERS LANE

FOURTH FLOOR
ALEXANDRIA VA 22314-1176



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

BACON & THOMAS, PLLC MAILED
625 SLATERS LANE FEB 24 2012
FOURTH FLOOR A

ALEXANDRIA VA 22314-1176 ' OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Patent No. 8,062,028

Issue Date: November 22, 2011 : ‘

Application No. 12/087,311 . : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: July 1, 2008 :

Attorney Docket No. HASE3015/GAL

This is a decision on the Request For Certificate Of Correction Under 37 CFR 3.81(b), filed
January 18, 2012, which is being treated as a Petition Under 37 CFR §3.81(b), to identify the
correct second assignee’s name. A completed Certificate of Correction Form (PTO/SB/44) was
previously submitted.

The petition under 37 CFR §3.81(b) is GRANTED.

Petitioner requests that the present Petition was submitted to identify the correct second
assignee’s name on the previously submitted PTOL 85B. Accordingly, petitioner requests that a
Certificate of Correction (PTO/SB/44) be issued to identify the correct second assignee’s name
to the Title Page of the Letters Patent.

37 CFR 3.81(b), effective June 25, 2004, reads:

After payment of the issue fee: Any request for-issuance of an application in
the name of the assignee submitted after the date of payment of the issue fee,
and any request for a patent to be corrected to state the name of the assignee,
must state that the assignment was submitted for recordation as set forth in
§3.11 before issuance of the patent, and must include a request for a certificate
of correction under §1.323 of this chapter (accompanied by the fee set forth in
§1.20(a) and the processing fee set forth in §1.17(i) of this chapter.

The requisite $130.00 processing fee (Fee Code 1464), as set forth under 37 CFR 1.17(),

and the requisite $100.00 fee (Fee Code 1811), as set forth under 37 CFR §1.20(a), were
submitted. Further, Office assignment records are consistent with the requested correction.
Accordingly, since the Petition complies with the provisions of 37 CFR §3.81(b), it is
appropriate for the Office to issue a Certificate of Correction in accordance with the content of
the Form (PTO/SB/44) previously submitted.



U.S. Patent No. 8,062,028 Page 2
Application No. 12/087,311
Decision on Petition under 37 CFR §3.81(b)

Inquiries related this communication should be directed to the undersigned at (571)272-3213.

Any questions concerning the issuance of a Certificate of Correction should be directed to the
Certificates of Correction Branch at (703)756-1814.

This matter is being referred to the Certificates of Correction Branch for processing of a

Certificate of Cgrrection in U.S. Patent No. 8,062,028.
Cheryl Gibson-Baylor Z 5

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



Doc Code: PET.PTA.RCAL

Document Description: Request for Recalculation in view of Wyeth PTO/SB/131 (01-10)
Approved for use through 02/28/2011. OMB 0651-0020

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

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

REQUEST FOR RECALCULATION OF PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT
IN VIEW OF WYETH*

A Dock

Number o HASE3014/GAL Petent Number: 7660749
Filing Date Issue Date:

(or 371(b) or (f) Date): 2008-07-02 2010-02-16
First Named

mnventor: 1 akayo Hasegawa

Tle: RARE EARTH-CONTAINING TAPE-SHAPED OXIDE SUPERCONDUCTOR

PATENTEE HEREBY REQUESTS RECALCULATION OF THE PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT (PTA)
UNDER 35 USC 154(b) INDICATED ON THE ABOVE-IDENTIFIED PATENT. THE PATENTEE'S
SOLE BASIS FOR REQUESTING THE RECALCULATION IS THE USPTO'S PRE-WYETH
INTERPRETATION OF 35 U.S.C. 154(b)(2)(A).

Note: This form is only for requesting a recalculation of PTA for patents issued before
March 2, 2010, if the sole basis for requesting the recalculation is the USPTO’s pre-Wyeth
interpretation of 35 U.S.C. 154(b)(2)(A). See Instruction Sheet on page 2 for more
information.

Patentees are reminded that to preserve the right to review in the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia of the USPTO’s patent term adjustment determination, a patentee
must ensure that he or she also takes the steps required under 35 U.S.C. 154(b)(3) and (b)(4)
and 37 CFR 1.705 in a timely manner.

*Wyeth v. Kappos, No. 2009-1120 (Fed. Cir., Jan. 7, 2010).

/ThomasJMoore/ pate 2010-08-12

Signature

Name Thomas J. Moore

(Print/ Typed) Registration Number 28974

Note: Signatures of all the inventors or assignees of record of the entire interest or their representative(s) are required in accordance with 37
CFR 1.33 and 11.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4(d) for the form of the signature. If necessary, submit multiple forms for more than one signature,
see below™.

|:| *Total of —____ forms are submitted.

The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by
35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 12 hours 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: Commissioner for Patents, P.O.
Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

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




PTO/SB/131 (01-10)
Approved for use through 02/28/2011. OMB 0651-0020
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

Instruction Sheet for:
REQUEST FOR RECALCULATION OF PATENT TERM ADJUSTMENT

IN VIEW OF WYETH*
(Not to be Submitted to the USPTO)

This form is only for requesting a recalculation of PTA for patents issued
before March 2, 2010, if the sole basis for requesting the recalculation is the USPTO’s
pre-Wyeth interpretation of 35 U.S.C. 154(b)(2)(A).

This form must be filed within 180 days of the day the patent was granted, with the
following exception:

Patentees who received a decision from the USPTO under the USPTO’s pre-Wyeth
interpretation of 35 U.S.C. 154(b)(2)(A) may file a request for reconsideration of that decision if
such a request for reconsideration is filed within two months of the date of the decision (37
CFR 1.181(f)). If the patentee’s sole basis for requesting reconsideration of the decision is the
USPTO’s pre-Wyeth interpretation of 35 U.S.C. 154(b)(2)(A), the request for reconsideration
need only state that reconsideration is being requested in view of Wyeth (this form may be
used for this purpose if it is filed within two months of the date of the decision from the
USPTO).

Do not use this form if the application has been allowed, but not yet issued as a
patent.

1. For patents issued before March 2, 2010: A request for reconsideration under 37 CFR
1.705(d) and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(e) are not required, provided that the patentee’s
sole basis for requesting recalculation of the PTA in the patent is the USPTO’s pre-Wyeth
interpretation of 35 U.S.C. 154(b)(2)(A) and this form is filed within 180 days of the day the patent
was granted.

2. For patents issued on or after March 2, 2010 (do not use this form): Patentees seeking a
revised PTA in a patent issued on or after March 2, 2010, must file a request for reconsideration
under 37 CFR 1.705(d) that complies with the requirements of 37 CFR 1.705(b)(1) and (b)(2)
within two months of the day the patent issued.

For more information, see “Notice Concerning Calculation of the Patent Term Adjustment

With Respect to the Overlapping Delay Provision of 35 U.S.C. 154(b)(2)(A)” available on the
USPTO Web site at http://www.uspto.gov/patents/law/notices/2010.jsp.

*Wyeth v. Kappos, No. 2009-1120 (Fed. Cir., Jan. 7, 2010).




Privacy Act Statement

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

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

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

2. Arecord 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.

3. 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.

4. 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
information shall be required to comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as
amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

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

6. A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal
agency for purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for 