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701 Statutory Authority for Examination
[R-10.2019]

35U.S.C. 131 Examination of application.

The Director shall cause an examination to be made of the
application and the alleged new invention; and if on such
examination it appears that the applicant is entitled to a patent
under the law, the Director shall issue a patent therefor.

The main conditions precedent to the grant of a
patent to an applicant are set forthin 35 U.S.C. 101,
102, 103, and 112.

35U.S.C. 101 Inventions patentable.

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process,
machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new
and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor,
subject to the conditions and requirements of thistitle.

See MPEP 8§ 2104 — 2109 and 2157 for adiscussion
of inventionsthat are not considered to be patentable
under 35 U.S.C. 101.

35U.S.C. 100 Definitions.

[Editor Note: 35 U.S.C. 100(e)-(j) as set forth below are only
applicableto patent applications and patents subject to thefirst
inventor to file provisions of the AIA (35 U.S.C. 100 (note)). See
pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 100(e) for paragraph (e) as applicable to
patent applications and patents not subject to the first inventor
to file provisions of the AIA]

When used in this title unless the context otherwise indicates -

(@) Theterm “invention” meansinvention or discovery.
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(b) Theterm “process’ means process, art, or method, and
includes anew use of aknown process, machine, manufacture,
composition of matter, or material.

(c) Theterms*“United States’” and “this country” mean the
United States of America, its territories and possessions.

(d) Theword “patentee” includes not only the patentee to
whom the patent was issued but also the successorsin title to
the patentee.

(e) Theterm “third-party requester” means a person
reguesting ex parte reexamination under section 302 who is not
the patent owner.

(f) Theterm "inventor" meanstheindividua or, if ajoint
invention, the individuals collectively who invented or
discovered the subject matter of the invention.

(g) Theterms"joint inventor" and "coinventor" mean any
1 of the individuals who invented or discovered the subject
matter of ajoint invention.

(h) Theterm "joint research agreement" means a written
contract, grant, or cooperative agreement entered into by 2 or
more persons or entities for the performance of experimental,
developmental, or research work in the field of the claimed
invention.

0]
(1) Theterm "effective filing date" for aclaimed
invention in a patent or application for patent means—

(A) if subparagraph (B) does not apply, the actual
filing date of the patent or the application for the patent
containing a claim to the invention; or

(B) thefiling date of the earliest application for
which the patent or application is entitled, asto such invention,
to aright of priority under section 119, 365(a), or 365(b) or to
the benefit of an earlier filing date under section 120, 121,

365(c), or 386(c).

(2) Theeffectivefiling date for aclaimed invention in
an application for reissue or reissued patent shall be determined
by deeming the claim to the invention to have been contained
in the patent for which reissue was sought.

()) Theterm "claimed invention" means the subject matter
defined by aclaim in a patent or an application for a patent.

Pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 100 Definitions.

[Editor Note: Pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 100(€) as set forth below is
not applicable to any patent application subject to the first
inventor to file provisions of the AIA (see 35 U.SC. 100 (note)).
For an application or patent subject to the first inventor to file
provisions of the AlA, see 35 U.SC. 100.]

When used in this title unless the context otherwise indicates -

*kkkk

(e) Theterm “third-party requester” means a person
reguesting ex parte reexamination under section 302 or inter
partes reexamination under section 311 who is not the patent
owner.

Rev. 07.2022, February 2023

702 Requisitesof theApplication [R-07.2015]

The Office of Patent Application Processing (OPAP)
reviews application papers to determine whether a
new application is entitled to afiling date. Note that
asaresult of the Patent Law Treaties |mplementation
Act of 2012 (PLTIA), Public Law 112-211,
December 18, 2012, and specificaly, the
amendments to the patent laws to implement the
provisions of the Patent Law Treaty (PLT) in title
Il of the PLTIA, the filing date requirements for
applicationsfiled on or after December 18, 2013 are
different from the filing date requirements for
applications filed prior to December 18, 2013.
Except for design applications, the filing date for
nonprovisional applications filed on or after
December 18, 2013 is the date on which a
specification, with or without claims, is received in
the Office. See MPEP § 601.01(a) for additional
information. Similarly, provisional applicationsfiled
on or after December 18, 2013 may receive afiling
date evenif the application isfiled without drawings.
See MPEP 8§ 601.01(b) for additional information.
The filing date for a design application, except for
acontinued prosecution application (CPA) under 37
CFR 1.53(d), is the date on which the specification
asrequired by 35 U.S.C. 112, including at least one
claim, and any required drawingsarereceived in the
Office. See MPEP § 601.01(a). Also, for applications
filed on or after December 18, 2013, an application
(other than an application for adesign patent) is not
required to include any drawings to be entitled to a
filing date. It should be noted, however, 35 U.S.C.
111(a)(2) continues to require the application to
include a drawing as prescribed by 35 U.S.C. 113,
which requires a drawing where necessary for the
understanding of the subject matter sought to be
patented. Therefore, any drawings necessary for the
understanding of the invention should be submitted
with the application on filing.

If the subject matter of the application admits of
illustration by adrawing to facilitate understanding
of the invention, including where a drawing is
necessary for the understanding of theinvention, the
Office will continue the practice of requiring a
drawing. See MPEP § 608.02, subsection IV. As
discussed in MPEP § 608.02, this requirement prior
to examination should continue to be extremely rare
and limited to the situation in which no examination
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can be performed due to the lack of an illustration
of theinvention.

In addition, as provided in 35 U.S.C. 111(c), a
nonprovisional application filed under 35 U.S.C.
111(a) on or after December 18, 2013 may be filed
by a reference to a previoudy filed application
(foreign, international, provisional, or
nonprovisional) indicating that the specification and
any drawings of the application are replaced by the
reference to the previoudly filed application. See
MPEP § 601.01(a), subsection Il1.

Theminimal formal requirementsresulting from the
implementation of the PLTIA and PLT should not
be viewed as prescribing a best practice for the
preparation and filing of a patent application. The
preparation of claims to any claimed invention for
which patent protection is desired and the inclusion
of such claims with the application on filing will
help ensure that the application satisfies the
disclosure requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112(a) for any
such claimed invention. Similarly, while the absence
of any drawing on the filing of an application no
longer raises aquestion asto whether the application
is entitled to a filing date, the preparation of
drawings for a provisional or nonprovisional
application is prudent where adrawing is necessary
for the understanding of the subject matter sought
to be patented, and inclusion of such drawing(s) with
the application on filing will help ensure that the
requirements of 35 U.S.C. 113 are satisfied for any
such claimed invention.

If an application (other than an application for a
design patent) isfiled on or after December 18, 2013,
without any claims, OPAP will issue anotice giving
the applicant a time period within which to submit
at least one claim in order to avoid abandonment.
An application will not be placed on an examiner's
docket unless and until the application includes a
specification including at least one claim.

For applications filed under pre-PLT (AIA) 35
U.S.C. 111 prior to December 18, 2013, afiling date
isassigned to anonprovisional application as of the
date a specification containing a description and
claim and any necessary drawings are filed in the
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (Office). See
pre-PLT (AIA) 37 CFR 1.53(b).
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Once OPAP determines that the application is
entitled to a filing date, OPAP then determines
whether the application as filed is complete, e.g.,
includes the required fees, the inventor’'s oath or
declaration, and all pages of the specification and
drawings. If the papers filed are not entitled to a
filing date, OPAP will send a“Notice of Incomplete
Application” informing applicant of the deficiencies,
if the application is entitled to afiling date but it is
not complete, an OPAP notice (e.g., a “Notice of
Omitted Item(s)”) will be sent indicating that the
application papers so deposited have been accorded
afiling date and indicating what papers must befiled
to complete the application.

The examiner should be careful to see that the
application is complete when taken up for
examination. If, for example, pages of the
specification or drawings are missing, the examiner
should determine whether the applicationis entitled
to the filing date assigned, and what action should
be taken. See MPEP 8§ 601.01(d) and 601.01(g) for
guidance.

702.01 Obvioudly Informal Cases[R-07.2015]

When an application istaken up for examination and
it is then discovered to be impractical to give a
complete action on the merits because of aninformal
or insufficient disclosure, the following procedure
may be followed:

(A) A reasonable search should be made of the
invention so far asit can be understood from the
disclosure, objects of invention and claims and any
apparently pertinent art cited. In the rare case in
which the disclosure is so incomprehensible asto
preclude a reasonabl e search, the Office action
should clearly inform applicant that no search was
made;

(B) Any form that listsinformalities and any
additional formal requirements to be made should
be included in the first Office action (see MPEP §

707.07(a));

(C) A requirement should be made that the
specification be revised to conform to idiomatic
English and United States patent practice;

(D) The claims should be rejected asfailing to
define the invention in the manner required by

Rev. 07.2022, February 2023
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35U.S.C. 112 if they are informal. A blanket
rejection is usualy sufficient.

The examiner should attempt to point out the points
of informality in the specification and claims. The
burden is on the applicant to revise the application
to render it in proper form for a complete
examination.

If a number of obviously informal claims are filed
in an application, such claims should be treated as
being a single clam for fee and examination
purposes.

It isto applicant’s advantage to file the application
with an adequate disclosure and with claims which
conform to the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
usages and requirements. This should be done
whenever possible. If, however, due to the pressure
of a Convention deadline or other reasons, this is
not possible, applicants are urged to submit
promptly, preferably within 3 months after filing, a
preliminary amendment which corrects the obvious
informalities. Theinformalities should be corrected
to the extent that the disclosureisreadily understood
and the claimsto beinitially examined arein proper
form, particularly as to dependency, and otherwise
clearly define the invention. “New matter” must be
excluded from these amendments since preliminary
amendments filed after the filing date of the
application do not enjoy original disclosure status.
See MPEP § 608.04(b).

Whenever, upon examination, it is found that the
terms or phrases or modes of characterization used
to describe the invention are not sufficiently
consonant with the art to which the invention
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected,
to enable the examiner to make the examination
specified in 37 CFR 1.104, the examiner should
make a reasonable search of the invention so far as
it can be understood from the disclosure. The action
of the examiner may be limited to acitation of what
appears to be the most pertinent prior art found and
areguest that applicant correlate the terminology of
the specification with art-accepted terminology
before further action is made.

Use form paragraph 7.01 where the terminology is
such that a proper search cannot be made.

Rev. 07.2022, February 2023
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9 7.01 Use of Unconventional Terminology, Cannot Be
Examined

A preliminary examination of this application reveals that it
includes terminology which is so different from that which is
generally accepted in the art to which this invention pertains
that aproper search of the prior art cannot be made. For example:

(1

Applicant isrequired to provide a clarification of these matters
or correlation with art-accepted terminology so that a proper
comparison with the prior art can be made. Applicant should be
careful not to introduce any new matter into the disclosure (i.e.,
matter which is not supported by the disclosure as originaly
filed).

A shortened statutory period for reply to this action is set to
expire TWO MONTHS from the mailing date of this|etter.

Examiner Note:

1. Usethisor form paragraph 7.02 when a proper search
cannot be made. However, see MPEP § 702.01 which requires
areasonable search.

2. Inbracket 1, fill in an appropriate indication of the
terminology, properties, units of data, etc. that are the problem
aswell as the pages of the specification involved.

3. For the procedure to be followed when the drawing is not
acceptable, see MPEP 88 608.02(a) and 608.02(b).

Use form paragraph 7.02 where the application is
so incomprehensible that areasonable search cannot
be made.

1 7.02 Disclosure IsIncomprehensible

The disclosure is objected to under 37 CFR 1.71, as being so
incomprehensible asto preclude areasonable search of the prior
art by the examiner. For example, the following items are not
understood: [1]

Applicant is required to submit an amendment which clarifies
the disclosure so that the examiner may make a proper
comparison of theinvention with the prior art.

Applicant should be careful not to introduce any new matter
into the disclosure (i.e.,, matter which is not supported by the
disclosure as originally filed).

A shortened statutory period for reply to this action is set to
expire TWO MONTHS from the mailing date of this |etter.

Examiner Note:
1. Usethisform paragraph when a search cannot be made.

2. Inbracket 1, indicate the page numbers and featureswhich
are not understood.

3. Seeform paragraphs 6.28 and 6.30 for improper idiomatic
English.
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4. Useform paragraphs 7.31.01 — 7.31.04, as appropriate, for
arejection of claims (when necessary) based on the deficiencies
set forth in this form paragraph.

For the procedure to be followed when the drawing
is not acceptable, see MPEP 8§ 608.02(a) and

608.02(b).

703 [Reserved]

704 Search and Requirements for
I nfor mation [R-08.2012]

704.01 Search [R-07.2022]

After reading the specification and claims, the
examiner searches the prior art. The subject of
searching is more fully treated in MPEP_Chapter
900. See especialy MPEP 88 904 through 904.03.
The invention should be thoroughly understood
before a search is undertaken. However, informal
cases, or those which can only be imperfectly
understood when they come up for action in their
regular turn are also given asearch, in order to avoid
piecemeal prosecution.

PREVIOUSEXAMINER’S SEARCH

When an examiner is assigned to act on an
application which has received one or more actions
by some other examiner, the examiner should review
the previous search to ensure it is thorough and
complete. See MPEP § 904.02. In general the second
examiner should not take an entirely new approach
to the application or attempt to reorient the point of
view of the previous examiner, or make anew search
in the mere hope of finding something. See MPEP
§ 719.05.

704.02-704.09 [Reserved]

704.10 Requirementsfor Information
[R-07.2015]

37 CFR 1.105 Requirementsfor information.
@

(1) Inthe course of examining or treating a matter in
apending or abandoned application, in a patent, or in a
reexamination proceeding, including areexamination proceeding
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ordered as aresult of a supplemental examination proceeding,
the examiner or other Office employee may require the
submission, from individual s identified under § 1.56(c), or any
assignee, of such information as may be reasonably necessary
to properly examine or treat the matter, for example:

(i) Commercial databases: The existence of any
particularly relevant commercial database known to any of the
inventors that could be searched for a particular aspect of the
invention.

(ii) Search: Whether a search of the prior art was
made, and if so, what was searched.

(iii) Related information: A copy of any
non-patent literature, published application, or patent (U.S. or
foreign), by any of theinventors, that relates to the claimed
invention.

(iv) Information used to draft application: A copy
of any non-patent literature, published application, or patent
(U.S. or foreign) that was used to draft the application.

(v) Information used ininvention process: A copy
of any non-patent literature, published application, or patent
(U.S. or foreign) that was used in the invention process, such
as by designing around or providing a solution to accomplish
an invention result.

(vi) Improvements. Where the claimed invention
is an improvement, identification of what is being improved.

(vii) InUse: Identification of any use of the
claimed invention known to any of the inventors at the time the
application was filed notwithstanding the date of the use.

(viii) Technical information known to applicant.
Technical information known to applicant concerning therelated
art, the disclosure, the claimed subject matter, other factual
information pertinent to patentability, or concerning the accuracy
of the examiner’s stated interpretation of such items.

(2) Requirements for factual information known to
applicant may be presented in any appropriate manner, for
example:

(i) A requirement for factual information;

(ii) Interrogatoriesin the form of specific questions
seeking applicant’s factual knowledge; or

(iii) Stipulations as to facts with which the
applicant may agree or disagree.

(3) Any reply to arequirement for information pursuant
to this section that states either that the information required to
be submitted is unknown to or is not readily available to the
party or parties from which it was requested may be accepted
asacomplete reply.

(b) Therequirement for information of paragraph (a)(1) of
this section may be included in an Office action, or sent
separately.

(c) A reply, or afailureto reply, to arequirement for

information under this section will be governed by §§ 1.135 and
1.136.
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An examiner or other Office employee may require
from individuals identified under 37 CFR 1.56(c),
the submission of such information as may be
reasonably necessary to properly examine or treat a
matter in a pending or abandoned application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111, in a pending or abandoned
application that has entered the national stage under
35 U.S.C. 371, in a patent, or in a reexamination
proceeding. The scope of 37 CFR 1.105 is extended
to any assignee or anyone to whom there is an
obligation to assign the application because the
information required may be known to some
members of the assignee or obligated assignee even
if not known by the inventors.

The authority for the Office to make such
reguirements arises from the statutory requirements
of examination pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 131 and 132.
An examiner or other Office employee may make a
requirement for information reasonably necessary
to the examination or treatment of a matter in
accordance with the policies and practices set forth
by the Director(s) of the Technology Center or other
administrative unit to which that examiner or other
Office employee reports. See Star Fruits SN.C. v.
United States, 61393 F.3d 1277, 1283, 73 USPQ2d
1409, 1414 (Fed. Cir. 2005) (“ Star Fruits’ argument
failsto cometo gripswith thereal issuein this case,
which is whether the Office can use section 1.105
to compel disclosure of information that the
examiner deems pertinent to patentability when the
applicant has a contrary view of the applicable law.
We answer this question in the affirmative.”)

704.11 What Information May Be Required
[R-11.2013]

Information which may be required under
37 CFR 1.105 is that information reasonably
necessary to properly examine or treat amatter in a
pending or abandoned application filed under
35 U.S.C. 111 (including a reissue application), in
apending or abandoned application that has entered
the national stage under 35 U.S.C. 371, in a patent,
or in areexamination proceeding.

There must be areasonabl e basisfor theinformation
required that would aid in the examination of an
application or treatment of some matter. A
requirement for information under 37 CFR 1.105
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places a substantial burden on the applicant that is
to be minimized by clearly focusing the reason for
the requirement and the scope of the expected
response. Thus, the scope of the requirement should
be narrowly defined, and a requirement under 37
CFR 1.105 may only be made when the examiner
has a reasonable basis for requiring information.

The terms “factual” and “facts’ are included in 37
CFR 1.105to makeit clear that it isfactsand factual
information, that are known to applicant, or readily
obtained after reasonable inquiry by applicant, that
are sought, and that requirements under 37 CFR
1.105 are not requesting opinions that may be held
or would be required to be formulated by applicant.
Where the factual information requested related to
the subject application, and detail sthereof, applicant
would be expected to make a reasonable inquiry
under the circumstances to find the factual
information requested (37 _CFR 11.18(b)(2)).
Applicant need not, however, derive or
independently discover a fact, such as by
experimentation, in response to a requirement for
information. The purpose of 37 CFR 1.105 is to
improve patent quality, and render better decisions,
and not to put applicantsin jeopardy of meeting their
duties of candor and good faith in their repliesto a
requirement for information.

INFORMATION REASONABLY NECESSARY FOR
FINDING PRIOR ART

The criteria stated in 37 CFR 1.105 for making a
requirement for information is that the information
be reasonably necessary to the examination or
treatment of a matter in an application. The
information required would typicaly be that
necessary for finding prior art or for resolving an
issue arising from the results of the search for art or
from analysis of the application file. A requirement
for information necessary for finding prior art is not
asubstitute for the examiner performing a search of
the relevant prior art; the examiner must make a
search of the art according to MPEP 8§ 704.01 and
904 —904.03.

The criteriaof reasonable necessity isgenerally met,
e.g., where:

(A) the examiner's search and preliminary
analysis demonstratesthat the claimed subject matter
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cannot be adequately searched by class or keyword
among patents and typical sources of non-patent
literature, or

(B) either the application file or the lack of
relevant prior art found in the examiner’s search
justifies asking the applicant if he or she has
information that would be relevant to the
patentability determination.

The first instance generally occurs where the
invention as awholeisin anew areaof technology
which has no patent classification or hasaclasswith
few pieces of art that diverge substantially from the
nature of the claimed subject matter. In thissituation,
the applicant is likely to be among the most
knowledgeable in the art, as evidenced by the
scarcity of art, and requiring the applicant’s
information of areas of search isjustified by the need
for the applicant’s expertise.

The second instance generally occurs where
the application file, or other related applications or
publications authored by the applicant, suggeststhe
applicant likely has accessto information necessary
to a more complete understanding of the invention
and its context. In this situation, the record suggests
that the details of such information may be relevant
to theissue of patentability, and thus showsthe need
for information in addition to that already submitted
by the applicant.

704.11(a) Examples of Information
Reasonably Required [R-07.2022]

37 CFR 1.105(a)(1)(i)-(viii) list specific examples
of information that may be reasonably required.
Other examples, not meant to be exhaustive, of
information that may be reasonably required for
examination of an application include:

(A) The name and citation of any particularly
relevant indexed journal, or treatise.

(B) Thetrade name of any goods or servicesthe
claimed subject matter is embodied in.

(C) Thecitationfor, thedatesinitially published
and copies of any advertising and promational
literature prepared for any goods or services the
claimed subject matter has been embodied in.
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(D) The citation for and copies of any journal
articles describing any goods or servicesthe claimed
subject matter has been embodied in.

(E) Thetrade namesand providers of any goods
or servicesin competition with the goods or services
the claimed subject matter has been embodied in.

(F) Any written descriptions or analyses,
prepared by any of the inventors or assignees, of
goods or services in competition with the goods or
services the claimed subject matter has been
embodied in.

(G) ldentification of pending or abandoned
applications filed by at least one of the inventors or
assigned to the same assignee as the current
application that disclose similar subject matter that
are not otherwise identified in the current
application. Regarding the identification of
applications filed before June 8, 1995, 35 U.S.C.
122(a) requirestheidentified applicationsto be kept
in confidence by the Office and no information
concerning the sameisto be given without authority
of the applicant or owner unless necessary to carry
out the provisions of an Act of Congress or in such
specia circumstances as may be determined by the
Director. See MPEP § 103 and Hyatt v. United
Sates Patent and Trademark Office, No.
1:13-cv-1535 (E.D. Va., May 29, 2014) (2014 WL
2446176).

(H) A reply to amatter raised in aprotest under
37 CFR 1.291.

(1) Anexplanation of technical material in a
publication, such as one of the inventor’'s
publications.

(J) Theidentification of changesmadein a
reformatted continuing application filed under 37

CER 1.53(b).

(K) A mark-up for a continuation-in-part
application showing the subject matter added where
there is an intervening reference.

(L) Commentson anew decision by the Federal
Circuit that appears on point.

(M) The publication date of an undated
document mentioned by applicant that may qualify
as printed publication prior art (35 U.S.C. 102(a) or
pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 102(a) or (b)).

(N) Comments on information of record which
raises a question of whether theinventor derived the
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invention from another under 35 U.S.C. 101 and
115, and pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 102(f).

(O) Art related to the claimed invention,
applicant’sdisclosure, or the claimed subject matter.

(P) Other factual information pertinent to
patentability.

(Q) The accuracy of the examiner’s stated
analysis of such items.

(R) Clarification of the correlation and
identification of what structure, material, or acts set
forth in the specification would be capable of
carrying out a function recited in a means or steps
plus function claim limitation. If it is not apparent
to the examiner where in the specification and
drawings there is support for a particular claim
limitation reciting ameansto accomplish afunction,
and if aninquiry by the examiner for such support
ismet by a stated lack of knowledge thereof by the
applicant, the examiner could very well conclude
that there is no such support and make appropriate
rejections under, for example, 35 U.S.C. 112(a) or
pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph (written
description) and 35 U.S.C. 112(b) or pre-AlA 35
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph.

(S) Interrogatories or Stipulations.

(1) Of thecommon technical features shared
among all claims, or admission that certain groups
of claims do not share any common technical
features,

(2) About the support found in the disclosure
for means or steps plus function claims (35 U.S.C.
112(f) or pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 112, paragraph 6),

(3) Of precisely which portion(s) of the
disclosure provide the written description and
enablement support for specific claim element(s),

(4) Of the meaning of claim limitations or
terms used in the claims, such as what teachingsin
the prior art would be covered by particular
limitations or termsin aclaim and which dictionary
definitions would define a particular claim term,
particularly where those terms are not used per se
in the specification,

(5) Of which portions of each claim
correspond to any admitted prior art in the
specification,

(6) Of the specific utility provided by the
claimed subject matter on a claim-by-claim basis,
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(7) Astowhether adependent claim element
isknown in the prior art based on the examiner
having areasonable basis for believing so,

(8) Of support for added limitationsin an
amended claim,

(9) Of factsrelated to public use or sale
situations.

(T) Information from the applicant regarding a
third-party submission under 37 CFR 1.290. In no
circumstance may an examiner direct arequirement
for information to the third party that submitted the
paper under 37 CFR 1.290. See MPEP § 1134.

(U) Information from the applicant regarding
rescission of astatement under 37 CFR 1.55 or 1.78.
See MPEP § 704.14(a) for form paragraph 7.104.02.

704.11(b) When May a Requirement for
Information Be Made [R-08.2012]

A requirement for information under 37 CFR 1.105
isdiscretionary. A requirement may be made at any
time once the necessity for it is recognized and
should be made at the earliest opportunity after the
necessity is recognized. The optimum time for
making arequirement isprior to or with afirst action
on themerits because the examiner hasthe maximum
opportunity to consider and apply the response.
Ordinarily, a request for information should not be
made with or after afinal rejection.

I. PRIORTO THE FIRST ACTION ON THE
MERITS

It may be appropriate to make a requirement for
information prior to the first action on the merits,
such as with a restriction requirement, when the
examiner’'s search and preliminary analysis
demonstrates that the claimed subject matter cannot
be adequately searched by class or keyword among
patents or in areas of emerging technology where
the Office has minimal prior art.

Factors to be considered for the appropriateness of
a separate requirement for information prior to the
first action on the merits include:

(A) Whether the claimed subject matter isin a
newly established art areawithout awell-devel oped
prior art resource pool;
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(B) Whether the applicant submitted an
Information Disclosure Statement;

(C) Whether the specification’s background
description adequately describes the background of
the disclosed subject matter;

(D) Whether related documents, written by an
inventor or an employee of the assignee, which were
not submitted, are found during the search or
described in the application file;

(E) Whether non-patent literature isreferred to
in the disclosure, but a copy has not been supplied;
and

(F) Whether the specification’s background of
theinvention describes information as being known
or conventional, which may be considered as an
admission of prior art, but such information is
unfamiliar to examiner and cannot be found within
the application file or from the examiner’s search,
and further details of the information would be
relevant to the question of patentability.

[l. WITH THE FIRST ACTION ON THE MERITS

A requirement for information may be combined
with afirst action on the meritsthat includes at | east
onergjection, if, for example, either the application
file or the lack of relevant prior art found in the
examiner’s search justifies asking the applicant if
he or she has information that would be relevant to
the patentability determination.

It is not appropriate to make a requirement for
information based on alack of relevant prior art with
afirst action on the merits allowance or EXx parte
Quayle action.

1. AFTERTHEFIRSTACTIONONTHEMERITS

A requirement for information made after the first
action on the merits may be appropriate when the
application filejustifies asking the applicant if he or
she has information that would be relevant to the
patentability determination. It is rarely appropriate
to require information because of alack of relevant
prior art after the first action on the merits.

A regquirement for information is not proper when
no further action would be taken by the examiner.
The reasonable necessity criteria for a requirement
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for information implies further action by the
examiner. This means that actions in which
requirements for information necessary for
examination are made should generaly be a
non-final action because the applicant’s reply must
be considered and applied as appropriate.

Under limited circumstances, requirements under
37 CFR 1.105 may be made in an application that
isissued or abandoned. Such a requirement would
normally be made only during part of some ongoing
proceeding involving theissued patent or abandoned
application. Examples of proceedings when an
examiner or other Office employeewould issue such
a request in an abandoned application include
proceedings to revive the abandoned application.
Examples of proceedingswhen an examiner or other
Office employee would issue such a request in a
patent include proceedings to change inventorship
and reexamination proceedings.

704.12 Repliesto a Requirement for
I nformation [R-08.2012]

Replies to requirements for information must be
complete and filed within the time period set
including any extensions. Failureto reply within the
time period set will result in the abandonment of the
application. All repliesfor arequest for information
should be checked for compl eteness. Any incomplete
reply can be completed within the origina time
period set including any extensions. Supplemental
repliesfiled after the expiration of the original period
for reply including any extensions of time must
comply with all other rules for submissions of
information.

704.12(a) Relationship of Requirement for
I nformation to Duty of Disclosure[R-08.2012]

The duty of candor and good faith under 37 CFR
1.56 appliesto the applicant’sreply to arequirement
for information under 37 CFR 1.105, and requires
that the applicant reply to a requirement under 37
CFER 1.105 with information reasonably and readily
available.

37 CFER 1.56 requires parties identified in 37 CFR
1.56(c) to discloseto the Office information material
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to the patentability of the claimed subject matter.
This threshold is substantialy higher than that for
requiring information under 37 CFR 1.105, which
is reasonable necessity to the examination of the
application. See, e.g., Sar Fruits SN.C. v. United
Sates, 280 FSupp.2d 512, 515-16 (E.D. Va
2003)(“Beyond that which a patent applicant is
duty-bound to disclose pursuant to 37 CFR 1.56, an
examiner may require the production of ‘such
information as may be reasonably necessary to
properly examine or treat the matter.’”)

In contrast with the applicant’s duty to disclose on
his or her own initiative information material to
patentability under 37 CFR 1.56, the Office hasthe
authority to requireinformation reasonably necessary
to the examination or treatment of a matter in an
application. Such information may not be considered
material to patentability by applicant, hence applicant
would not be required to provide the information
under 37 CFR 1.56. The information is instead
reasonably necessary to determine the state of the
art, the context in which the invention is practiced,
thedirectionsin which therelevant art are advancing,
the similarity between the claimed subject matter
and other art worked on by the applicants and their
assignees or to otherwise proceed in the examination
and treatment of matters in an application.

Similar to 37 CFR 1.56, applicant is required by
37 CFR 1.105 to submit information already known,
but thereisno regquirement to search for information
that is unknown. Unlike 37 CFR 1.56, applicant is
required by 37 CFR 1.105 to submit information that
may not be material to patentability initself, but that
isnecessary to obtain acomplete record from which
adetermination of patentability may be determined.

704.12(b) What Constitutesa Complete
Reply [R-08.2012]

A completereply to a37 CFR 1.105 requirement is
a reply to each enumerated requirement for
information giving either the information required
or a statement that the information required to be
submitted isunknown and/or isnot readily available
to the party or parties from which it was regquested.
There is no requirement for the applicant to show
that the required information was not, in fact, readily
attainable, but applicant is required to make a good
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faith attempt to obtain the information and to make
a reasonable inquiry once the information is
requested.

There is no need for applicants to distinguish
between whether the required information is
unknown or is not readily available. Thus, if
information remains unknown after a reasonable
inquiry ismade, applicant may simply reply that the
requested information is either unknown or is not
readily available rather than be required to make a
categorical position either that the information is
unknown to the applicant, or that the information is
not readily available to the applicant.

A reply stating that the information required to be
submitted isunknown and/or isnot readily available
to the party or parties from which it was regquested
will generally be sufficient unless, for example, itis
clear the applicant did not understand the
requirement, or the reply was ambiguous and amore
specific answer is possible.

Depending on the facts surrounding the requirement
and thereply, afollow up requirement may be made
where both reasonable and warranted.

704.12(c) Treatment of an Incomplete Reply
[R-10.2019]

Anincompletereply to a37 CFR 1.105 requirement
inapending application or reexamination proceeding
is handled in the same manner as an amendment not
fully responsive to anon-final Office action. See 37
CFR 1.135(c) and MPEP § 714.03. Wherethereply
is a bona fide reply, form paragraph 7.95 may be
used. Note that a 37 CFR 1.105 requirement, even
absent an action on the merits, is an Office action.

1 7.95 Bona Fide, Non-Responsive Amendments

Thereply filed on [1] is not fully responsive to the prior Office
action because of the following omission(s) or matter(s): [2].
See 37 CFR 1.111. Since the above-mentioned reply appearsto
be bona fide, applicant isgiven ashortened statutory period of
TWO (2) MONTH Sfrom the mailing date of thisnoticewithin
which to supply the omission or correction in order to avoid
abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY
BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1.136(a) but in no case can
any extension carry the date for reply to this letter beyond the
maximum period of SIX MONTHS set by statute (35 U.S.C.
133).
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Examiner Note:

This practice does not apply where there has been a deliberate
omission of some necessary part of a complete reply, or where
the application is subject to a final Office action. Under such
cases, the examiner has no authority to grant an extension if the
period for reply has expired. See form paragraph 7.91.

704.13 Time Periodsfor Reply [R-08.2012]

A reply, or afailure to reply, to a requirement for
information under 37 CFR 1.105 will be governed
by 37 CFR 1.135and 1.136. See MPEP § 710 et seq.

Requirements for information under 37 CFR 1.105
made without an action on the merits should set a
shortened statutory period of two months for reply.
Applicant may extend the time period for reply up
to six months in accordance with 37 CFR 1.136(a).

Requirements sent with an Office action on the
merits, and not as a separate Office action, will be
given the same period for reply as the action on the
merits.

A requirement for information under 37 CFR 1.105
is an Office action under 35 U.S.C. 132 for patent
term adjustment purposes. See MPEP § 2730 for
information pertaining to patent term adjustment.

704.14 Making a Requirement for
I nformation [R-08.2012]

A requirement for information under 37 CFR 1.105
should be narrowly specified and limited in scope.
It is asignificant burden on both the applicant and
the Office since the applicant must collect and
submit the required information and the examiner
must consider al the information that is submitted.
A requirement for information is only warranted
where the benefit from the information exceeds the
burden in obtaining information.

704.14(a) Format of the Requirement
[R-07.2022]

The requirement must clearly indicate that a
requirement under 37 CFR 1.105 is being made, the
basis for the requirement, and what information is
being required. Requirements should specify the
particular art area involved, and the particular
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claimed subject matter within such art area, in which
the information is required in order to avoid overly
burdening the applicant and to avoid inviting large
volumes of information that are not relevant to the
need for the information. The requirement should
aso clearly indicate the form the required
information is expected to take. That is, whether the
requirement isfor citations and copies of individual
art references, for the identification of whole
collections of art, for answers to questions, or for
another specified form.

A requirement for information under 37 CFR 1.105
is generally prepared as a separate document that
may be attached to an Office action on the merits or
mailed as a stand alone action. The rule permits a
regquirement to be included within an Office action,
but creating a separate document is preferable
because the existence of the requirement is
immediately brought to the attention of the recipient
and it is more readily routed by the applicant to the
parties best able to respond.

The requirement should state why the regquirement
has been made and how the information is necessary
to the examination.

Interrogatories may be used to ask specific questions
seeking applicant’s factual knowledge. Such a
requirement for information may include an inquiry
asto the existence of aparticular document or other
piece of information and a requirement that such
information be supplied if it is known to exist and
isreadily available. A stipulation may be used asto
facts with which applicant may agree or disagreein
order to clarify the record about uncontroverted
matters.

FORM PARAGRAPHS

Thefollowing form paragraphs should be used when
preparing arequirement for information:

9 7.104.02 Requirement for Information, Rescission of
Statement Under 37 CFR 1.550r 1.78

Applicant submitted a rescission of the prior-filed 1.55/1.78
statement which indicated that the application contains, or
contained at any time, a claim to a claimed invention that has
an effective filing date on or after March 16, 2013. In order for
the examiner to properly consider patentability of the claimed
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invention, additional information regarding thisissueisrequired
asfollows: [1]

Applicant is reminded that failure to fully reply to this
requirement for information will result in a holding of
abandonment.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should befollowed by form paragraphs 7.122 - 7.126
as appropriate.

2. Thisform paragraph should only be used in an application
filed on or after March 16, 2013, where the applicant rescinded
a statement pursuant to 37 CFR 1.55 or 1.78 and clarification
on the reasoning why pre-AlA law appliesis needed.

3. Information sought should be restricted to that which is
reasonably necessary for the examiner to render a decision on
patentability.

4. Inbracket 1, insert the information that is sought from the
applicant.

5. A two month time period should be set by the examiner
for reply to the requirement unlessit is part of an Office action

having a shortened statutory period (SSP), in which case the
period for reply will apply also to the requirement.

1 7.105 Requirement for Information, Heading

Applicant and the assignee of thisapplication are required under
37 CFR 1.105 to provide the following information that the
examiner has determined is reasonably necessary to the
examination of this application.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph should appear at the beginning of any
requirement for information under 37 CFR 1.105, and should
be followed by an explanation of why the required information
is necessary for examination. Form paragraph 7.104.aia,
7.104.fti, 7.104.02 or 7.106 — 7.121 may be used as appropriate.

2. Therequirement for information should conclude with
form paragraphs 7.122 — 7.126 as appropriate.

The following form paragraphs should be used as
appropriate where the information required pertains
to stipulations of facts or interrogatories of facts
known to the applicant:

9 7.105.01 Stipulations of Facts Known to Applicant

In response to this requirement, please agree or disagree to the
stipulation of each of the following assertions of facts:

(1].

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should be followed by form paragraphs 7.122 —7.126
as appropriate.
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2. Inbracket 1, specify each factual assertion, in the form of
a separate, numbered sentence, that the applicant is to either
agree or disagree to so stipulate. It is suggested that at the end
of each assertion, the parenthetical phrase “(agree/disagree)”
be appended to facilitate areply by way of applicant marking
up acopy of the requested stipulations.

9 7.105.02 Interrogatories of Facts Known to Applicant

In response to this requirement, please provide answersto each
of the following interrogatories eliciting factual information:

[1].
Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should be followed by form paragraphs 7.122 —7.126
as appropriate.

2. Inbracket 1, specify each interrogatory question, in the
form of a separate, numbered sentence, that the applicant isto
answer. The scope of each query must be clearly set forth and
the content of the expected reply isto be characterized asfactual
information.

The following form paragraphs should be used as
appropriate where theinformation required pertains
to asearch for prior art, or to citations and/or copies
of publications:

9 7.106 Domain of Search

Theinformation is required to extend the domain of search for
prior art. Limited amounts of art related to the claimed subject
matter are available within the Office, and are generally found
in class [1] and subclasses [2], which describe [3]. A broader
range of art to search is necessary to establish the level of
knowledge of those of ordinary skill in the claimed subject
matter art of [4].

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should befollowed by form paragraphs 7.122 — 7.126
as appropriate.

2. Inbracket 4, insert adescription of the art claimed but not
found in the classification system.

9 7.107 Level of Skill and Knowledgein theArt

The information is required to document the level of skill and
knowledge in the art of [1].

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.105,
and should be followed by form paragraphs 7.122 — 7.126 as

appropriate.
9 7.108 Background Description

The information is required to complete the background
description in the disclosure by documenting [1].
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Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.105,
and should be followed by form paragraphs 7.122 — 7.126 as

appropriate.
9 7.109 Products and Services Embodying Invention

The information is required to identify products and services
embodying the disclosed subject matter of [1] and identify the
properties of similar products and services found in the prior
art.

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.105,
and should be followed by form paragraphs 7.122 — 7.126 as

appropriate.
1 7.110 Art Suggested as Relevant

The information is required to enter in the record the art
suggested by the applicant as relevant to this examination in
[1].

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should befollowed by form paragraphs 7.122 - 7.126
as appropriate.

2. Inbracket 1, describe wherein the application file applicant
suggests that the art isrelevant, e.g., the specification and the
relevant page thereof, or a paper received in the Office on a
specified date and the rel evant page thereof.

1 7.111 List of Keywords

In responseto thisrequirement, please providealist of keywords
that are particularly helpful in locating publications related to
the disclosed art of [1].

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.105,
and should be followed by form paragraphs 7.122 — 7.126 as

appropriate.

9 7.112 Citationsfor Electronically Searchable Databases
or Other Indexed Collections

In responseto thisrequirement, please provide alist of citations
to electronically searchable databases or other indexed
collections containing publicationsthat document the knowledge
within the disclosed art of [1].

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.105,
and should be followed by form paragraphs 7.122 — 7.126 as

appropriate.

9 7.113 Copy of Art Referred toin the Disclosure, But Not
Submitted

In response to this requirement, please provide a copy of each
of the following items of art referred to in the [1].
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Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should befollowed by form paragraphs 7.122 - 7.126
as appropriate.

2. Inbracket 1, describe wherein the application file applicant
refersto art that has not been previously submitted, e.g., the
specification and the relevant page thereof, or a paper received
in the Office on a specified date and the rel evant page thereof.

9 7.114 Copies of Publications Authored by | nventor(s)

In response to this requirement, please provide copies of each
publication which any of the inventors authored or co-authored
and which describe the disclosed subject matter of [1].

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.105,
and should be followed by form paragraphs 7.122 — 7.126 as

appropriate.
9 7.115 Art Relied Upon for Description of Prior Art

In responseto thisrequirement, please providethetitle, citation
and copy of each publication that is a source used for the
description of the prior art in the disclosure. For each
publication, please provide a concise explanation of that
publication’s contribution to the description of the prior art.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should befollowed by form paragraphs 7.122 — 7.126
as appropriate.

2. Thisrequirement islimited in that only those documents
actually relied on, rather than documents believed to berelevant,
arerequired.

1 7.116 Art Relied Upon for Development of | nvention

In responseto this requirement, please providethetitle, citation
and copy of each publication that any of the inventors relied
upon to develop the disclosed subject matter that describes the
invention, particularly asto developing [1]. For each publication,
please provide a concise explanation of the reliance placed on
that publication in the development of the disclosed subject
matter.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should befollowed by form paragraphs 7.122 — 7.126
as appropriate.

2. Thisrequirement islimited in that only those documents
actually relied on, rather than documents believed to berelevant,
arerequired.

3. Inbracket 1, insert a description of the most important
inventive elements.

9 7.117 Art Relied Upon for Drafting Claimed Subject
M atter

In responseto this requirement, please providethetitle, citation
and copy of each publication that was relied upon to draft the
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claimed subject matter. For each publication, please provide a
concise explanation of the reliance placed on that publication
in distinguishing the claimed subject matter from the prior art.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should befollowed by form paragraphs 7.122 - 7.126
as appropriate.

2. Thisreguirement islimited in that only those documents
actually relied on, rather than documents believed to berelevant,
arerequired.

q 7.118 Resultsof Prior Art Search

In response to thisrequirement, please state whether any search
of prior art was performed. If a search was performed, please
state the citation for each prior art collection searched. If any
art retrieved from the search was considered material to
demonstrating the knowledge of a person having ordinary skill
in the art to the disclosed [1], please provide the citation for
each piece of art considered and a copy of the art.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should befollowed by form paragraphs 7.122 - 7.126
as appropriate.

2. Inbracket 1, describe the subject matter for which art is
required.

1 7.119 Names of Productsor Services | ncorporating
Claimed Invention

In response to this requirement, please provide the names of
any products or services that have incorporated the claimed
subject matter.

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.105,
and should be followed by form paragraphs 7.122 — 7.126 as

appropriate.

9 7.120 Names of Productsor Services | ncorporating
Disclosed Prior Art

In response to this requirement, please provide the names of
any products or services that have incorporated the disclosed
prior art [1].

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should befollowed by form paragraphs 7.122 - 7.126
as appropriate.

2. Inbracket 1, specify the attributes of the prior art that most
closely approximate the claimed subject matter to narrow the
focus of thereply.

1 7.121 Details of Improvement Over the Prior Art
In response to this requirement, please state the specific
improvements of the subject matter in claims [1] over the

disclosed prior art and indicate the specific elements in the
claimed subject matter that provide those improvements. For
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those claims expressed as means or steps plus function, please
provide the specific page and line numberswithin the disclosure
which describe the claimed structure and acts.

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.105,
and should be followed by form paragraphs 7.122 — 7.126 as

appropriate.

Thefollowing form paragraphs should appear at the
end of the requirement for information, as

appropriate:

9 7.122 Submission of Only Pertinent PagesWhere
Document isLarge

In responding to those requirements that require copies of
documents, where the document isabound text or asinglearticle
over 50 pages, the requirement may be met by providing copies
of those pagesthat providethe particular subject matter indicated
in the requirement, or where such subject matter is not indicated,
the subject matter found in applicant’s disclosure.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should befollowed by form paragraphs 7.122 - 7.126
as appropriate.

2. Usethisform paragraph where the scope of the requirement
for information specifically includes copies of publications.

9 7.123 Waiver of Feeand Statement Requirementsfor
Certain Information Disclosures

The fee and certification requirements of 37 CFR 1.97 are
waived for those documents submitted in reply to this
requirement. Thiswaiver extendsonly to those documentswithin
the scope of the requirement under 37 CFR 1.105 that are
included in the applicant’s first complete communication
responding to this requirement. Any supplemental replies
subsequent to the first communication responding to this
requirement and any information disclosures beyond the scope
of this requirement under 37 CFR 1.105 are subject to the fee
and certification requirements of 37 CFR 1.97 where appropriate.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should be followed by form paragraph 7.124 and
either form paragraph 7.125 or 7.126 as appropriate.

2. Usethisform paragraph where the scope of the requirement
for information specifically includes citations to and/or copies
of publications.

1 7.124 Contentsof Good Faith Reply

The applicant isreminded that the reply to this requirement must
be made with candor and good faith under 37 CFR 1.56. Where
the applicant does not have or cannot readily obtain an item of
required information, a statement that the item is unknown or
cannot be readily obtained may be accepted asacompletereply
to the requirement for that item.
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Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should befollowed by form paragraph 7.125 or 7.126
as appropriate.

2. Thisform paragraph should appear in the conclusion of
any requirement for information.

1 7.125 Conclusion of Requirement That Accompanies
Office Action

Thisreguirement is an attachment of the enclosed Office action.
A complete reply to the enclosed Office action must include a
complete reply to this requirement. The time period for reply
to this requirement coincides with the time period for reply to
the enclosed Office action.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should appear at the conclusion of any requirement
for information that accompanies an Office action. If the
requirement for information is mailed without any other Office
action, use form paragraph 7.126 instead.

2. Form paragraph 7.127 should appear at the end of any
Office action that includes an attached requirement for
information.

9 7.126 Conclusion Of Requirement Mailed Without Any
Other Office Action

This requirement is subject to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.134,
1.135 and 1.136 and has a shortened statutory period of [1]
months. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE
GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1.136(a) but in no case can any
extension carry the date for reply to this letter beyond the
maximum period of SIX MONTHS set by statute (35 U.S.C.
133).

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.105, and should appear at the conclusion of any requirement
for information mailed without any other Office action. If the
reguirement for information is mailed with an Office action, use
form paragraph 7.125 instead.

2. Theperiod for reply isordinarily set for TWO (2)
MONTHS.

1 7.127 Conclusion of Office Action That Includes
Requirement

This Office action has an attached requirement for information
under 37 CFR 1.105. A complete reply to this Office action
must include a complete reply to the attached requirement for
information. The time period for reply to the attached
requirement coincides with the time period for reply to this
Office action.

Examiner Note:

This form paragraph should appear at the end of any Office
action that includes an attached requirement for information.
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704.14(b) Examiner’s Obligation Following
Applicant’s Reply [R-08.2017]

The examiner must consider the information
submitted with the applicant’s reply and apply the
information asthe examiner deems appropriate. This
obligation arises from the examiner’s assertion that
the information is necessary to the examination in
making the requirement.

Information constituting identification of areas of
search must be considered and the examiner must
indicate which areaswere used and which areaswere
not used in performing a search.

The examiner must record in the appropriate sections
of the “Search Notes” form the areas in which the
search for prior art was made. See MPEP § 719.05.
Information congtituting answers to queries posed
by the examiner or another Office employee must
be considered, and the record must indicate that the
answers were considered. This indication may be
made minimally by indicating “Considered” with
the Stamper tool in Adobe Acrobat and including
the receipt date on the reply.

Art that is submitted in responseto a37 CFR 1.105
requirement must be considered, at | east to the extent
that art submitted with an Information Disclosure
Statement under 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98 isconsidered.
See MPEP § 609. If the applicant provides awritten
list of citations for the art submitted with areply to
a 37 CFR 1.105 requirement, an examiner must
indicate on that list which art has been considered
and which art has not been considered, in the same
manner aswith an Information Disclosure Statement
under 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98. The examiner may
annotate the list by using Adobe Acrobat to stamp
the document with “All References Considered”
while also providing the receipt date, application
number and art unit. If the applicant provides no
such ligt, there is no requirement for the examiner
to prepare such a list or otherwise make the
submitted art of record unless the examiner relies
on such art in areection.

It is never appropriate to deny considering
information that is submitted in reply to, and is
within the scope of, a requirement under 37 CFR
1.105. However, information that is beyond the
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scope of a 37 CFR 1.105 requirement, submitted
along with information responding to arequirement
under 37 CFR 1.105, need not be considered unless
the submission of such art conformsto the provisions
of 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98, and MPEP § 609. The
criteria for measuring the scope of a 37 CFR 1.105
requirement is the plain meaning of the text of the
requirement. For this reason, it is essential that the
scope of information required be carefully specified.
If art which is beyond the scope of a37 CFR 1.105
requirement is submitted in accordance with the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98, and MPEP §
609, such art must be considered according to the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.97 and 37 CFR 1.98.

704.14(c) Petitionsto Requirements Under
37 CFR 1.105 [R-08.2012]

Applicants who seek to have a requirement under
37 CFR 1.105 withdrawn or modified, or who seek
to have information submitted under 37 CFR 1.105
considered, may submit a petition under
37 CFR 1.181 to the Director of the Technology
Center in which the requirement was issued.
However, apetitionisnot areply toa37 CFR 1.105
requirement. The time period for the applicant to
reply to the 37 CFR 1.105 requirement continues to
run, even where a petition has been submitted.

704.14(d) Relationship to Information
Disclosure Statements [R-08.2012]

The initial reply, if responsive to the requirement
for information under 37 CFR 1.105 and submitted
within the original time period for reply including
any extensions of time, does not have to satisfy the
feeand/or certification requirements of 37 CFR 1.97
and 1.98. Applicant should list the references on a
copy of Form PTO/SB/08 to have the citations
entered in the record. Any replies made subsequent
to the initial reply must meet the provisions of 37
CFR 1.97 and 1.98 as appropriate.

Any submission of art beyond the scope of a
regquirement for information under 37 CFR 1.105is
asubmission of art under 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98 and
MPEP § 609, and must meet the provisions of 37
CFR 1.97 and 1.98 for the art to be considered.
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Where information is submitted in a reply to a
requirement under 37 CFR 1.105, the examiner may
NOT make the next Office action relying on that
art final unless al instances of the application of
such art are necessitated by amendment. This section
explicitly distinguishesthe practicefollowing areply
under 37 CFR 1.105 from the practice in MPEP §
609.04(b) and MPEP § 706.07(a) following a
submission of an Information Disclosure Statement
under 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98.

705 Patentability Reports[R-08.2012]

Where an application, properly assigned to one
Technology Center (TC), isfound to contain one or
more claims, per se, classifiable in one or more
other TCs, which claims are not divisible inter se
or from the claims which govern classification of
the application in the first TC, the application may
bereferred to the other TC(s) concerned for areport
as to the patentability of certain designated claims.
Thisreport isknown as a Patentability Report (PR.)
and is signed by the primary examiner in the
reporting TC.

Note that the Patentability Report practice is only
to be used in extraordinary circumstances. See M PEP

§ 705.01(e).

705.01 InstructionsrePatentability Reports
[R-07.2015]

When an application comes up for any action and
the primary examiners involved (i.e., from both the
requesting and the requested Technology Center
(TC)) agree that a Patentability Report from the
requested TC is necessary for some of the claims,
and if the TC Director of the requesting TC
approves, the application is forwarded to the
requested TC with a request for the Patentability
Report.

705.01(a) Natureof P.R., ItsUseand
Disposal [R-08.2017]

The primary examiner in the Technology Center
(TC) from which the Patentability Report is
requested, if he or she approves the request, will
direct the preparation of the Patentability Report.
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This Patentability Report is in memorandum form
and will include the citation of all pertinent
references and a complete action on al claims
involved. The field of search covered must be
recorded in the appropriate section of the "Search
Notes' form. See MPEP_§ 719.05. When an
examiner to whom an application has been forwarded
for a Patentability Report is of the opinion that final
actionisin order asto thereferred claims, he or she
should so state. The Patentability Report when
signed by the primary examiner in the reporting TC
will be returned to the TC to which the application
isregularly assigned and placed in the file wrapper.

The examiner preparing the Patentability Report will
be entitled to receive an explanation of the disclosure
from the examiner to whom the case is assigned to
avoid duplication of work.

I the primary examiner in areporting TC is of the
opinion that a Patentability Report is not in order,
he or she should so advise the primary examiner in
the forwarding TC.

. DISAGREEMENT ASTO CLASSIFICATION

Conflict of opinion as to classification may be
referred to a classification dispute TC representative
panel for decision.

If the primary examiner in the TC having jurisdiction
of the application agrees with the Patentability
Report, he or she should incorporate the substance
thereof in his or her action, which action will be
complete asto all claims.

1. DISAGREEMENT ON PATENTABILITY
REPORT

If the primary examiner does not agree with the
Patentability Report or any portion thereof, he or
she may consult with the primary examiner
responsible for the report. If agreement as to the
resulting action cannot be reached, the primary
examiner having jurisdiction of the application need
not rely on the Patentability Report but may make
hisor her own action on thereferred claims, inwhich
case the Patentability Report should be removed
from thefile.
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I11. APPEAL TAKEN

When an appeal istaken from therejection of claims,
al of which are examinable in the TC preparing a
Patentability Report, the application should be
transferred to said TC for the purpose of appeal. The
receiving TC will take jurisdiction of the application
and prepare the examiner’s answer. If alowed, the
application may be sent to issue by said TC with its
classification determined by the controlling claims
remaining in the application.

705.01(b) Sequence of Examination
[R-08.2012]

In the event that the supervisory patent examiners
concerned in aPR. case cannot agree asto the order
of examination by their Technology Centers (TCs),
the supervisory patent examiner having jurisdiction
of the application will direct that a complete search
be made of the art relevant to his or her claims prior
to referring the application to another TC for report.
The TC to which the application is referred will be
advised of the results of this search.

If the supervisory patent examinersare of the opinion
that a different sequence of search is expedient, the
order of search should be correspondingly modified.

705.01(c) Counting and Recording P.R.s
[R-08.2012]

Theforwarding of the application for aPatentability
Report is not to be treated as a transfer by the
forwarding Technology Center (TC). When the PR.
is completed and the application is ready for return
to the forwarding TC, it is nhot counted either as a
receipt or action by transfer. Credit, however, is
given for the time spent.

The date status of the application in the reporting
TC will be determined on the basis of the datesin
the TC of original jurisdiction. To ensure orderly
progress in the reported dates, a timely reminder
should be furnished to the TC making the PR.
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705.01(d) [Reserved]

705.01(e) Limitation asto Use [R-07.2015]

The above outlined Patentability Report practiceis
not obligatory and should be resorted to only where
it will savetotal examiner timeor resultinimproved
quality of action due to specialized knowledge. A
saving of total examiner timethat isrequired to give
a complete examination of an application is of
primary importance. Patentability Report practiceis
based on the proposition that when plurd, indivisible
inventionsare claimed, in someinstanceseither less
time is required for examination, or the results are
of better quality, when specialists on each character
of the claimed invention treat the claims directed to
their specialty. However, in many instancesasingle
examiner can give a complete examination of as
good quality onal claims, and in lesstotal examiner
time than would be consumed by the use of the
Patentability Report practice.

Where claims are directed to the same character of
invention but differ in scope only, prosecution by
Patentability Report is never proper.

Exemplary situation where Patentability Reportsare
ordinarily not proper are as follows:

(A) Wheretheclamsarerelated asa
manufacturing process and a product defined by the
process of manufacture. The examiner having
jurisdiction of the process can usually give a
compl ete, adequate examination in less total
examiner time than would be consumed by the use
of a Patentability Report.

(B) Wherethe claims are related as product and
a process which involves merely the fact that a
product having certain characteristics is made. The
examiner having jurisdiction of the product can
usual ly make acompl ete and adequate examination.

(C) Wheretheclaimsarerelated asa
combination distinguished solely by the
characteristics of a subcombination and such
subcombination, per se. The examiner having
jurisdiction of the subcombination can usually make
a complete and adequate examination.
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Where it can be shown that a Patentability Report
will save total examiner time, one is permitted with
the approval of the Director of the Technology
Center to which the application is assigned. The
“Approved” stamp should be impressed on the
memorandum reguesting the Patentability Report.

705.01(f) InterviewsWith Applicants
[R-08.2012]

In situations where an interview is held on an
application in which a Patentability Report has been
adopted, the reporting Technology Center may be
called on for assistance at the interview when it
concerns claims treated by them. See MPEP § 713
to § 713.10 regarding interviews in general .

706 Reection of Claims[R-07.2015]

After the application has been read and the claimed
invention understood, a prior art search for the
claimed invention is made. With the results of the
prior art search, including any references provided
by the applicant, the patent application should be
reviewed and analyzed in conjunction with the state
of the prior art to determine whether the claims
define a useful, novel, nonobvious, and enabled
invention that has been clearly described in the
specification. The goa of examination isto clearly
articulate any rejection early in the prosecution
process so that the applicant has the opportunity to
provide evidence of patentability and otherwisereply
completely at the earliest opportunity. The examiner
then reviews al the evidence, including arguments
and evidence responsive to any rejection, before
issuing the next Office action. Where the examiner
determines that information reasonably necessary
for the examination should be required from the
applicant under 37 CFR 1.105, such arequirement
should generally be made either prior to or with the
first Office action on the merits and should follow
the proceduresin MPEP § 704.10 et seq.

Although this part of the Manua explains the
procedure in rejecting claims, the examiner should
never overlook the importance of hisor her rolein
allowing claimswhich properly definetheinvention.

37 CFR 1.104 Nature of examination.

*kkk*k
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() Reection of claims.

(1) If theinvention isnot considered patentable, or not
considered patentable as claimed, the claims, or those considered
unpatentable will be rejected.

(2) Inrejecting claimsfor want of novelty or for
obviousness, the examiner must cite the best references at his
or her command. When areference is complex or shows or
describes inventions other than that claimed by the applicant,
the particular part relied on must be designated as nearly as
practicable. The pertinence of each reference, if not apparent,
must be clearly explained and each rejected claim specified.

(3) Inrejecting claims the examiner may rely upon
admissions by the applicant, or the patent owner in a
reexamination proceeding, as to any matter affecting
patentability and, insofar as rejectionsin applications are
concerned, may also rely upon factswithin hisor her knowledge
pursuant to paragraph (d)(2) of this section.

4

(i) Subject matter which would otherwise qualify
asprior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(a)(2) and a claimed invention
will be treated as commonly owned for purposes of 35 U.S.C.
102(b)(2)(C) if the applicant or patent owner provides a
statement to the effect that the subject matter and the claimed
invention, not later than the effective filing date of the claimed
invention, were owned by the same person or subject to an
obligation of assignment to the same person.

(i) Subject matter which would otherwise qualify
as prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(a)(2) and a claimed invention
will be treated as commonly owned for purposes of 35 U.S.C.
102(b)(2)(C) on the basis of ajoint research agreement under

35U.S.C. 102(c) if:

(A) The applicant or patent owner provides a
statement to the effect that the subject matter was devel oped
and the claimed invention was made by or on behalf of one or
more parties to ajoint research agreement, within the meaning
of 35 U.S.C. 100(h) and § 1.9(e), that wasin effect on or before
the effectivefiling date of the claimed invention, and the claimed
invention was made as aresult of activities undertaken within
the scope of the joint research agreement; and

(B) The application for patent for the claimed
invention discloses or is amended to disclose the names of the
parties to the joint research agreement.

5

(i) Subject matter which qualifiesasprior art under
35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f), or (q) in effect prior to March 16, 2013,
and aclaimed invention in an application filed on or after
November 29, 1999, or any patent issuing thereon, in an
application filed before November 29, 1999, but pending on
December 10, 2004, or any patent issuing thereon, or in any
patent granted on or after December 10, 2004, will be treated
as commonly owned for purposes of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) in effect
prior to March 16, 2013, if the applicant or patent owner
provides a statement to the effect that the subject matter and the
claimed invention, at the time the claimed invention was made,
were owned by the same person or subject to an obligation of
assignment to the same person.
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(ii) Subject matter which qualifies as prior art
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f), or (g) in effect prior to March 16,
2013, and a claimed invention in an application pending on or
after December 10, 2004, or in any patent granted on or after
December 10, 2004, will be treated as commonly owned for
purposes of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) in effect prior to March 16, 2013,
on the basis of ajoint research agreement under 35 U.S.C.
103(c)(2) in effect prior to March 16, 2013, if:

(A) The applicant or patent owner providesa
statement to the effect that the subject matter and the claimed
invention were made by or on behalf of the partiesto ajoint
research agreement, within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 100(h)
and 8 1.9(e), which was in effect on or before the date the
claimed invention was made, and that the claimed invention
was made as aresult of activities undertaken within the scope
of the joint research agreement; and

(B) Theapplication for patent for the claimed
invention discloses or is amended to disclose the names of the
parties to the joint research agreement.

(6) Patentsissued prior to December 10, 2004,
from applicationsfiled prior to November 29, 1999, are subject
to 35 U.S.C. 103(c) in effect on November 28, 1999.

*kkkk

I. UNIFORM APPLICATION OF THE
PATENTABILITY STANDARD

The standards of patentability applied in the
examination of claims must be the same throughout
the Office. In every art, whether it be considered
“complex,” “newly developed,” “crowded,” or
“competitive” al of the requirements for
patentability (e.g., patent eligible, useful, novel,
nonobvious, enabled, and clearly described as
providedin 35 U.S.C. 101, 102, 103 and 112) must
be met before aclaimisallowed. The mere fact that
a claim recites in detail all of the features of an
invention (i.e., isa“ picture’ claim) isnever, initself,
justification for the allowance of such aclaim.

An application should not be alowed, unless and
until issues pertinent to patentability have been raised
and resolved in the course of examination and
prosecution, since otherwise the resultant patent
would not justify the statutory presumption of
vaidity (35 U.S.C. 282), nor would it “strictly
adhere’ to the requirements laid down by Congress
inthe 1952 Act asinterpreted by the Supreme Court.
The standard to be applied in all cases is the
“preponderance of theevidence” test. In other words,
an examiner should reject aclaimif, in view of the
prior art and evidence of record, it is more likely
than not that the claim is unpatentable.
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[I. DEFECTSIN FORM OR OMISSION OF A
LIMITATION; CLAIMSOTHERWISE
ALLOWABLE

When an application discloses patentable subject
matter and it is apparent from the claims and the
applicant’s arguments that the claims are intended
to be directed to such patentabl e subject matter, but
the claims in their present form cannot be allowed
because of defects in form or omission of a
limitation, the examiner should not stop with abare
objection or rejection of the claims. The examiner’'s
action should be constructive in nature and when
possible should offer a definite suggestion for
correction.

1. PATENTABLE SUBJECT MATTER
DISCLOSED BUT NOT CLAIMED

If the examiner is satisfied after the search has been
completed that patentable subject matter has been
disclosed and the record indicates that the applicant
intends to claim such subject matter, he or she may
note in the Office action that certain aspects or
features of the patentable invention have not been
claimed and that if properly claimed such claims
may be given favorable consideration.

IV. RECONSIDERATION OF CLAIMSAFTER
REPLY BY APPLICANT

37 CFR 1.112 Reconsideration before final action.

After reply by applicant or patent owner (§ 1.111 or § 1.945) to
a non-final action and any comments by an inter partes
reexamination requester (§ 1.947), the application or the patent
under reexamination will be reconsidered and again examined.
The applicant, or in the case of areexamination proceeding the
patent owner and any third party requester, will be notified if
claims are rejected, objections or requirements made, or
decisionsfavorableto patentability are made, in the same manner
as after the first examination (§ 1.104). Applicant or patent
owner may reply to such Office action in the same manner
provided in 8 1.111 or § 1.945, with or without amendment,
unless such Office action indicatesthat it ismadefinal (§ 1.113)
or an appeal (8§ 41.31 of thistitle) has been taken (8§ 1.116), or
in an inter partes reexamination, that it is an action closing
prosecution (8 1.949) or aright of appeal notice (§ 1.953).

37 CFR 1.112 provides for the reconsideration and
continued examination of an application after reply
by the applicant, and for the reconsideration and
continued examination of a reexamination
proceeding after a response by the patent owner. If
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claims are rejected, or objections or requirements
are made, the applicant or patent owner will be
notified in the same manner as notification was
provided after the first examination. Applicant or
patent owner may reply to such Office action (with
or without amendment) in the same manner provided
in 37 CFR 1.111, or 37 CFR 1.945 for an inter
partes reexamination, unless such Office action
indicatesthat it ismadefinal (37 CFR 1.113), or an
appeal under 37 CFR 41.31 has been taken (37 CEFR
1.116), or such Office action indicates in an inter
partes reexamination that it is an action closing
prosecution (37 CFR 1.949) or a right of appeal
notice (37_CFR 1.953). Once an appea has been
taken in an application or in an ex parte
reexamination proceeding, any amendment (filed
prior to an appeal brief) is subject to the provisions
of 37 CFR 1.116(b) and (c), even if the appeal isin
reply to a non-final Office action. See 37 CFR
41.33(b) for amendmentsfiled with or after thefiling
of an appeal brief.

V. REJECTIONSIN STATUTORY INVENTION
REGISTRATIONS

See MPEP Chapter 1100 for regjection of claimsin
an application for a Statutory Invention Registration.

706.01 Contrasted With Objections
[R-11.2013]

The refusal to grant claims because the subject
matter as claimedis considered unpatentableiscalled
a“reection.” The term “rejected” must be applied
to such claimsin the examiner’s action. If the form
of the claim (as distinguished from its substance) is
improper, an “objection” is made. An example of a
matter of form as to which objection is made is
dependency of a claim on a rejected claim, if the
dependent claim is otherwise alowable. See M PEP
§ 608.01(n). The practical difference between a
rejection and an objection is that a rejection,
involving the merits of the claim, is subject to review
by the Patent Trial and Appea Board, while an
objection, if persisted, may be reviewed only by way
of petition to the Director of the USPTO.

Similarly, the Board will not hear or decide issues
pertaining to objections and formal matters which
are not properly before the Board. These formal
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matters should not be combined in appeals to the
Board.

706.02 Rejection on Prior Art [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to the choice
of best art, reliance on abstracts and foreign
language documents, and the distinction between 35
U.S.C. 102 and 103 has been moved to MPEP §
2120. Information pertaining to determining the
effective filing date of a claimed invention has been
moved to MPEP § 2139.01 for applications subject
to pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 102 and MPEP § 2152.01 for
applications subject to AIA 35 U.SC. 102.
Information pertaining to the rejection of claims
corresponding to patent claims has been moved to
MPEP § 706.06.]

By far the most frequent ground of rejection is on
the ground of unpatentability in view of the prior
art, that is, that the claimed subject matter is either
not novel under 35 U.S.C. 102, or elseit is obvious
under 35 U.S.C. 103. The language to be used in
rejecting claims should be unequivocal. See MPEP

8§ 707.07(d).

For general information on rejections based on prior
art, see MPEP § 2120 et seq. For information specific
to regjections based on pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 102, see
MPEP 8§ 2132 - 2139.03. For information specific
to rejections under AIA 35 U.S.C. 102, see MPEP

88 2151 -2156.

706.02(a) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to rejections
under 35 U.SC. 102(a)(1) or (a)(2) and pre-AlA 35
U.SC. 102(a), (b), or (€) based on a printed
publication or patent has been moved to MPEP §
2120.01.]

706.02(2)(1) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Information pertaining to determining
whether to apply 35 U.SC. 102(a)(1) or 102(a)(2)
has been moved to MPEP § 2152.05.]
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706.02(a)(2) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Information pertaining to whether to
apply pre-AlA 35 U.SC.102(a), (b), or (e) has been
moved to MPEP § 2139.02.]

706.02(b) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to overcoming
a 35 U.SC. 102 rejection based on a printed
publication or patent has been moved to MPEP §
2120.01.]

706.02(b)(1) [Reserved] [R-10.2019)]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to overcoming
a35U.SC. 102(a)(1) or 102(a)(2) rejection based
on a printed publication or patent has been moved

to MPEP § 2152.06.]

706.02(b)(2) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to overcoming
arejection based on a printed publication or patent
has been moved to MPEP § 2132.01 for rejections
under pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 102(a), MPEP § 2133.02(a)
for rejections under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 102(b), and
MPEP 88§ 2136.05 - 2136.05(b) for rejections under
pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 102(e) ]

706.02(c) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Information pertaining to rejections
under 35 U.SC. 102(a)(1) and pre-AlA 35 U.SC.
102(a) or (b) based on knowledge by othersor public
use or sale has been moved to MPEP § 2120.02.]

706.02(c)(1) [Reserved] [R-10.2019)]

[Editor Note: Information pertaining to rejections
under 35 U.SC. 102(a)(1) based on public use has
been moved to MPEP § 2152.02(c), and information
pertaining to rejections under 35 U.S.C. 102(a)(1)
based on sales or offers for sale has been moved to
MPEP § 2152.02(d).]
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706.02(c)(2) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to whether to
make a rejection under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 102(a) or
(b) when the claimed invention was known, in public
use, or on sale, hasbeen moved to MPEP § 2139.02.
For additional information relating to such
rejections see MPEP § 2132 for a discussion of
rejections under pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 102(a) and
MPEP § 2133.03 et seg. for a discussion of caselaw
treating the “ public use” and “ on sale” statutory
bars of pre-AIA 35 U.SC. 102(b).]

706.02(d) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to rejections
under pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 102(c) has been moved to
MPEP § 2134.]

706.02(¢) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to rejections
under pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 102(d) has been moved to
MPEP § 2135]

706.02(f) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to rejections
under pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 102(e) has been moved to
MPEP § 2136]

706.02(f)(1) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Examination guidelines for applying
references under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 102(e) have
been moved to MPEP § 2136.]

706.02(f)(2) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to provisional
rejections based on a copending U.S. application
has been moved to MPEP § 2154.01(d) for rejections
under AIA 35 U.SC. 102(a)(2) and to MPEP §
2136.01 for rejections under pre-AlA 35 U.SC.

102(e) ]
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706.02(g) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Information pertaining to rejections
under pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 102(f) has been moved to
MPEP § 2137]]

706.02(h) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Information pertaining to rejections
under pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 102(g) has been moved to
MPEP § 2138.]

706.02(i) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Form paragraphsfor useinrejections
under AIA 35 U.SC. 102 have been moved to MPEP
§2152.07, and form paragraphsfor usein rejections
under pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 102 have been moved to

MPEP § 2139.03]

706.02(j) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to the contents
of a 35 U.SC. 103 rejection has been moved to
MPEP § 2142

706.02(k) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to provisional
obviousness rejections using provisional prior art
under pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 102(e) has been moved to
MPEP § 2146.03(a), and information pertaining to
the requirements to claim the benefit of a prior filed
application under 35 U.S.C. 120 has been moved to
MPEP § 2109, subsection VI.]

706.02(1) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Information pertaining to the
applicability of pre-AlIA 35 U.SC. 103(c) to
obviousness rejections using prior art under only
pre-AIA35U.S.C. 102(e), (f), or (g) hasbeen moved
to MPEP § 2146.]
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706.02(1)(1) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to prior art
disqualification under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(c) has
been moved to MPEP § 2146.01.]

706.02(1)(2) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to establishing
common ownership or joint research agreement
under pre-AlA 35 U.SC. 103(c) has been moved to
MPEP § 2146.02.]

706.02(1)(3) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to examination
procedure with respect to pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(c)
has been moved to MPEP § 2146.03.]

706.02(m) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Form paragraphs for making
rejectionsunder pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) have been
moved to MPEP § 2148 and form paragraphs for
making rejections under AIA 35 U.SC. 103 have
been moved to MPEP § 2158.01. In addition, form
paragraph 7.06.01 has been moved to MPEP §
2124.01]

706.02(n) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to
biotechnology process applications and pre-AlA 35
U.S.C. 103(b) has been moved to MPEP § 2147.]

706.03 Rejections Not Based on Prior Art
[R-10.2019]

Under the principles of compact prosecution, each
claim should bereviewed for compliance with every
statutory requirement for patentability in the initial
review of the application, even if one or more claims
are found to be deficient with respect to some
statutory requirement. Deficiencies should be
explained clearly, particularly when they serve as a
basisfor argection. Whenever practicable, USPTO
personnel should indicate how rejections may be
overcome and how problems may be resolved.
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Where a rejection not based on prior art is proper
(lack of adequate written description, enablement,
or utility, etc.) such rejection should be stated with
afull development of the reasons rather than by a
mere conclusion.

Rejections based on nonstatutory subject matter
are explained in MPEP 8§ 2105 and 2106 -
2106.07(c). Rejections based on lack of utility are
explained in MPEP 8§ 2107 - 2107.03. Rejections
based on subject matter barred by the Atomic Energy
Act are explained in MPEP § 2104.01. Rejections
based on subject matter that is directed to tax
strategies are explained in MPEP § 2124.01, and
rejections based on subject matter that is directed to
a human organism are explained in MPEP § 2105.
Rejections based on duplicate claims are addressed
in MPEP_§ 608.01(m), and double patenting
rejections are addressed in M PEP § 804. See M PEP
88 608.04 and 2163.06 for rejections based on new
matter. Foreign filing without alicense is discussed
in MPEP 8§ 140. Disclaimer and rejections after
interference are explained in MPEP Chapter 2300,
resjudicataisdiscussed in MPEP § 2190, rejections
in reissue applications are explained in MPEP
Chapter 1400, and improper Markush groupings are
explained in MPEP § 2117. Rejections based on
35 U.S.C. 112 are discussed in MPEP 8§ 2161 -
2174 and 2185.

706.03(a) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: The overview of the requirements of
35 U.SC. 101 has been moved to MPEP § 2104.
Form paragraphsfor usein rejections based on lack
of subject matter eigibility have been moved to
MPEP § 2106.07(a)(1), the form paragraph for use
in rejecting a claim as being directed to a human
organism has been moved to MPEP § 2105, form
paragraphs for use in rejections based on lack of
utility have been moved to MPEP § 2107.02,
subsection 1V, and form paragraphs for usein
rejecting claims based on improper inventorship in
applicationssubject to AIA 35 U.SC. 102 have been
moved to MPEP § 2157.]
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706.03(b) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to patents
barred by the Atomic Energy Act has been moved to
MPEP § 2104.01.]

706.03(c) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Formparagraphsfor useinrejections
made under 35 U.SC. 112(a) or pre-AlIA 35 U.SC.
112, first paragraph, have been moved to MPEP §
2166.]

706.03(d) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Form paragraphsfor usein rejections
made under 35 U.SC. 112(b) or pre-AlIA 35 U.SC.
112, second paragraph, have been moved to MPEP
§2175]

706.03(€) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Form paragraphsfor usein rejections
made under 35 U.SC. 112(f) or pre-AlA 35 U.SC.

112, sixth paragraph, have been moved to MPEP §
2187.]

706.03(f) - 706.03(j) [Reserved]

706.03(k) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Information pertaining to duplicate
claims has been moved to MPEP § 608.01(m).]

706.03(1) - 706.03(n) [Reserved]

706.03(0) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to objection
to an amendment that adds new matter to the
specification has been moved to MPEP § 608.04(a).]
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706.03(p) - 706.03(r) [Reserved]

706.03(s) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Information pertaining to foreign
filing without a foreign filing license has been moved
to MPEP 8§ 140, subsection I11.]

706.03(t) [Reserved]

706.03(u) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Information pertaining to rejections
based on disclaimer has been moved to MPEP §

2304.04(c) ]
706.03(v) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: For rejections following an
interference, see MPEP Chapter 2300. Effective
September 16, 2012, former 37 CFR. 1.292
authorizing petitions seeking institution of public
use proceedings was removed from title 37. For
information regarding rejections after theingtitution
of public use proceedings, see MPEP § 706.03(V) of
the August 2012 revision of the MPEP available
from www. uspto.gov/web/offi ces/pac/mpep/ol d/

mpep_EB8R9.htm.]

706.03(w) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: Information pertaining to rejections
based on res judicata has been moved to MPEP §
2190, subsection I1.]

706.03(x) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[Editor Note: The examination of reissue
applicationsis covered in MPEP Chapter 1400. See
especially MPEP § 1412.03 for rejection of
improper |y broadened reissue claims, MPEP § 1444
for rgjection of claims as being based on a defective
reissue oath or declaration, and MPEP § 1442 for
the special status of reissue applications.]
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706.03(y) [Reserved] [R-10.2019]

[ Editor Note: Information pertaining to improper
Markush groupings has been moved to MPEP §
2117]

706.04 Rejection of Previously Allowed
Claims[R-11.2013]

A claim noted as allowable may be rejected only
after aprimary examiner has considered al thefacts.
An Office action rejecting a previously allowed
claim must be signed by a primary examiner. See

MPEP § 1004.

Great care should be exercised in making such a
rejection.

PREVIOUSACTION BY DIFFERENT EXAMINER

Full faith and credit should be given to the search
and action of a previous examiner unless thereis a
clear error in the previous action or knowledge of
other prior art. In general, an examiner should not
take an entirely new approach or attempt to reorient
the point of view of a previous examiner, or make
anew search inthe mere hope of finding something.
Amgen, Inc. v. Hoechst Marion Roussel, Inc., 126
F. Supp. 2d 69, 139, 57 USPQ2d 1449, 1499-50 (D.
Mass. 2001).

Because it is unusual to reject a previously allowed
claim, the examiner should point out in his or her
office action that the claim now being rejected was
previously allowed by using Form Paragraph 7.50.

9 7.50 Claims Previously Allowed, Now Rejected, New Art

The indicated allowability of claim [1] iswithdrawn in view of
the newly discovered reference(s) to [2]. Rejection(s) based on
the newly cited reference(s) follow.

Examiner Note:

1. Inbracket 2, insert the name(s) of the newly discovered
reference.

2. Any action including this form paragraph requires the
signature of a Primary Examiner. MPEP § 1004.
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706.05 Rejection After Allowance of
Application [R-08.2012]

See MPEP § 1308.01 for a rejection based on a
reference after allowance.

706.06 Rejection of Claims Copied From
Patent [R-10.2019]

When claims corresponding to claims of apatent are
presented in an application, the examiner must
determine whether the presented claims are
unpatentable on any ground(s), e.g., under 35 U.S.C.
101, 102, 103, 112, double patenting, etc. If any of
the claims presented in the application are rejectable
on any grounds, they should be so rejected. The
ground of rejection of the claims presented in the
application may or may not be one which would also
be applicable to the corresponding claims in the
patent. If the ground of rejection is also applicable
to the corresponding claimsin the patent, any Office
action including the rgjection must have the approval
of the Technology Center Director. See MPEP §
1003. For interferences and derivation proceedings,
see MPEP Chapter 2300 and 37 CFR Parts 41 and
42,

706.07 Final Rejection [R-07.2022]

37 CFR 1.113 Final rejection or action.

(@) On the second or any subsequent examination or
consideration by the examiner the rgjection or other action may
be made final, whereupon applicant’s, or for ex parte
reexaminations filed under § 1.510, patent owner’sreply is
limited to appeal in the case of rejection of any claim (8§ 41.31
of thistitle), or to amendment as specifiedin§1.114 or § 1.116.
Petition may be taken to the Director in the case of objections
or reguirements not involved in the rejection of any claim (8
1.181). Reply to afinal rejection or action must comply with §
1.114 or paragraph (c) of this section. For final actionsin an
inter partes reexamination filed under § 1.913, see § 1.953.

(b) Inmaking such final rejection, the examiner shall repeat
or state all grounds of rejection then considered applicable to
the claimsin the application, clearly stating the reasonsin
support thereof.

(c) Reply to afina rejection or action must include
cancellation of, or appeal from the rejection of, each rejected
claim. If any claim stands allowed, the reply to afinal rejection
or action must comply with any requirements or objections as
toform.

Beforefinal rejectionisin order aclear issue should
be developed between the examiner and applicant.
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To bring the prosecution to as speedy conclusion as
possible and at the same time to deal justly by both
the applicant and the public, the invention as
disclosed and claimed should be thoroughly searched
in the first action and the references fully applied;
andinreply to thisaction the applicant should amend
with aview to avoiding al the grounds of rejection
and objection. Switching from one subject matter to
another in the claims presented by applicant in
successive amendments, or from one set of
references to another by the examiner in rejecting
in successive actions claims of substantially the same
subject matter, will alike tend to defeat attaining the
goal of reaching a clearly defined issue for an early
termination, i.e, either an alowance of the
application or afina rejection.

While applicant does not have the right to amend as
often as the examiner presents new references or
reasons for rejection, examiners should not make
hasty and ill-considered final rejections. The
applicant who is seeking to define their invention in
claims that will give them the patent protection to
which they are justly entitled should receive the
cooperation of the examiner to that end, and not be
prematurely cut off in the prosecution of their
application.

The examiner should never lose sight of thefact that
in every case the applicant is entitled to a full and
fair hearing, and that aclear issue between applicant
and examiner should be developed, if possible,
before appeal. However, it is to the interest of the
applicants as a class as well as to that of the public
that prosecution of an application be confined to as
few actions as is consistent with a thorough
consideration of its merits.

STATEMENT OF GROUNDS

In making thefinal rejection, all outstanding grounds
of rejection of record should be carefully reviewed,
and any such groundsrelied oninthefinal rejection
should be reiterated. They must aso be clearly
developed to such an extent that applicant may
readily judge the advisability of an appeal unless a
single previous Office action contains a complete
statement supporting the rejection.
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However, where a single previous Office action
contains a complete statement of a ground of
rejection, the final rejection may refer to such a
statement and also should include arebuttal of any
arguments raised in the applicant’s reply. If appeal
istaken in such acase, the examiner’sanswer should
contain a complete statement of the examiner's
position. The final rejection letter should conclude
with Form Paragraph 7.39.

1 7.39 Action IsFinal

THISACTION ISMADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to thisfinal action is set
to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of thisaction.
In the event afirst reply isfiled within TWO MONTHS of the
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire
on the date the advisory action ismailed, and any extension fee
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from
the mailing date of thisfinal action.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph should not be used in reissuelitigation
cases (SSP- 1 month) or in reexamination proceedings (SSP- 1
or 2 months).

2. 37 CFR 1.136(a) should not be available in areissue
litigation case and is not availablein reexamination proceedings.

Form paragraph 7.39.01 may be used to notify
applicant of options available after final rejection.

9 7.39.01 Final Rejection, Optionsfor Applicant, Pro Se

This action is a final rejection and closes the prosecution of
this application. Applicant’s reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to this
action is limited to an appeal to the Patent Trial and Appeal
Board, an amendment complying with the requirements set forth
below, or arequest for continued examination (RCE) to reopen
prosecution where permitted.

Genera information on the Patent Trial and Appeal Board is
available at: Www.uspto.gov/patents/patent-trial-
and-appeal-boar d/about-ptab/new-ptab. The information at
this page includes guidance on time limited options that may
assist the applicant contemplating appealing an examiner's
rejection. The page is best reviewed promptly after applicant
has received a final rejection or the claims have been twice
rejected because some of the noted assistance must be requested
within one month from the date of the latest rejection. See MPEP
§ 1204 for more information on filing a notice of appeal.

If applicant should desire to appeal any rejection made by the
examiner, a Notice of Appea must be filed within the period
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for reply. The Notice of Appeal must be accompanied by the
fee required by 37 CFR 41.20(b)(1). The current fee amount is
available at: www.uspto.gov/Fees.

If applicant should desire to file an after-final amendment, entry
of the proposed amendment cannot be made as a matter of right
unless it merely cancels claims or complies with a formal
requirement made in a previous Office action. Amendments
touching the merits of the application which otherwise might
not be proper may be admitted upon a showing of good and
sufficient reasons why they are necessary and why they were
not presented earlier.

A reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to afina rejection must include
cancellation of or appea from the rejection of, each rejected
claim. Thefiling of an amendment after final rejection, whether
or not it is entered, does not stop the running of the statutory
period for reply to the final rejection unless the examiner holds
all of the claims to be in condition for allowance.

If applicant should desire to continue prosecution in a utility or
plant application filed on or after May 29, 2000 and have the
finality of this Office action withdrawn, an RCE under 37 CFR
1.114 may be filed within the period for reply. See MPEP §
706.07(h) for more information on the requirements for filing
an RCE.

The application will become abandoned unless a Notice of
Appeal, an after final reply that places the application in
condition for alowance, or an RCE has been filed properly
within the period for reply, or any extension of this period
obtained under either 37 CFR 1.136(a) or (b).

Examiner Note:

The form paragraph must be preceded by any one of form
paragraphs 7.39, 7.40, 7.40.01, 7.41, 7.42.03.fti, or 7.42.09.

The OfficeAction Summary Form PTOL-326 should
beused in all Officeactionsupto and including fina
rejections.

For amendmentsfiled after final rgjection, see M PEP
8714.12 and § 714.13.

For final reection practice in reexamination
proceedings see MPEP § 2271.

706.07(a) Final Rejection, When Proper on
Second Action [R-07.2022]

Second or any subsequent actions on the merits shall
be final, except where the examiner introduces a
new ground of rejection that is neither necessitated
by applicant’s amendment of the claims, nor based
on information submitted in an information

700-31

§ 706.07(a)

disclosure statement filed during the period set forth
in 37 CFR 1.97(c) with the fee set forth in 37 CFR
1.17(p). Where information is submitted in an
information disclosure statement during the period
set forth in 37 CFR 1.97(c) with afee, the examiner
may use the information submitted, e.g., a printed
publication or evidence of public use, and make the
next Office action final whether or not the claims
have been amended, provided that no other new
ground of rejection which was not necessitated by
amendment to the claims is introduced by the
examiner. See MPEP § 609.04(b). Furthermore, a
second or any subsequent action on the meritsin any
application will not be made final if it includes a
rejection on newly cited art other than information
submitted in an information disclosure statement
filed under 37 CFR 1.97(c) with the fee set forth in
37 CFR 1.17(p), of any claim not amended by
applicant or patent owner in spite of the fact that
other claims may have been amended to require
newly cited art. Where information is submitted in
areply to a requirement under 37 CFR 1.105, the
examiner may NOT make the next Office action
relying on that art final unless al instances of the
application of such art are necessitated by
amendment.

For guidance in determining what constitutes a new
ground of rejection, see MPEP § 1207.03(a).

A second or any subsequent action on the meritsin
any application or patent involved in reexamination
proceedings should not be made final if it includes
argjection on prior art not of record of any claim
amended to include limitations which should
reasonably have been expected to be claimed. See
MPEP § 904 et seq. However, notethat an examiner
cannot be expected to foresee whether or how an
applicant will amend aclaim to overcome arejection
except in very limited circumstances (e.g., where
the examiner suggests how applicant can overcome

argection under 35 U.S.C. 112(b) or pre-AlA 35
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph).

A second or any subsequent action on the meritsin
any application or patent involved in reexamination
proceedings may not be made fina if it contains a
new ground of rejection necessitated by the
amendments to pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the
Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical
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AmendmentsAct of 2002 (Public Law 107-273, 116
Stat. 1758 (2002)), unless the new ground of
rejection was necessitated by an amendment to the
claimsor as aresult of information submitted in an
information disclosure statement under 37 CFR

1.97(c) with the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(p).

When applying any 35 U.S.C. 102(a)(2) or pre-AlA
35 U.S.C. 102(€)/103 references against the claims
of an application, the examiner should anticipate
that a statement averring common ownership may
qualify the applicant for the exception under 35
U.S.C. 102(b)(2)(C) or a statement of common
ownership at the time the invention was made may
disgualify any patent or application applied in
arejection under 35 U.S.C. 103 based on 35 U.S.C.
102(e). If such astatement isfiled in reply to the 35
U.S.C. 102(a)(2) or pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 102(€)/103
rejection and the claims are not amended, the
examiner may not make the next Office action final
if a new rejection is made. See MPEP 8§ 2146.03

and 2154.02(c).

When a reference’s subject matter is excepted as
prior art under the joint research agreement (JRA)
provision of 35 U.S.C. 102(b)(2)(C) and 102(c) or
areferenceisdisgualified as prior art under the JRA
provision of pre-AlA 35U.S.C. 103(c) and apending
rejection is thereby overcome, the examiner may
need to make anew doubl e patenting rejection based
upon the excepted subject matter or disgualified
reference in the next Office action. The next Office
action may be made fina even if applicant did not
amend the claims (provided that the examiner
introduces no other new ground of rejection that was
not necessitated by either amendment or an
information disclosure statement filed during the
time period set forth in 37 CFR 1.97(c) with the fee
set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(p)). The Office action is
properly made final because the new double
patenting rejection was necessitated by amendment
of the application by applicant.

Where the only changesin arejection are based on
treating the application as subject to current 35
U.S.C. 102 rather than the version of 35 U.S.C. 102
in effect on March 15, 2013, (the pre-AlA version)
or the reverse, and any prior art relied upon in the
subsequent action was prior art under both versions
of 35U.S.C. 102, then the action may be madefinal.
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For example, if afirst action relied upon areference
as being available under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)
and the subsequent action relied only on the same
reference but under 35 U.S.C. 102(a)(2), the
subsequent action may be made final assuming no
new requirements or non-prior art rejections were
made.

If an applicant amendsthe claimswithout attempting
to show patentabl e novelty, the examiner should not
allow the claims. See MPEP § 714.04. The claims
may be finally rejected if, in the opinion of the
examiner, they are clearly open to rejection on
grounds of record.

Form paragraph 7.40 should be used where an action
is made final including new grounds of rejection
necessitated by applicant’s amendment.

9 7.40Action IsFinal, Necessitated by Amendment

Applicant’s amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of
rejection presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS
ACTIONISMADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant
is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37

CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to thisfinal action is set
to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of thisaction.
In the event afirst reply isfiled within TWO MONTHS of the
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire
on the date the advisory action ismailed, and any extension fee
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from
the mailing date of thisfinal action.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph should not be used in reissuelitigation
cases (SSP- 1 month) or in reexamination proceedings (SSP- 1
or 2 months).

2. 37 CFR 1.136(a) should not be available in areissue
litigation case and is not availablein reexamination proceedings.

9 7.40.01 Action IsFinal, Necessitated by IDSWith Fee

Applicant’s submission of an information disclosure statement
under 37 CFR 1.97(c) with the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(p)
on [1] prompted the new ground(s) of rejection presented inthis
Officeaction. Accordingly, THISACTION ISMADE FINAL.
See MPEP § 609.04(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension
of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to thisfinal action is set
to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of thisaction.
In the event afirst reply isfiled within TWO MONTHS of the
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mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire
on the date the advisory action ismailed, and any extension fee
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from
the mailing date of thisfinal action.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph should not be used and afinal
rejection isimproper where there is another new ground of
rejection introduced by the examiner that was not necessitated
by amendment to the claims.

2. Inbracket 1, insert the filing date of the information
disclosure statement containing the identification of theitem of
information used in the new ground of rejection.

9 7.40.02.aia Action IsFinal, Necessitated by Invoking the
Joint Research Agreement Prior Art Exception Under 35
U.S.C. 102(b)(2)(C)

Applicant’s submission of the requirementsfor thejoint research
agreement prior art exception under 35 U.S.C. 102(b)(2)(C) on
[1] prompted the new double patenting rejection presented in
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE
FINAL. See MPEP 8 2156. Applicant is reminded of the
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to thisfinal action is set
to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of thisaction.
In the event afirst reply isfiled within TWO MONTHS of the
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire
on the date the advisory action ismailed, and any extension fee
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from
the mailing date of thisfinal action.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph should only be used in an application
filed on or after March 16, 2013, where the claims are being
examined under 35 U.S.C. 102/103 as amended by the
Leahy-Smith America Invents Act. This form paragraph must
be preceded by form paragraph 7.03.aia.

2. Thisform paragraph should not be used, and afinal
rejection isimproper, where there is another new ground of
rejection introduced by the examiner that was not necessitated
by amendment to the claims nor based on information submitted
in an information disclosure statement filed during the period
set forth in 37 CFR 1.97(c) with the fee set forth in 37 CFR
1.17(p).

3. Inbracket 1, insert the filing date of the submission of the

requirementsfor thejoint research agreement prior art exception
as defined under 35 U.S.C. 102(c).

700-33

§ 706.07(b)

9 7.40.02.fti Action IsFinal, Necessitated by Invoking the
Joint Research Agreement Prior Art Disqualification Under
Pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(c)

Applicant’s submission of the requirementsfor thejoint research
agreement prior art disqualification under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C.
103(c) on [1] prompted the new double patenting rejection
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THISACTION
IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forthin 37 CFR

1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to thisfinal action is set
to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of thisaction.
In the event afirst reply isfiled within TWO MONTHS of the
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire
on the date the advisory action ismailed, and any extension fee
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from
the mailing date of thisfinal action.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph should not be used and afinal rejection
isimproper where there is another new ground of rejection
introduced by the examiner that was not necessitated by
amendment to the claims nor based on information submitted
in an information disclosure statement filed during the period
set forth in 37 CFR 1.97(c) with the fee set forth in 37 CFR
1.17.

2. Inbracket 1, insert thefiling date of the submission of the
requirements for the joint research agreement prior art
disqualification under pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 103(c).

706.07(b) Final Reection, When Proper on
First Action [R-07.2022]

The claims of a new application may be finally
rejected in the first Office action in those situations
where (A) the new application is a continuing
application of, or a substitute for, an earlier
application, and (B) all claims of the new application
(1) are either identical to or patentably indistinct
from the claims in the earlier application (in other
words, restriction under 37 CFR 1.145 would not
have been proper if the new or amended claims had
been entered in the earlier application), and (2)
would have been properly finally rejected on the
grounds and art of record in the next Office action
if they had been entered in the earlier application.

The claims of an application for which arequest for

continued examination (RCE) has been filed may
be finaly rejected in the action immediately
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subsequent to the filing of the RCE (with a
submission and fee under 37 CFR 1.114) where al
the claims in the application after the entry of the
submission under 37 CFR 1.114 and any entered
supplemental amendments (A) are either identical
to or patentably indistinct from the claims in the
application prior to the entry of the submission under
37 CFR 1.114, (NOTE Applicants cannot use an
RCE to obtain continued examination on the basis
of claimsthat are independent and distinct from the
claims previously claimed and examined asamatter
of right (i.e., applicant cannot switch inventions).
See 37 CFR 1.145 and MPEP § 706.07(h),
subsection VI. Therefore, condition (A) is always
met where the RCE isaccompanied by asubmission
that will be entered as a matter of right.) and (B)
would have been properly finally rejected on the
grounds and art of record in the next Office action
if they had been entered in the application prior to
the filing of the RCE under 37 CFR 1.114.

It would not be proper to make final afirst Office
actionin acontinuing or substitute application or an
RCE wherethat application contains material which
was presented in the earlier application after fina
rejection or closing of prosecution but was denied
entry because (A) new issues were raised that
required further consideration and/or search, or (B)
the issue of new matter was raised.

Further, it would not be proper to make final afirst
Office action in a continuation-in-part application
where any claim includes subject matter not present
in the earlier application.

A reguest for an interview prior to first action on a
continuing or substitute application should ordinarily
be granted.

A first action final rejection should be made by using
Form Paragraphs 7.41 or 7.41.03, as appropriate.

9 7.41Action IsFinal, First Action

Thisisa[1] of applicant’searlier Application No. [2]. All claims
aredrawn to the sameinvention claimed in the earlier application
and could have been finally rejected on the grounds and art of
record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the
earlier application. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE
FINAL even though it is afirst action in this case. See MPEP
8§ 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time

policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a).
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A shortened statutory period for reply to thisfinal action is set
to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of thisaction.
In the event afirst reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire
on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from
the mailing date of thisfinal action.

Examiner Note:

1. Inbracket 1, insert either --continuation-- or --substitute--,
as appropriate.

2. If an amendment was refused entry in the parent case on
the grounds that it raised new issues or new matter, thisform

paragraph cannot be used. See MPEP § 706.07(b).

3. Thisform paragraph should not be usedin reissuelitigation
cases (SSP- 1 month) or in reexamination proceedings (SSP-1
or 2 months).

4. 37 CFR 1.136(a) should not be available in areissue
litigation case and is not available in reexamination proceedings.

9 7.41.03Action IsFinal, First Action Following Submission
Under 37 CFR 1.53(d), Continued Prosecution Application
(CPA) in a Design Application

All claimsare drawn to the sameinvention claimed in the parent
application prior to the filing of this Continued Prosecution
Application under 37 CFR 1.53(d) and could have been finally
rejected on the grounds and art of record in the next Office
action. Accordingly, THISACTION ISMADE FINAL even
though it is afirst action after the filing under 37 CFR 1.53(d).
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set

forthin 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to thisfinal action is set
to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of thisaction.
In the event afirst reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire
on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from
the mailing date of thisfinal action.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph isfor afirst action final rejection in
aContinued Prosecution Application filed under 37 CFR 1.53(d)
(design applications only).

2. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by one of form
paragraphs 2.30 or 2.35, as appropriate.

9 7.42.09 Action IsFinal, First Action Following Request
for Continued Examination under 37 CFR 1.114

All claims are either identical to or patentably indistinct from
the claimsin the application prior to the entry of the submission
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under 37 CFR 1.114 (that is, restriction would not be proper)
and all claims could have been finally rejected on the grounds
and art of record in the next Office action if they had been
entered in the application prior to entry under 37 CFR 1.114.
Accordingly, THISACTION ISMADE FINAL even though
it is a first action after the filing of a request for continued
examination and the submission under 37 CFR 1.114. See MPEP
§ 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time

policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to thisfinal action is set
to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of thisaction.
In the event afirst reply isfiled within TWO MONTHS of the
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire
on the date the advisory action ismailed, and any extension fee
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from
the mailing date of thisfinal action.

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraphisfor afirst action final rejection following
aRequest for Continued Examination filed under 37 CFR 1.114.

706.07(c) Final Regection, Premature
[R-11.2013]

Any question asto prematureness of afinal rejection
should be raised, if at al, while the application is
still pending before the primary examiner. This is
purely a question of practice, wholly distinct from
the tenability of the rejection. It may therefore not
be advanced as a ground for appeal, or made the
basis of complaint before the Patent Trial and Appeal
Board. It is reviewable by petition under 37 CFR
1.181. See MPEP § 1002.02(c).

706.07(d) Final Rejection, Withdrawal of,
Premature [R-08.2012]

If, on request by applicant for reconsideration, the
primary examiner finds the final rejection to have
been premature, he or she should withdraw the
finality of the rejection. The finality of the Office
action must be withdrawn while the application is
still pending. The examiner cannot withdraw the
final rejection once the application is abandoned.

Once the finality of the Office action has been
withdrawn, the next Office action may be made final

if the conditions set forth in MPEP § 706.07(a) are
met.
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Form paragraph 7.42 should be used when
withdrawing the finality of the rejection of the last
Office action.

1 7.42 Withdrawal of Finality of Last Office Action

Applicant’s request for reconsideration of the finality of the
rejection of the last Office action is persuasive and, therefore,
the finality of that action is withdrawn.

706.07(e) Withdrawal of Final Reection,
General [R-08.2012]

See MPEP § 714.12 and § 714.13 for amendments
after final rejection.

Onceafinal rejection that is not premature has been
entered in an applicati on/reexamination proceeding,
it should not be withdrawn at the applicant’s or
patent owner’'s request except on a showing under
37 CFR 1.116(b). Further amendment or argument
will be considered in certain instances. An
amendment that will place the application either in
condition for allowance or in better form for appeal
may be admitted. Also, amendments complying with
objections or requirements as to form are to be
permitted after final action in accordance with 37

CFR 1.116(a).

The examiner may withdraw the rejection of finally
rejected claims. If new factsor reasons are presented
such asto convince the examiner that the previously
rejected claims are in fact allowable or patentable
inthe case of reexamination, then the final rejection
should be withdrawn. Occasionally, the finality of
a rejection may be withdrawn in order to apply a
new ground of rejection.

Although it is permissible to withdraw a final
rejection for the purpose of entering a new ground
of rgjection, thispracticeisto be limited to situations
whereanew reference either fully meetsat least one
claim or meets it except for differences which are
shown to be completely obvious. Normally, the
previous rejection should be withdrawn with respect
totheclaim or claimsinvolved. See MPEP § 1207.03
for adiscussion of what may constitute anew ground
of regjection.

The practice should not be used for application of
subsidiary references, or of cumulative references,
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or of references which are merely considered to be
better than those of record.

When afinal rejection iswithdrawn, all amendments
filed after the final rejection are ordinarily entered.

New grounds of rejection made in an Office action
reopening prosecution after the filing of an appeal
brief require the approval of the supervisory patent
examiner. See MPEP § 1002.02(d).

706.07(f) Timefor Reply to Final Reection
[R-10.2019]

Thetimefor reply to afinal rejectionis asfollows:

(A) All final rejections setting a 3-month
shortened statutory period (SSP) for reply should
contain one of form paragraphs 7.39, 7.40, 7.40.01,
7.40.02.fti, 7.40.02.aia, 7.41, 7.41.03, 7.42.03.fti,
7.42.031.fti, or 7.42.09 advising applicant that if the
first reply isfiled within 2 months of the date of the
final Office action, the shortened statutory period
will expire at 3 months from the date of the final
rejection or on the date the advisory actionismailed,
whichever islater. Thus, avariable reply period will
be established. If the last day of “2 months of the
date of the final Office action” falls on Saturday,
Sunday, or afederal holiday within the District of
Columbia, and areply isfiled on the next succeeding
day which is not a Saturday, Sunday, or afederal
holiday, pursuant to 37 CFR 1.7(a), thereply is
deemed to have been filed within the 2 months
period and the shortened statutory period will expire
at 3 months from the date of the final rejection or
on themailing date of the advisory action, whichever
islater (see MPEP § 710.05). In no event can the
statutory period for reply expirelater than 6 months
from the mailing date of the final rejection.

(B) This procedure of setting a variable reply
period in the final rejection dependent on when
applicant files afirst reply to afinal Office action
does not apply to situations where a SSP less than
3 monthsis set, e.g., reissue litigation applications
(1-month SSP) or any reexamination proceeding.

I. ADVISORY ACTIONS
(C) Wherethefinal Office action setsavariable

reply period as set forth in paragraph (A) above AND
applicant files a complete first reply to the final
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Office action within 2 months of the date of thefinal
Office action, the examiner must determineif the
reply:

(1) placesthe application in condition for
allowance — then the application should be
processed as an alowance and no extension feesare
due;

(2) placesthe application in condition for
alowance except for matters of form which the
examiner can change without authorization from
applicant, MPEP § 1302.04 — then the application
should be amended as required and processed as an
alowance and no extension fees are due; or

(3) doesnot placethe applicationin condition
for alowance — then the advisory action should
inform applicant that the SSP for reply expires
3 months from the date of the final rejection or as
of the mailing date of the advisory action, whichever
islater, by checking box 1.b) at the top portion of
the Advisory Action form, PTOL-303.

(D) Wherethefinal Office action setsavariable
reply period as set forth in paragraph (A) above, and
applicant doesNOT fileacompletefirst reply to the
final Office action within 2 months, examiners
should check box 1.a) at the top portion of the
Advisory Action form, PTOL-303.

(E) When box 1.b) at the top portion of the
Advisory Action form, PTOL-303 is checked, the
time for applicant to take further action (including
the calculation of extension fees under 37 CFR
1.136(a)) begins to run 3 months from the date of
the final rgjection, or from the date of the advisory
action, whichever is later. Extension fees cannot be
prorated for portions of amonth. In no event can the
statutory period for reply expire later than 6 months
from the date of the final rejection. For example, if
applicant initially replies within 2 months from the
date of mailing of afinal rejection and the examiner
mails an advisory action before the end of 3 months
from the date of mailing of the final rejection, the
shortened statutory period will expire at the end of
3 months from the date of mailing of the final
rejection. In such case, if a petition for extension of
timeisgranted, the due datefor areply iscomputed
from the date stamped or printed on the Office action
with the final rejection. See MPEP § 710.01(a). If
the examiner, however, does not mail an advisory
action until after the end of the 3-month period, the
shortened statutory period will expire on the date
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the examiner mails the advisory action and any mailing date of the advisory action.
extension of time fee would be calculated from the
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) ) Application No. Applicant(s)
Advisory Acftion

Before the Filing of an Appeal Brief [Examiner ArtUnit AIA (First Inventor to File) Status
No

--The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address —

THE REPLY FILED FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE.
NO NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED
1. [0 The reply was filed after a final rejection. No Netice of Appeal has been filed. To avoid abandonment of this application, applicant must timely file
one of the following replies: (1) an amendment, affidavit, or other evidence, which places the application in condition for allowance;
(2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) in compliance with 37 CFR 41.31; or (3) a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with
37 CFR 1.114 if this is a utility or plant application. Note that RCEs are not permitted in design applications. The reply must be filed within one of
the following time periods:
a) [ The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection.
b) D The peried for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action; or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later.
In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection.
c) |:| A prior Advisory Action was mailed more than 3 months after the mailing date of the final rejection in response to a first after-final reply filed
within 2 months of the mailing date of the final rejection. The current period for reply expires months from the mailing date of
the prior Advisory Action or SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection, whichever is earlier.
Examiner Note: If box 1 is checked, check either box (a), (b) or (¢). ONLY CHECK BOX (b) WHEN THIS ADVISORY ACTION IS THE
EIRST RESPONSE TO APPLICANT'S EIRST AFTER-FINAL REPLY WHICH WAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL
REJECTION. ONLY CHECK BOX (c) IN THE LIMITED SITUATION SET FORTH UNDER BOX (c). See MPEP 706.07(f).
Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate
extension fee have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The
appropriate extension fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally
set in the final Office action; or (2) as set forth in (b) or (c) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the
mailing date of the final rejection, even if timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b).
NOTICE OF APPEAL
2. I:\ The Notice of Appeal was filed on - A brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41.37 must be filed within two months of the date of filing the
Notice of Appeal (37 CFR 41.37(a)), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 41.37(e)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. Since a Notice of
Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41.37(a).
AMENDMENTS
3. |:| The proposed amendments filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because
a) | They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below);
b) | They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below),
c) [l They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for
appeal; andfor
d) 1 They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims.
NOTE: . (See 37 CFR 1.116 and 41.33(a)).
4, E\ The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324).
5. ] Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s):
6. D Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the non-
allowable claim(s).

7. For purposes of appeal, the proposed amendment(s): (a) (] will not be entered, or (b) [J will be entered, and an explanation of how the
new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended.
AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE

s A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filed on .
9. [ The affidavit or other evidence filed after final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered because

applicant failed to provide a showing of good and sufficient reasons why the affidavit or other evidence is necessary and was nhot earlier
presented. See 37 CFR 1.116(e).

10. [J The affidavit or other evidence filed after the date of filing the Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered
because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome all rejections under appeal andfor appellant fails to provide a showing of good
and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41.33(d)(1).

11. [J The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or attached.

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION/CTHER

12. [0 The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because:

13. [ Note the attached Information Disciosure Statementi(s). (PTO/SB/08) Paper No(s).
14. [J Other: .
STATUS OF CLAIMS
15. The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows:
Claim(s) allowed:
Claim(s) objected to:
Claim(s) rejected:
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration:

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-303 (Rev. 08-2013) Advisory Action Before the Filing of an Appeal Brief Part of Paper No.
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[I. EXAMINER’'SAMENDMENTS

(F) Whereacompletefirst reply to afinal Office
action has been filed within 2 months of the final
Office action, an examiner’s amendment to place
the application in condition for allowance may be
made without the payment of extension fees even if
the examiner’s amendment is made more than 3
months from the date of thefinal Office action. Note
that an examiner’'s amendment may not be made
morethan 6 monthsfrom the date of thefinal Office
action, asthe application would be abandoned at that
point by operation of law.

(G) Whereacompletefirst reply to afinal Office
action has not been filed within 2 months of thefinal
Office action, applicant’s authorization to make an
amendment to place the application in condition for
allowance must be made either within the 3 month
shortened statutory period or within an extended
period for reply that has been petitioned and paid
for by applicant pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a).
However, an examiner’samendment correcting only
formal matters that are identified for the first time
after areply is made to afinal Office action would
not require any extension fee, since the reply to the
final Office action put the application in condition
for allowance except for the correction of formal
matters, the correction of which had not yet been
required by the examiner.

(H) Anextension of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a)
requires a petition for an extension and the
appropriate fee provided forin 37 CFR 1.17. Where
an extension of timeis necessary to place an
application in condition for allowance (e.g., when
an examiner's amendment is necessary after the
shortened statutory period for reply has expired),
applicant may file the required petition and fee or
give authorization to the examiner to make the
petition of record and charge a specified feeto a
deposit account. Office employees may not accept
oral (telephonic) instructions to compl ete the Credit
Card Payment Form or otherwise charge a patent
process fee (as opposed to information product or
service fees) to acredit card. When authorization to
make a petition for an extension of time of record is
given to the examiner, the authorization must be
given before the extended period expires. The
authorization must be made of record in an
examiner's amendment by indicating the name of
the person making the authorization, when the
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authorization was given, the deposit account number
to be charged, the length of the extension requested
and the amount of the feeto be charged to the deposit
account. Form Paragraph 13.02.02 should be used.

1 13.02.02 Extension of Time and Examiner’s Amendment
Authorized

An extension of timeunder 37 CFR 1.136(a) isrequired in order
to make an examiner's amendment that places this application
in condition for allowance. During a conversation conducted
on [1], [2] requested an extension of time for [3] MONTH(S)
and authorized the Director to charge Deposit Account No. [4]
the required fee of $ [5] for this extension and authorized the
following examiner's amendment. Should the changes and/or
additions be unacceptable to applicant, an amendment may be
filed as provided by 37 CFR 1.312. To ensure consideration of
such an amendment, it MUST be submitted no later than the
payment of theissue fee.

Examiner Note:

1. See MPEP § 706.07(f) which explains when an extension
of timeis needed in order to make amendments to place the
application in condition for allowance.

2. Inno case can any extension carry the date for reply to an
Office action beyond the maximum period of SIX MONTHS
set by statute (35 U.S.C. 133).

I11. PRACTICE AFTER FINAL

(1) Replies after final should be processed and
considered promptly by all Office personnel.

(J) Replies after final should not be considered
by the examiner unlessthey arefiled within the SSP
or are accompanied by a petition for an extension of
time and the appropriate fee (37 CFR 1.17 and
37CFR 1.136(a)). Seealso MPEP § 710.02(€). This
requirement also applies to supplemental replies
filed after the first reply.

(K) Interviews may be conducted after the
expiration of the shortened statutory period for reply
to afina Office action but within the 6-month
statutory period for reply without the payment of
an extension fee.

(L) Formal matters that are identified for the
first time after areply ismadeto afinal Officeaction
and that require action by applicant to correct may
berequiredinan Ex parte Quayle action if the
application is otherwise in condition for alowance.
No extension feeswould be required since the reply
putsthe applicationin condition for all owance except
for the correction of formal matters— the correction
of which had not yet been required by the examiner.
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(M) If prosecution isto be reopened after afinal
Office action has been replied to, the finality of the
previous Office action should be withdrawn to avoid
the issue of abandonment and the payment of
extension fees. For example, if a new reference
comesto the attention of the examiner which renders
unpatentable a claim indicated to be alowable, the
Office action should begin with a statement to the
effect: “The finality of the Office action mailed is
hereby withdrawn in view of the new ground of
rejection set forth below.” Form paragraph 7.42
could be used in addition to this statement. See
MPEP § 706.07(d).

706.07(g) Transitional After-Final Practice
[R-07.2015]

37 CFR 1.129 Transitional proceduresfor limited
examination after final regjection and restriction practice.

(a) Anapplicantinan application, other than for reissue or
adesign patent, that has been pending for at least two years as
of June 8, 1995, taking into account any reference madein such
application to any earlier filed application under 35 U.S.C. 120,
121 and 365(c), is entitled to have afirst submission entered
and considered on the merits after final rejection under the
following circumstances: The Office will consider such a
submission, if the first submission and the fee set forthin §
1.17(r) arefiled prior to the filing of an appeal brief and prior
to abandonment of the application. The finaity of the fina
rejection is automatically withdrawn upon the timely filing of
the submission and payment of the fee set forthin 8 1.17(r). If
asubsequent final rejection ismadein the application, applicant
isentitled to have a second submission entered and considered
on the merits after the subsequent final rejection under the
following circumstances: The Office will consider such a
submission, if the second submission and a second fee set forth
in 8§ 1.17(r) arefiled prior to the filing of an appeal brief and
prior to abandonment of the application. The findity of the
subsequent final rejection is automatically withdrawn upon the
timely filing of the submission and payment of the second fee
set forthin 8§ 1.17(r). Any submission filed after afinal rejection
made in an application subsequent to thefee set forthin § 1.17(r)
having been twice paid will be treated as set forthin § 1.116. A

Rev. 07.2022, February 2023
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submission as used in this paragraph includes, but isnot limited
to, an information disclosure statement, an amendment to the
written description, claims or drawings and a hew substantive
argument or new evidence in support of patentability.

*kkkk

(c) Theprovisions of this section shall not be applicableto
any application filed after June 8, 1995.

In order to facilitate the completion of prosecution
of applications pending in the USPTO as of June 8§,
1995 and to ease the transition between a 17-year
patent term and a 20-year patent term, Public Law
103-465 provided for the further [limited
reexamination of an application pending for 2 years
or longer as of June 8, 1995, taking into account any
reference madein the application to any earlier filed
application under 35 U.S.C. 120, 121, or 365(c). The
further limited reexamination permits applicants to
present for consideration, as a matter of right upon
payment of afee, asubmission after afinal rejection
has been issued on an application. An applicant will
be able to take advantage of this provision on two
separate occasions provided the submission and fee
are presented prior to the filing of the Appeal Brief
and prior to abandonment of the application. This
will have the effect of enabling an applicant to
essentially remove the finality of the prior Office
action in the pending application on two separate
occasions by paying a fee for each occasion,
and avoid the impact of refiling the application to
obtain consideration of additional claims and/or
information relative to the claimed subject matter.
Thetransitional after-final practiceisonly available
to applications filed on or before June 8, 1995 and
it is not available for reissue or design applications
or reexamination proceedings.

The following flowchart illustrates the transitional
after-final procedures set forth in 37 CFR 1.129(a).
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Transitional After-Final Provision —37 CFR 1.129(a)
Starting June 8, 1995

Application filed on or before 6/8/95 i N =i § 1.129(a) not available I
¢ Y
Application has an effective filing date of 6/8/93 ;
or earlier N —Dl § 1.129(a) not available I

Goes normal appeal route

Submission & § 1.17(r) fee filed prior to Appeal
Brief and prior to abandonment of application

Submission entered and finality of previous
rejection w/d. No new matter permitted.

Give applicant a 2 —month
N ——»]  cxtendable SSP to submita complete
reply to the previous Office action

Submission fully responsive to the
previous Office action

Submission filed prior to 6/8/05 — considered in manner
set forth in MPEP § 706.07(b) Y Application is
Reply complete and timely abandoned

filed

Submission filed on or after 6/8/05 — considered in
manner set forth in MPEP § 706.07(a)

Further prosecution results in final rejection I

v

Submission & § 1.17(r) fee filed prior to
Appeal Brief and prior to abandonment Goes normal appeal route
of application N

Submission entered and finality of previous
reiection w/d. No new matter permitted.

Give applicant a 2 — month
extendable SSP to submit a complete
reply to the previous Office action

Submission fully responsive to the
previous Office action

<

Submission filed prior to 6/8/05 — considered in manner
set forth in MPEP § 706.07(b)

Reply complete and timely
filed

Application is
abandoned

Submission filed on or after 6/8/05 — considered in
manner set forth in MPEP § 706.07(a)

| Further prosecution results in final rejection I

v

| Normal route '
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Effective June 8, 1995, in any pending application
having an actua or effective filing date of June 8,
1993 or earlier, applicant is entitled, under 37 CFR
1.129(a), to have a first submission after final
rejection entered and considered on the merits, if the
submission and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r)
arefiled prior to thefiling of an Appeal Brief under
37 CFR 41.37 and prior to abandonment. For an
application entering national stage under 35 U.S.C.
371 or an application filed under 35 U.S.C. 111(a)
claiming benefit under 35 U.S.C. 120 of a PCT
application designating the U.S, the PCT
international filing date will be used to determine
whether the application has been pending for at |east
2 years as of June 8, 1995.

Form paragraph 7.41.01.fti may be used to notify
applicant that the application qualifiesunder 37 CFR

1.129(a).

T 7.41.01.fti Transitional After Final Practice, First
Submission (37 CFR 1.129(a))

This application is subject to the provisions of Public Law
103-465, effective June 8, 1995. Accordingly, since this
application has been pending for at least two years as of June
8, 1995, taking into account any reference to an earlier-filed
application under 35 U.S.C. 120, 121 or 365(c), applicant, under
37 CFR 1.129(a), is entitled to have afirst submission entered
and considered on the merits if, prior to abandonment, the
submission and thefee set forthin 37 CFR 1.17(r) arefiled prior
to the filing of an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41.37. Upon the
timely filing of afirst submission and the appropriate fee of $[1]
for a[2] entity under 37 CFR 1.17(r), thefinality of the previous
Office action will be withdrawn. If a notice of appeal and the
appeal fee set forth in 37 CFR 41.20(b) were filed prior to or
with the payment of the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r), the
payment of thefee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r) by applicant will
be construed as a request to dismiss the appeal and to continue
prosecution under 37 CFR 1.129(a). In view of 35 U.S.C. 132,
no amendment considered as a result of payment of the fee set
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r) may introduce new matter into the
disclosure of the application.

If applicant has filed multiple proposed amendments which,
when entered, would conflict with one another, specific
instructions for entry or non-entry of each such amendment
should be provided upon payment of any fee under 37 CFR

1.17(r).

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph may follow any of form paragraphs
7.39-7.41in any application filed prior to June 9, 1995, which
has been pending for at least two years as of June 8, 1995, taking
into account any reference under 35 U.S.C. 120, 121 or 365(c)
to aprevioudly filed application and no previous fee has been

paid under 37 CFR 1.17(r).
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2. Thisform paragraph should NOT be used in adesign or
reissue application, or in areexamination proceeding.

3. Inbracket 1, insert the current feefor alarge or small entity,
as appropriate.

4. Inbracket 2, insert --small-- or --large--, depending on the
current status of the application.

The submission under 37 CFR 1.129(a) may
comprise, but is not limited to, an information
disclosure statement (IDS), an amendment to the
written description, claims or drawings, a new
substantive argument and/or new evidence. No
amendment considered as aresult of payment of the
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r) may introduce new
matter into the disclosure of the application 35
U.S.C. 132. In view of the fee set forth in 37 CFR
1.17(r), any (IDS) previously refused consideration
in the application because of applicant’s failure to
comply with 37 CFR 1.97(c) or (d) will be treated
as though it has been filed within one of the time
periods set forth in 37 CFR 1.97(b) and will be
considered without the petition and petition fee
required in 37 CFR 1.97(d), if it complies with the
requirements of 37 CFR 1.98. Any IDS submitted
under 37 CFR 1.129(a) on or after June 8, 2005
without a statement specified in 37 CFR 1.97(e) will
betreated asthough it had been filed within thetime
period set forth in 37 CFR 1.97(c) with the fee set
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(p). The examiner may
introduce a new ground of rejection based on the
information submitted in the | DS and make the next
Office action final provided that the examiner
introduces no other new ground of rejection, which
has not been necessitated by amendment to the
claims. See MPEP § 706.07(a).

If the application qualifies under 37 CFR 1.129(a),
that is, it wasfiled on or before June 8, 1995 and the
application has an effective U.S. filing date of June
8, 1993 or earlier, the examiner must check to see
if the submission and 37 CFR 1.17(r) fee werefiled
prior to the filing of the Appeal Brief and prior to
abandonment of the application. If an amendment
was timely filed in reply to the final rejection but
the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r) did not
accompany the amendment, examinerswill continue
to consider these amendments in an expedited
manner as set forth in MPEP § 714.13 and issue an
advisory action notifying applicant whether the
amendment has been entered. If the examiner
indicated in an advisory action that the amendment
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has not been entered, applicant may then pay thefee
set forthin 37 CFR 1.17(r) and any necessary feeto
avoid abandonment of the application and aobtain
entry and consideration of the amendment as a
submission under 37 CFR 1.129(a). If the submission
and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r) were timely
filed in reply to the final rejection and no advisory
action has been issued prior to the payment of the
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r), no advisory action
will be necessary. The examiner will notify applicant
that thefinality of the previous office action has been
withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.129(a). It is noted
that if the submission is accompanied by a
“conditional” payment of thefee set forthin 37 CFR
1.17(r), i.e., an authorization to charge the fee set
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r) to a deposit account or to a
credit card in the event that the submission would
not otherwise be entered, the Office will treat the
conditional payment as an unconditional payment

of the 37 CFR 1.17(r) fee.

The finality of the final rejection is automatically
withdrawn upon the timely filing of the submission
and payment of the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r).
Upon the timely payment of the fee set forth in
37 CFR _1.17(r), dl previousy unentered
submissions, and submissionsfiled with the 37 CFR
1.17(r) fee will be entered in the order in which they
werefiled absent specificinstructionsfor entry. Any
conflicting amendments should be clarified for entry
by the applicant upon payment of the 37 CFR 1.17(r)
fee. Form paragraph 7.42.01.fti should be used to
notify applicant that the finality of the previous
Office action has been withdrawn.

1 7.42.01.fti Withdrawal of Finality of Last Office Action -
Transitional Application Under 37 CFR 1.129(a)

Since this application is eligible for the transitional procedure
of 37 CFR 1.129(a), and the fee set forthin 37 CFR 1.17(r) has
been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has
been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.129(a). Applicant’s [1]
submission after final filed on [2] has been entered.

Examiner Note:

Insert --first-- or --second-- in bracket 1.

If aNotice of Appeal and the appeal fee set forthin
37 CFR 41.20(b) were filed prior to or with the
payment of the fee set forth 37 CFR 1.17(r), the
payment of the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r) by
applicant is construed as a request to dismiss the
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appeal and to continue prosecution under 37 CFR

1.129(a).

Upon the timely payment of the fee set forth in
37 CFR 1.17(r), if the examiner determines that the
submission is not fully responsive to the previous
Office action, e.g., if the submission only includes
an information disclosure statement, applicant will
be given a new shortened statutory period of 2
months to submit acomplete reply. Form paragraph
7.42.02.fti should be used.

9 7.42.02.fti Nonresponsive Submission Filed Under 37 CFR
1.129(a)

The timely submission under 37 CFR 1.129(a) filed on [1] is
not fully responsiveto the prior Office action because[2]. Since
the submission appears to be a bona fide attempt to provide a
complete reply to the prior Office action, applicant is given a
shortened statutory period of TWO MONTHS from the mailing
date of this letter to submit a complete reply. This shortened
statutory period supersedesthetime period set in the prior Office
action. This time period may be extended pursuant to 37 CFR
1.136(a). If anotice of appeal and the appeal fee set forthin 37
CFR 41.20(b) werefiled prior to or with the payment of the fee
set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r), the payment of the fee set forth in
37 CFR 1.17(r) by applicant is construed as arequest to dismiss
the appeal and to continue prosecution under 37 CFR 1.129(a).
The appeal stands dismissed.

Examiner Note:

The reasons why the examiner considers the submission not to
be fully responsive must be set forth in bracket 2.

I. SUBMISSIONSUNDER 37 CFR 1.129(a) FILED
PRIOR TO JUNE 8, 2005

After submission and payment of the fee set forth
in 37 CFR 1.17(r), the next Office action on the
merits may be made final only under the conditions
for making afirst action in acontinuing application
final set forthin MPEP § 706.07(b).

Form paragraph 7.42.03.fti may be used if it is
appropriate to make the first action fina following
a submission under 37 CFR 1.129(a) filed prior to
June 8, 2005.

9 7.42.03.fti Action IsFinal, First Action Following
Submission Under 37 CFR 1.129(a) Filed Prior to June 8,
2005

All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the
application prior to the entry of the submission under 37 CFR
1.129(a) and could have been finally rejected on the grounds
and art of record in the next Office action if they had been
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entered in the application prior to entry under 37 CFR 1.129(a).
Accordingly, THISACTION ISMADE FINAL even though
itisafirst action after the submission under 37 CFR 1.129(a).
See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant isreminded of the extension

of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to thisfinal action is set
to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of thisaction.
In the event afirst reply isfiled within TWO MONTHS of the
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire
on the date the advisory action ismailed, and any extension fee
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from
the mailing date of thisfinal action.

Examiner Note:

Also use form paragraph 7.41.02.fti if thisis afina rejection
following afirst submission under 37 CFR 1.129(a).

If a subsequent final rejection is made in the
application, applicant would be entitled to have a
second submission entered and considered on the
merits under the same conditions set forth for
consideration of thefirst submission. Form paragraph
7.41.02.fti should be used.

9 7.41.02.fti Transitional After Final Practice, Second
Submission (37 CFR 1.129(a))

Since the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r) for afirst submission
subsequent to a fina rejection has been previously paid,
applicant, under 37 CFR 1.129(a), is entitled to have a second
submission entered and considered on the merits if, prior to
abandonment, the second submission and the fee set forthin 37
CFR 1.17(r) arefiled prior to thefiling of an appeal brief under
37 CFR 41.37. Upon the timely filing of a second submission
and the appropriate fee of $[1] for a[2] entity under 37 CFR
1.17(r), the finality of the previous Office action will be
withdrawn. If a notice of appeal and the appeal fee set forth in
37 CFR 41.20(b) werefiled prior to or with the payment of the
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r), the payment of the fee set forth
in 37 CFR 1.17(r) by applicant will be construed as a request
to dismissthe appeal and to continue prosecution under 37 CFR
1.129(a). In view of 35 U.S.C. 132, no amendment considered
asaresult of payment of thefee set forthin 37 CFR 1.17(r) may
introduce new matter into the disclosure of the application.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraphisto follow any of form paragraphs

7.39-7.41inany application filed prior to June 9, 1995, which
has been pending for at least two years as of June 8, 1995, taking
into account any reference under 35 U.S.C. 120, 121 or 365(c)
to aprevioudly filed application and afirst submission fee has

been previously paid under 37 CFR 1.17(r).

2. Thisform paragraph should NOT be used in adesign or
reissue application or in a reexamination proceeding.
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3. Inbracket 1, insert the current feefor alarge or small entity,
as appropriate.

4. Inbracket 2, insert --small-- or --large--, depending on the
current status of the application.

5. If thefeeset forth in 37 CFR 1.17(r) has been twice paid,
the provisions of 37 CFR 1.129(a) are no longer available.

Any submission filed after afinal rejection madein
the application subsequent to the fee set forth in
37 CFR 1.17(r) having been twice paid will be
treated in accordance with the current after-final
practice set forth in 37 CFR 1.116.

Il. SUBMISSIONSUNDER 37 CFR 1.129(a) FILED
ON OR AFTER JUNE 8, 2005

For timely submission and payment of the fee set
forthin 37 CFR 1.17(r) on or after June 8, 2005, the
next Office action on the merits will be equivalent
to the next Office action following a reply to a
non-final Officeaction. Under existing second Office
action fina practice, such an Office action on the
meritswill be madefinal, except where the examiner
introduces a new ground of rejection that is neither
necessitated by applicant’s amendment of the claims
nor based on information submitted in an IDS filed
during the period set forth in 37 CFR 1.97(c) with
the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(p). See MPEP §
706.07(a).

Form paragraph 7.42.031.fti may be used to make
the next Office action final following a submission
under 37 CFR 1.129(a) filed on or after June 8, 2005.

9 7.42.031.fti Action IsFinal, Action Following Submission
Under 37 CFR 1.129(a) Filed On or After June 8, 2005

Under the final action practice for Office actions following a
submission under 37 CFR 1.129(a) filed on or after June 8, 2005,
the next Office action following timely filing of a submission
under 37 CFR 1.129(a) will be equivalent to the next Office
action following a reply to a non-final Office action. Under
existing Office second action final practice, such an Officeaction
on the merits will be made final, except where the examiner
introduces anew ground of rejection that is neither necessitated
by applicant’s amendment of the claims nor based on
information submitted in an information disclosure statement
filed during the period set forth in 37 CFR 1.97(c) with the fee
set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(p). See MPEP § 706.07(a).

In this Office action, there is no new ground of rejection that
was not necessitated by applicant’'s amendment of the claims
or based on information submitted in an information disclosure
statement filed during the period set forth in 37 CFR 1.97(c)
with the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(p). Accordingly, THIS
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ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to thisfinal action is set
to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of thisaction.
In the event afirst reply isfiled within TWO MONTHS of the
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire
on the date the advisory action ismailed, and any extension fee
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from
the mailing date of thisfinal action.

Examiner Note:

Also use form paragraph 7.41.02.fti if thisis afina rejection
following afirst submission under 37 CFR 1.129(a)

An applicant whose application is €ligible for the
transitional further limited examination procedure
set forth in 37 CFR 1.129(a) is entitled to
consideration of two after final submissions. Thus,
if such an applicant has filed one submission under
37 CFR 1.129(a) and the application is again under
afinal rejection, the applicant isentitled to only one
additional submission under 37 CFR 1.129(a). If
such an applicant has filed two submissions under
37 CFR 1.129(a) and the application is again under
afinal rejection, applicant is not entitled to have any
additional submissions considered under 37 CFR
1.129(a). Applicant may be entitled to consideration
of an additional submission if the submission meets
the conditions set forth in 37 CFR 1.116.

706.07(h) Request for Continued
Examination (RCE) Practice [R-07.2022]

35U.S.C. 132 Notice of rejection; reexamination.

*kkkk

(b) The Director shall prescribe regulations to provide for
the continued examination of applications for patent at the
request of the applicant. The Director may establish appropriate
fees for such continued examination and shall provide a 50
percent reduction in such fees for small entities that qualify for
reduced fees under section 41(h)(1).

37 CFR 1.114 Request for continued examination.
(a) If prosecution in an application is closed, an applicant
may request continued examination of the application by filing

asubmission and thefeeset forthin § 1.17(€) prior to the earliest
of:

(1) Payment of theissuefee, unless a petition under §
1.313 isgranted;

(2) Abandonment of the application; or
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(3) Thefiling of anotice of appeal to the U.S. Court
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit under 35 U.S.C. 141, or the
commencement of acivil action under 35 U.S.C. 145 or 146,
unless the appeal or civil action is terminated.

(b) Prosecutionin an application isclosed as used in this
section means that the application is under appeal, or that the
last Officeactionisafinal action (§ 1.113), anotice of allowance
(8 1.311), or an action that otherwise closes prosecution in the
application.

(c) A submission asused in this section includes, but is not
limited to, an information disclosure statement, an amendment
to the written description, claims, or drawings, new arguments,
or new evidencein support of patentability. If reply to an Office
actionunder 35 U.S.C. 132 isoutstanding, the submission must
meet the reply requirements of § 1.111.

(d) If an applicant timely files a submission and fee set
forthin § 1.17(e), the Office will withdraw the finality of any
Office action and the submission will be entered and considered.
If an applicant files arequest for continued examination under
this section after appeal, but prior to a decision on the appeal,
it will betreated as arequest to withdraw the appeal and to
reopen prosecution of the application before the examiner. An
apped brief (8 41.37 of thistitle) or areply brief (§ 41.41 of
thistitle), or related papers, will not be considered a submission
under this section.

(e) The provisions of this section do not apply to:
(1) A provisiona application;
(2) Anapplication for a utility or plant patent filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) before June 8, 1995;

(3) Aninternational application filed under 35 U.S.C.
363 before June 8, 1995, or an international application that
does not comply with 35 U.S.C. 371,

(4) An application for a design patent;

(5) Aninternational design application; or

(6) A patent under reexamination.

35U.S.C. 132(b) providesfor continued examination
of an application at the request of the applicant
(request for continued examination or RCE) upon
payment of afee, without requiring the applicant to
file a continuing application under 37 CFR 1.53(b).
To implement the RCE practice, 37 CFR 1.114
provides a procedure under which an applicant may
obtain continued examination of an application in
which prosecution is closed (e.g., the application is
under final rejection or a notice of allowance) by
filing a submission and paying a specified fee.
Applicants cannot file an RCE to obtain continued
examination on the basis of clams that are
independent and distinct from the claims previously
claimed and examined as a matter of right (i.e.,
applicant cannot switch inventions). See 37 CFR
1.145. Any newly submitted claimsthat are directed
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toaninvention that isindependent and distinct from
the invention previously claimed will be withdrawn
from consideration and not entered. See subsection
VI. below. An RCE is not the filing of a new
application. Thus, the Office will not convert an
RCE to a new application such as an application
filed under 37 CFR 1.53(b) or a continued
prosecution application (CPA) under 37 CFR

1.53(d).

I. CONDITIONSFOR FILING AN RCE

The provisions of 37 CFR 1.114 apply to utility or
plant applications filed under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on
or after June 8, 1995, or international applications
filed under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or after June 8, 1995.
The RCE provisions of 37 CFR 1.114 do not apply
to:

(A) aprovisional application;

(B) an application for a utility or plant patent
filed under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) before June 8, 1995;

(C) aninternational application filed under
35 U.S.C. 363 before June 8, 1995, or an
international application that does not comply with
35U.S.C. 371,

(D) an application for a design patent;
(E) aninternational design application; or
(F) apatent under reexamination.

See 37 CFR 1.114(e).

An applicant may obtain continued examination of
an application by filing a request for continued
examination (see form PTO/SB/30), a submission
and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) prior to the
earliest of:

(A) payment of the issue fee (unless a petition
under 37 CFR 1.313 is granted);

(B) abandonment of the application; or

(C) thefiling of anotice of appeal to the U.S.
Court of Appealsfor the Federal Circuit or the
commencement of acivil action (unless the appeal
or civil action is terminated).

See 37 CFR 1.114(a). An applicant cannot request
continued examination of an application until after
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prosecutioninthe applicationisclosed. See 37 CFR
1.114(a). Prosecution in an application is closed if
the application is under appeal, or if the last Office
action isafinal action (37 CFR 1.113), a notice of
allowance (37 _CFR 1.311), or an action that
otherwise closes prosecution in the application (e.g.,
an Office action under Ex parte Quayle, 25 USPQ
74, 453 OG 213 (Comm'’r Pat. 1935)).

For an effective request for continued examination
(RCE) to befiled in @35 U.S.C. 371 national stage
application, all required inventor's oaths or
declarations (or substitute statements) must be
submitted in the application prior to or with the RCE,
notwithstanding 37 CFR 1.495(c)(3) permitting an
inventor’s oath or declaration to be postponed until
an application is otherwise in condition for
alowance. In accordance with 37 CFR 1.114(e), an
RCE cannot be filed in an international application
that does not comply with 35 U.S.C. 371; 35 U.S.C.
371(c)(4) requires submission of the oath or
declaration by the inventor(s) or a substitute
Statement.

1. SUBMISSION REQUIREMENT

A “submission” as used in 37 CFR 1.114 includes,
but is not limited to, an information disclosure
statement, an amendment to the written description,
claims, or drawings, new arguments, or new
evidence in support of patentability. See 37 CFR
1.114(c). If a reply to an Office action under
35 U.S.C. 132 is outstanding, the submission must
meet the reply requirements of 37 CFR 1.111. See
37 CFR 1.114(c). Thus, an applicant may file a
submission under 37 CFR 1.114 containing only an
information disclosure statement (37 CFR 1.97 and
1.98) in an application subject to a notice of
allowance under 35 U.S.C. 151, but not in an
application where the last Office action is a fina

rejection or an Office action under Ex parte Quayle,

25 USPQ 74, 453 OG 213 (Comm’r Pat. 1935), or
in an application that is under appeal. A request for
a suspension of action, an appeal brief or a reply
brief (or related papers) will not be considered a
submission under 37 CFR 1.114. See 37 CFR 1.103
and 1.114(d). The submission, however, may consist
of the arguments in a previously filed appeal brief
or reply brief, or may simply consist of a statement
that incorporates by reference the arguments in a
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previoudy filed appeal brief or reply brief. In
addition, a previoudly filed amendment after final
(whether or not entered) may satisfy this submission
reguirement.

Arguments submitted after final rejection that were
entered by the examiner but not found persuasive
may satisfy the submission requirement if such
arguments are responsive within the meaning of 37

§706.07(h)

CFR 1.111 to the Office action. Consideration of
whether any submission is responsive within the
meaning of 37 CFR 1.111 to the last outstanding
Office action isdonewithout factoring in the“final”
status of such outstanding Office action. Thus, a
reply that might not be acceptable as a reply under
37 CFR 1.113 when the application is under afinal
rejection may be acceptable asareply under 37 CFR
1111,

Status of the Application

The Submission:

For More I nformation

After Final

Must include areply under 37 CFR  See subsectionsV. and V1.

1.111 to thefinal rgjection (e.g., an
amendment filed with the RCE or a
previously-filed after final

amendment).
After Ex Parte Quayle action

Must include areply to the Ex Parte See subsection IX.
Quayle action.

After alowance

Includes, but not limited to, an IDS, See subsection I X.

amendment, new arguments, or new

evidence.

After appeal

Must include areply under 37 CFR  See subsections X., XI., and XI1.

1.111 to thefina rejection (e.g., a
statement that incorporates by
reference the argumentsin a
previously filed appeal brief or reply

brief).

[11. INITIAL PROCESSING

An RCE will be initially processed by the
Technology Center (TC) assigned the application.
Technical support personnel in the TC will verify
that:

(A) theapplicationisautility or plant
application (i.e., not adesign application);

(B) the application wasfiled on or after June 8,
1995;

(C) prosecutionintheapplicationisclosed (e.g.,
the last Office action is afinal rejection, notice of
allowance, or an Office action under Ex parte
Quayle, 25 USPQ 74, 453 OG 213 (Comm'r Pat.
1935), or the application is under appeal);

(D) the RCE wasfiled before the payment of
theissuefeeor, if not, apetition under 37 CFR 1.313
to withdraw the application fromissuewasfiled and
granted;
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(E) the application was pending (i.e., not
patented or abandoned) when the RCE was filed;

(F) the RCE was accompanied by the proper
fee(s) including the RCE feeunder 37 CFR 1.17(e);

(G) the RCE included a submission as required
by 37 CFR 1.114; and

(H) if the application is anational stage
application under 35 U.S.C. 371, acompliant
inventor’s oath or declaration for each inventor was
submitted prior to or with the RCE.

An RCE will not be processed if the application is
undergoing court review at the Federal Circuit or in
federal district court because the application is in
the jurisdiction of the court and the RCE procedure
is not available. See subsection XI1 below.
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A. Treatment of Improper RCE

If one or more conditions for filing an RCE have
not been satisfied, applicant will be so notified.
Generally, a “Notice of Improper Request for
Continued Examination (RCE),” Form PTO-2051,
will be mailed to applicant. An improper RCE will
not operateto toll the running of any time period set
in the previous Office action for reply to avoid
abandonment of the application.

If an examiner discovers that an improper RCE has
been forwarded to the examiner in error, the
application should beimmediately returned to ahead
supervisory lega instruments examiner (HSLIE)
withinthe TC.

1. Prosecution IsNot Closed

If prosecution in the application is not closed,
applicant will be notified of the improper RCE and
any amendment/reply will be entered. Thereafter,
the application will be forwarded to the examiner
for consideration of the amendment/reply under 37
CFR1.111.

2. Application IsUnder Appeal

If the application is under appea and the RCE was
not accompanied by the fee set forth in 37 CFR
1.17(e) and/or a submission as required by 37 CFR
1.114, the application will be forwarded to the
examiner for appropriate treatment and applicant
will be notified of theimproper RCE (See subsection
X below).

B. Ambiguous Transmittal Paper

If an applicant files a transmittal paper that is
ambiguous as to whether it is a continued
prosecution application (CPA) under 37 CFR 1.53(d)
or arequest for continued examination (RCE) under
37 CFR 1.114 (e.g., contains references to both an
RCE and a CPA), and the application is a plant or
utility application filed on or after June 8, 1995, the
Office will treat the transmittal paper as an RCE
under 37 CFR 1.114 since, effective July 14, 2003,
CPA practice has been eliminated as to plant and
utility applications. If an applicant filesatransmittal
paper that is ambiguous asto whether it isa CPA or
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an RCE, and the application isadesign application,
the Officewill treat thetransmittal paper asarequest
for aCPA under 37 CFR 1.53(d) since RCE practice
does not apply to design applications. Other papers
filed with the transmittal paper (e.g., a preliminary
amendment or information disclosure statement)
will not betaken into account in determining whether
a transmittal paper is a CPA, or an RCE, or
ambiguous as to whether it isa CPA or an RCE. If,
however, applicant files an unambiguous transmittal
paper that is an RCE in adesign application, it will
be treated as an improper RCE and a “Notice of
Improper Request for Continued Examination
(RCE),” Form PTO-2051, will be mailed to the
applicant. An RCE is hot atype of new application
filing. Therefore, the Office cannot convert an RCE
(whether proper or improper) to a new application
such as a CPA under 37 CFR 1.53(d).

C. Treatment of Conditional RCE

If a submission is accompanied by a “conditional”
RCE and payment of the RCE fee under 37 CFR
1.17(e) (i.e., an authorization to charge the 37 CFR
1.17(e) feeto adeposit account in the event that the
submission would not otherwise be entered), the
Officewill treat the“ conditional” RCE and payment
as if an RCE and payment of the fee set forth in
37 CFR 1.17(e) had been filed.

D. Treatment of Proper RCE

If the conditions for filing an RCE have been
satisfied, thetechnica support personnel will process
the proper RCE. Any previously filed unentered
amendments, and amendments filed with the RCE
will normally be entered. Such amendments will be
entered in the order in which they were filed in the
absence of any specific instructions for entry. For
example, if applicant files an amendment after final
rejection that is denied entry by the examiner, and
applicant subsequently files an RCE with an
amendment, but the RCE is silent as to whether or
not the previoudly filed after-final amendment should
be entered, then the Office will enter both
amendments in the order in which they were filed.
If, however, applicant files an amendment after final
rejection that is denied entry by the examiner, and
applicant subsequently files an RCE with an
amendment including specific instructions that the
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previoudly filed after-final amendment is not to be
entered, then the Office will enter the amendment
filed with the RCE but will not enter the after-final
amendment. If conflicting amendments have been
previoudy filed, applicant should clarify which
amendments should be entered upon filing the RCE
(and fee). Applicants are encouraged to file all
amendments no later than the filing of the RCE to
avoid disapproval of entry under 37 CFR 1.111(b).
See MPEP § 714.03(a). If additional timeis needed
to prepare and file a supplement (e.g., affidavit or
declaration containing test data) to the previously
filed submission, applicant should consider filing a
suspension of action by the Office under 37 CFR
1.103(c) with the RCE. For more details on
suspension of action, see MPEP § 709.

After entry of any amendments and processing of
the fee(s), the application will be forwarded to the
examiner. Applicant does not need to pay afee for
excess claims previously paid for prior to the filing
of the RCE. Of course, new claimsin excess of the
number previously paid for, which arefiled with the
RCE or thereafter, will require payment of the
appropriate fees(s) under 37 CFR 1.16.

IV. IMPROPER CPA TREATED ASRCE

37 CFR 1.53(d)(1) has been amended to provide that
CPA practice under 37 CFR 1.53(d) does not apply
to utility and plant applications. Effective July 14,
2003, a CPA may only be filed if the prior
nonprovisional application is a design application.
For more details on filing a CPA, see MPEP §
201.06(d).

In the event that an applicant files a request for a
CPA on or after July 14, 2003 of a utility or plant
application that was filed on or after June 8, 1995,
the Officewill automatically treat theimproper CPA
as an RCE of the prior application (identified in the
request for CPA) under 37 CFR 1.114. If the CPA
does not satisfy the requirements of 37 CFR 1.114
to be a proper RCE (e.g., lacks a submission under
37 CFR 1.114(c), or is not accompanied by the fee
set forthin 37 CFR 1.17(e)), the improper CPA will
be treated as an improper RCE, and the time period
set in the last Office action (or notice of allowance)
will continueto run. If the time period (considering
any available extension under 37 CFR 1.136(a)) has
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expired, the applicant will need to file a petition
under 37 CFR 1.137 (with the submission that is
required by 37 CFR 1.114 or fee set forthin 37 CFR
1.17(e)) to revive the abandoned application.

Effective July 14, 2003, the Office will not convert
an improper CPA into an application under 37 CFR
1.53(b) simply because it is requested by the
applicant. The Office will convert an improper CPA
into an application under 37 CFR 1.53(b) only if the
applicant shows that there are extenuating
circumstances that warrant the burdensome process
of converting a CPA into an application under 37
CFR _1.53(b) (e.g., restoring the application to
pending status and correcting the improper RCE is
not possible because the application hasissued as a
patent).

Form paragraph 7.42.15 should be used by the
examiner to inform applicant that a CPA is being
treated as an RCE.

9 7.42.15 Continued Prosecution Application Treated as
Continued Examination under 37 CFR 1.114

Therequest for acontinued prosecution application (CPA) under
37 CFR 1.53(d) filed on [1] is acknowledged. A CPA may only
be filed in a design application filed under 35 U.S.C. chapter
16. See 37 CFR 1.53(d)(1). Since a CPA of this application is
not permitted under 37 CFR 1.53(d)(1), the improper request
for aCPA isbeing treated asarequest for continued examination
of this application under 37 CFR 1.114.

Examiner Note:

1. Usethisform paragraph to advise the applicant that a CPA
isbeing treated as an RCE.

2. Also useform paragraph 7.42.04, 7.42.05, 7.42.06, or
7.42.07 as applicable, to acknowledge entry of applicant’s
submissionif thefee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely
paid.

3. Ifthefeeset forthin 37 CFR 1.17(e) and/or asubmission
asrequired by 37 CFR 1.114 is/are missing and the application
isnot under appesl, aNotice of Improper Request for Continued
Examination should be mailed. If the application isunder appeal
and the fee set forthin 37 CFR 1.17(€) and/or submission is/are
missing, this form paragraph should be followed with one of
form paragraphs 7.42.10 - 7.42.14, as applicable.

V. AFTER FINAL REJECTION
If an applicant timely files an RCE with the fee set
forthin 37 CFR 1.17(e) and asubmission that meets

the reply requirements of 37 CFR 1.111, the Office
will withdraw the finality of any Office action to
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which areply isoutstanding and the submission will
be entered and considered. See 37 CFR 1.114(d).
The submission meeting the reply requirements of
37 CFR 1.111 must be timely received to continue
prosecution of an application. In other words, the
mere request for, and payment of the fee for,
continued examination will not operate to toll the
running of any time period set in the previous Office
action for reply to avoid abandonment of the
application.

Any submission that is an amendment must comply
with the manner of making amendments as set forth
in 37 CFR 1.121. See MPEP _§ 714.03. The
amendment must include markings showing the
changesrelative to thelast entered amendment. Even
though previously filed unentered amendments after
final may satisfy the submission requirement under
37 CFR 1.114(c), applicants are encouraged to file
an amendment at the time of filing the RCE that
incorporates al of the desired changes, including
changes presented in any previoudly filed unentered
after final amendments, accompanied by instructions
not to enter the unentered after final amendments.
See subsection VI for trestment of not fully
responsive submissions including noncompliant
amendments.

If the RCE is proper, form paragraph 7.42.04 should
be used to notify applicant that the finality of the
previous Office action has been withdrawn.

9 7.42.04 Continued Examination under 37 CFR 1.114 after
Final Regection

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114,
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this
application after final rejection. Sincethisapplicationiseligible
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set
forthin 37 CFR 1.17(€) has been timely paid, the finality of the
previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR
1.114. Applicant’s submission filed on [1] has been entered.

Examiner Note:

1. Usethisform paragraph if arequest for continued
examination (RCE), including thefee set forthin 37 CFR 1.17(e)
and a submission, was filed after afinal rejection.

2. Inbracket 1, insert the date(s) of receipt of the submission.
The submission may be a previoudly filed amendment(s) after
final rejection and/or an amendment accompanying the RCE.
As set forth in 37 CFR 1.114, a submission may include an
information disclosure statement, an amendment to the written
description, claims, or drawings, new arguments, or new
evidencein support of patentability. If areply to the Office
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action is outstanding the submission must meet the reply
requirements of 37 CFR 1.111. Use instead form paragraph
7.42.08 if the submission does not comply with 37 CFR 1.111.
Arguments which were previously submitted in areply after
final rejection, which were entered but not found persuasive,
may be considered a submission under 37 CFR 1.114 if the
arguments are responsive within the meaning of 37 CFR 1.111
to the outstanding Office action. If the last sentence of thisform
paragraph does not apply (e.g., the submission consists of
previously entered arguments), it may be deleted or modified
as necessary.

3. Tobeédligible for continued examination under 37 CFR
1.114, the application must be a utility or plant application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after June 8, 1995, or an
international application filed under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or after
June 8, 1995 that complies with 35 U.S.C. 371. The RCE must
be filed on or after May 29, 2000.

VI. NOT FULLY RESPONSIVE SUBMISSION

If reply to afinal Office action is outstanding and
the submission is not fully responsive to the final
Office action, then it must be a bona fide attempt
to provide acompletereply to the final Office action
in order for the RCE to toll the period for reply.

If the submission is not a bona fide attempt to
provide acompletereply, the RCE should betreated
as an improper RCE. Thus, a “Notice of Improper
Request for Continued Examination (RCE),” Form
PTO-2051, should be prepared by the technica
support personnel and mailed to the applicant
indicating that the request was not accompanied by
a submission complying with the requirements of
37 CFR 1.111 (see 37 CFR 1.114(c)). The RCE will
not toll the period for reply and the application will
be abandoned after the expiration of the statutory
period for reply if no submission complying with 37
CFR 1.111 isfiled. For example, if areply to afina
Office action is outstanding and the submission only
includes an information disclosure statement (IDS),
the submission will not be considered a bona fide
attempt to provide a complete reply to the final
Office action and the period for reply will not be
tolled. Similarly, an amendment that would cancel
al of the claims in an application and does not
present any new or substitute claimsis not a bona
fide attempt to advance the application to final
action. The Officewill not enter such an amendment.
See Exxon Corp. v. Phillips Petroleum Co., 265
F.3d 1249, 60 USPQ2d 1368 (Fed. Cir. 2001).
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If the submission is a bona fide attempt to provide
acomplete reply, applicant should be informed that
the submission is not fully responsive to the final
Officeaction, along with the reasonswhy, and given
a new shortened statutory period of two months to
complete the reply. See 37 CFR 1.135(c). Form
paragraph 7.42.08 set forth below should be used.

Situations where a submission is not a fully
responsive submission, but is a bona fide attempt
to provide a complete reply are:

(A) Non-compliant amendment - An RCE filed
with a submission that is an amendment that is not
in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121 but that is abona
fide attempt to provide a complete reply to the last
Office action should be treated as a proper RCE and
aNotice of Noncompliant Amendment should be
mailed to the applicant. Applicant is given atime
period of two months from the mailing date of the
notice to provide an amendment complying with 37
CFR 1.121. See MPEP § 714.03 for information on
the amendment practice under 37 CFR 1.121.

(B) Presentation of claimsfor different invention
- Applicants cannot file an RCE to obtain continued
examination on the basis of claimsthat are
independent and distinct from the claims previously
claimed and examined as a matter of right (i.e.,
applicant cannot switch inventions). See 37 CFR
1.145. If an RCE isfiled with an amendment
canceling all claims drawn to the elected invention
and presenting only claims drawn to a nonelected
invention, the RCE should be treated as a proper
RCE but the amendment should not be entered. The
amendment is not fully responsive and applicant
should be given atime period of two months to
submit acompletereply. See MPEP § 821.03. Form
paragraphs 8.04 or 8.26 should be used as
appropriate.
1 7.42.08 Request For Continued Examination With

Submission Filed Under 37 CFR 1.114 Which is Not Fully
Responsive

Receipt isacknowledged of arequest for continued examination
under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR
1.17(e) and asubmission, filed on[1]. The submission, however,
is not fully responsive to the prior Office action because [2].
Since the submission appears to be a bona fide attempt to
provide acomplete reply to the prior Office action, applicant is
given ashortened statutory period of TWO (2) MONTHSfrom
the mailing date of this letter to submit a complete reply. This
shortened statutory period for reply supersedes the time period
set in the prior Office action. Thistime period may be extended
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pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no case can any extension carry
the date for reply to this letter beyond the maximum period of
SIX MONTHS set by statute (35 U.S.C. 133).

Examiner Note:

1. Usethisform paragraph to acknowledge an RCE filed with
the fee and a submission where the submission is not fully
responsive to the prior Office action. This form paragraph may
be used for any RCE filed with a submission which is not fully
responsive, i.e., an RCE filed after final rejection, after
alowance, after an Office action under Ex parte Quayle, 25
USPQ 74, 453 OG 213 (Comm'’r Pat. 1935), or after appeal.

2. Inbracket 2, identify the reasons why the examiner
considers the submission not to be fully responsive.

3. Tobeéligible for continued examination under 37 CFR
1.114, the application must be a utility or plant application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after June 8, 1995, or an
international application filed under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or &fter
June 8, 1995 that complieswith 35 U.S.C. 371. The RCE must
be filed on or after May 29, 2000.

VII. NEW MATTER

35 U.S.C. 132(a) provides that “[n]o amendment
shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the
invention.” Any amendment entered pursuant to
37 CFR 1.114 that is determined to contain new
matter should be treated in the same manner that a
reply under 37 CFR 1.111 determined to contain
new matter iscurrently treated. See M PEP 88 608.04
- 608.04(c). Inthoseinstancesin which an applicant
seeks to add new matter to the disclosure of an
application, the procedure in 37 CFR 1.114 is not
available, and the applicant must file a
continuation-in-part application under 37 CFR
1.53(b) containing such new matter.

VIII. FIRST ACTION FINAL AFTER FILING AN
RCE

The action immediately subsequent to the filing of
an RCE with a submission and fee under 37 CFR
1.114 may be made final only if the conditions set
forthin MPEP 8§ 706.07(b) are met.

It would not be proper to make final afirst Office
action immediately after the filing of an RCE if the
first Office action includes anew ground of rgjection.
See MPEP § 1207.03 for a discussion of what may
constitute a new ground of rejection.
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Form paragraph 7.42.09 should be used if it is
appropriate to make the first action after the filing
of the RCE final.

1 7.42.09 Action IsFinal, First Action Following Request
for Continued Examination under 37 CFR 1.114

All claims are either identical to or patentably indistinct from
the claimsin the application prior to the entry of the submission
under 37 CFR 1.114 (that is, restriction would not be proper)
and all claims could have been finally rejected on the grounds
and art of record in the next Office action if they had been
entered in the application prior to entry under 37 CFR 1.114.
Accordingly, THISACTION ISMADE FINAL even though
it is a first action after the filing of a request for continued
examination and the submission under 37 CFR 1.114. See MPEP
8 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time

policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to thisfinal action is set
to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of thisaction.
In the event afirst reply isfiled within TWO MONTHS of the
mailing date of thisfinal action and the advisory action is not
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire
on the date the advisory action ismailed, and any extension fee
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from
the mailing date of thisfinal action.

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraphisfor afirst action final rejection following
aRequest for Continued Examination filed under 37 CFR 1.114.

IX. AFTERALLOWANCE OR QUAYLEACTION

The phrase “withdraw the finality of any Office
action” in 37 CFR 1.114(d) includes the withdrawal
of the finality of a fina rejection, as well as the
closing of prosecution by an Office action under Ex
parte Quayle, 25 USPQ 74, 453 OG 213 (Comm’r
Pat. 1935), or notice of alowance under 35 U.S.C.
151 (or notice of allowability). Therefore, if an
applicant files an RCE with the fee set forth in
37 CFR 1.17(€) and a submission in an application
that has been allowed, prosecution will be reopened.
If the issue fee has been paid, however, payment of
the fee for an RCE and a submission without a
petition under 37 CFR 1.313 to withdraw the
application from issue will not avoid issuance of the
application as a patent. If an RCE (with the fee and
asubmission) isfiled in an allowed application prior
to payment of the issue fee, apetition under 37 CFR
1.313 to withdraw the application from issue is not
required.
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If an RCE complying with the requirements of
37CFR1.114isfiledin an alowed application after
the issue fee has been paid and a petition under
37 CFR 1.313 isdso filed and granted, prosecution
will bereopened. Applicant may not obtain arefund
of the issue fee. If, however, the application is
subsequently allowed, the Notice of Allowance will
reflect an issue fee amount that is due that is the
difference between the current issue fee amount and
the issue fee that was previously paid.

Form paragraph 7.42.05 should be used to notify
applicant that prosecution has been reopened.

9 7.42.05 Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114
After Allowance or QuayleAction

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114,
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this
application after allowance or after an Office action under Ex
Parte Quayle, 25 USPQ 74, 453 OG 213 (Comm’r Pat. 1935).
Sincethisapplicationiseligiblefor continued examination under
37 CFR 1.114, and thefee set forthin 37 CFR 1.17(¢€) has been
timely paid, prosecution in this application has been reopened
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant’s submission filed on [1]
has been entered.

Examiner Note:

1. Usethisform paragraph if arequest for continued
examination (RCE), including thefee set forthin 37 CFR 1.17(€)
and asubmission, wasfiled after anotice of allowance (or notice
of allowability) or Office action under Ex parte Quayle, 25
USPQ 74, 453 OG 213 (Comm’r Pat. 1935).

2. Inbracket 1 insert the date(s) of receipt of the submission.
As set forth in 37 CFR 1.114, a submission may include an
information disclosure statement, an amendment to the written
description, claims, or drawings, new arguments, or new
evidence in support of patentability.

3. Tobeédligible for continued examination under 37 CFR
1.114, the application must be a utility or plant application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after June 8, 1995, or an
international application filed under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or after
June 8, 1995 that complieswith 35 U.S.C. 371. The RCE must
be filed on or after May 29, 2000.

4. If the RCE wasfiled after the issue fee was paid, a petition
under 37 CFR 1.313 to withdraw the application from issue
must have been filed and granted.

X. AFTER APPEAL BUT BEFORE DECISION BY
THE BOARD

If an applicant files an RCE under 37 CFR 1.114
after the filing of a Notice of Appeal to the Patent
Trial and Appea Board (Board), but prior to a
decision onthe appeal, it will betreated as arequest
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to withdraw the appeal and to reopen prosecution of
the application before the examiner, regardless of
whether the RCE is proper or improper. See 37 CFR
1.114(d). The Office will withdraw the appeal upon
the filing of an RCE. Applicants should advise the
Board when an RCE under 37 CFR 1.114 isfiled in
an application containing an appea awaiting
decision. Otherwise, the Board may refuseto vacate
a decision rendered after the filing (but before the
recognition by the Office) of an RCE under 37 CFR
1.114.

A. Proper RCE

If the RCE isaccompanied by afee (37 CFR 1.17(€))
and a submission that includes a reply which is
responsive within the meaning of 37 CFR 1.111 to
the last outstanding Office action, the Office will
withdraw the finality of the last Office action and
the submission will be entered and considered. If
the submission is not fully responsive to the last
outstanding Office action but is considered to be a
bona fide attempt to provide a complete reply,
applicant will be notified that the submission is not
fully responsive, along with the reasons why, and
will be given anew time period to complete thereply
(using form paragraph 7.42.08). See 37 CFR 1.135(c)
and subsection V1.

If the RCE is proper, form paragraph 7.42.06 should
be used to natify applicant that the appeal has been
withdrawn and prosecution has been reopened.

1 7.42.06 Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114
After Appeal But Before A Board Decision

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 was
filed in this application after appeal to the Patent Trial and
Appeal Board, but prior to adecision on the appeal. Since this
application iseligible for continued examination under 37 CFR
1.114 and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely
paid, the appeal has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114
and prosecution in this application has been reopened pursuant
to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant’s submission filed on [1] has been
entered.

Examiner Note:

1. Usethisform paragraph if arequest for continued
examination (RCE), including thefee set forthin 37 CFR 1.17(e)
and asubmission, wasfiled after aNotice of Appeal or an appeal
brief, but there has not been a decision on the appeal. Note that
it is not necessary for an appeal brief to have been filed.

2. Assetforthin 37 CFR 1.114, a submission may include
an information disclosure statement, an amendment to the written
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description, claims, or drawings, new arguments, or new
evidencein support of patentability. The submission may consist
of argumentsin apreviously filed appeal brief or reply brief, or
an incorporation of such arguments in the transmittal letter or
other paper accompanying the RCE.

3. Tobeédligible for continued examination under 37 CFR
1.114, the application must be a utility or plant application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after June 8, 1995, or an
international application filed under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or after
June 8, 1995 that complieswith 35 U.S.C. 371. The RCE must
be filed on or after May 29, 2000.

B. Improper RCE

The appeal will be withdrawn even if the RCE is
improper. If an RCE isfiled in an application after
appeal to the Board but the request does not include
the fee required by 37 CFR 1.17(e), or the
submission required by 37 CFR 1.114, or both, the
examiner should treat the request as an improper
RCE and withdraw the appeal pursuant to 37 CFR
1.124(d). If the submission is not considered to be
abona fide attempt to provide a complete reply to
thelast outstanding Office action (e.g., an IDSonly),
the submission will be treated as an improper
submission or no submission at al under 37 CFR
1.114(c) (thusthe request isan improper RCE). See
subsection V1.

Upon withdrawal of the appeal, the application will
betreated in accordance with MPEP § 1215.01 based
onwhether there are any allowed claims or not. The
proceedings asto the rejected claims are considered
terminated. Therefore, if no claim is alowed, the
application is abandoned. Claimsthat are allowable
except for their dependency from rejected claims
will be treated as if they were rejected. See MPEP
§1215.01. If thereis at least one alowed claim, the
application should be passed to issue on the all owed
clam(s). If there is at least one allowed claim but
formal matters are outstanding, applicant should be
given a shortened statutory period of two monthsin
which to correct theformal matters. Form paragraphs
7.42.10 - 7.42.14 should be used as appropriate.

9 7.42.10 Application On Appeal, Request For Continued
Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 Without Submission/Feg;
No ClaimsAllowed

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 was
filed in this application on [1] after appea to the Patent Trial
and Appeal Board. Therefore, the appeal has been withdrawn
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. The request, however, lacks the fee
required by 37 CFR 1.17(e) and/or the submission required by
37 CFR 1.114. Since the proceedings as to the rejected claims
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are considered terminated, and no clam is alowed, the
application is abandoned. See MPEP § 1215.01.

Examiner Note:

1. If arequest for continued examination was filed after a
Notice of Appeal or after an appeal brief, but before a decision
on the appeal, and the request lacks the fee set forth in 37 CFR
1.17(e) or asubmission or both, use this form paragraph to
withdraw the appeal and hold the application abandoned if there
are no alowed claims.

2. Tobeédigiblefor continued examination under 37 CFR
1.114, the application must be autility or plant application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after June 8, 1995, or an
international application filed under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or after
June 8, 1995 that complieswith 35 U.S.C. 371. The RCE must
befiled on or after May 29, 2000.

1 7.42.11 Application On Appeal, Request For Continued
Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 Without Submission;
Claim Allowed

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114,
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this
application on [1] after appeal to the Patent Trial and Appeal
Board. Therefore, the appea has been withdrawn pursuant to
37 CFR 1.114. The request, however, lacks the submission
required by 37 CFR 1.114. Since the proceedings as to the
rejected claims are considered terminated, the application will
be passed toissue on dlowed claim[2] . Claim[3] been canceled.
See MPEP § 1215.01.

Examiner Note:

1. If arequest for continued examination, including the fee,
was filed after a Notice of Appeal or after an appeal brief but
before a decision on the appeal, and the request lacks the
required submission, use this form paragraph to withdraw the
appeal and pass the application to issue on the allowed claims.

2. Inbracket 3, insert the claim number(s) of the claim(s)
which has’have been canceled followed by either --has-- or
--have--. Claimsthat have beenindicated as containing allowable
subject matter but are objected to as being dependent upon a
rejected claim are to be considered asif they were rejected and
therefore are to be canceled along with the rejected claims. See
MPEP § 1215.01.

3. Thisform paragraph should be used with the mailing of a
Notice of Allowability.

4. To beé€ligible for continued examination under 37 CFR
1.114, the application must be autility or plant application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after June 8, 1995, or an
international application filed under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or after
June 8, 1995 that complieswith 35 U.S.C. 371. The RCE must
befiled on or after May 29, 2000.

1 7.42.12 Application on Appeal, Request for Continued
Examination under 37 CFR 1.114 Without Submission;
Claim Allowed with Formal Matters Outstanding

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114,
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) , wasfiled in this
application on [1] after appeal to the Patent Trial and Appeal
Board. Therefore, the appeal has been withdrawn pursuant to
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37 CFR 1.114. The request, however, lacks the submission
required by 37 CFR 1.114. The proceedings as to the rejected
claims are considered terminated, and the application will be
passed to issue on allowed claim [2] provided the following
formal matters are promptly corrected: [3]. Prosecution is
otherwise closed. See MPEP § 1215.01. Applicant is required
to make the necessary corrections addressing the outstanding
formal matters within a shortened statutory period set to expire
TWO (2) MONTHS from the mailing date of this letter.
Extensions of time may be granted under 37 CFR 1.136, but in
no case can any extension carry the date for reply to this letter
beyond the maximum period of SIX MONTHS set by statute
(35.U.S.C. 133).

Examiner Note:

1. If arequest for continued examination, including the fee,
was filed after aNotice of Appeal or an appeal brief but before
a decision on the appeal, and the request lacks the required
submission, use this form paragraph to withdraw the appeal if
there are allowed claims but outstanding formal matters need
to be corrected.

2. Inbracket 3, explain the formal matters that must be
corrected.

3. Tobeéligible for continued examination under 37 CFR
1.114, the application must be a utility or plant application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after June 8, 1995, or an
international application filed under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or &fter
June 8, 1995 that complieswith 35 U.S.C. 371. The RCE must
be filed on or after May 29, 2000.

9 7.42.13 Application on Appeal, Request for Continued
Examination under 37 CFR 1.114 Without Fee; Claim
Allowed

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114,
including asubmission, wasfiled in this application on [1] after
appeal to the Patent Trial and Appeal Board. Therefore, the
appeal has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. The
request, however, lacks the fee required by 37 CFR 1.17(g).
Therefore, the submission has not been entered. See 37 CFR
1.116(c). Since the proceedings as to the rejected claims are
considered terminated, the application will be passed to issue
on allowed claim[2]. Claim[3] been canceled. See MPEP §
1215.01.

Examiner Note:

1. If arequest for continued examination, including the
submission, wasfiled after aNotice of Appeal or an appeal brief
but before a decision on the appeal, and the request lacks the
required fee, use this form paragraph to withdraw the appeal
and pass the application to issue on the allowed claims.

2. Inbracket 3, insert the claim number(s) of the claim(s)
which has/have been canceled followed by either --has-- or
--have--. Claims which have been indicated as containing
allowable subject matter but are objected to as being dependent
upon arejected claim are to be considered asif they were
rejected and therefore areto be canceled along with the rejected
claims. See MPEP § 1215.01.

3. Thisform paragraph should be used with the mailing of a
Notice of Allowability.
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4. To beédligiblefor continued examination under 37 CFR
1.114, the application must be autility or plant application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after June 8, 1995, or an
international application filed under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or after
June 8, 1995 that complieswith 35 U.S.C. 371. The RCE must
befiled on or after May 29, 2000.

1 7.42.14 Application on Appeal, Request for Continued
Examination under 37 CFR 1.114 Without Fee; Claim
Allowed With Formal Matters Outstanding

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114,
including asubmission, wasfiled in thisapplication on [1] after
appeal to the Patent Trial and Appea Board. Therefore, the
appeal has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. The
request, however, lacks the fee required by 37 CFR 1.17(e).
Therefore, the submission has not been entered. See 37 CEFR
1.116(c). The proceedings as to the rejected claims are
considered terminated, and the application will be passed to
issueon allowed claim[2] provided the following formal matters
are promptly corrected: [3]. Prosecution is otherwise closed.
See MPEP § 1215.01. Applicant is required to make the
necessary corrections addressing the outstanding formal matters
within a shortened statutory period set to expire TWO (2)
MONTHS from the mailing date of this letter. Extensions of
time may be granted under 37 CFR 1.136 but in no case can any
extension carry the date for reply to this letter beyond the
maximum period of SIX MONTHS set by statute (35 U.S.C.
133).

Examiner Note:

1. If arequest for continued examination, including a
submission, wasfiled after aNotice of Appeal or an appeal brief
but before a decision on the appeal, and the request lacks the
fee required by 37 CFR 1.17(e), use this form paragraph to
withdraw the appeal if there are allowed claims but outstanding
formal matters need to be corrected.

2. Inbracket 3, explain the forma matters that must be
corrected.

3. Tobeédigiblefor continued examination under 37 CFR
1.114, the application must be autility or plant application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after June 8, 1995, or an
international application filed under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or after
June 8, 1995 that complieswith 35 U.S.C. 371. The RCE must
befiled on or after May 29, 2000.

Xl. AFTER DECISION BY THE BOARD

A. Proper RCE After Board Decision

The filing of an RCE (accompanied by the fee and
a submission) after a decision by the Patent Trial
and Appeal Board (Board), but before the filing of
a Notice of Appeal to the Court of Appeals for the
Federa Circuit (Federal Circuit) or the
commencement of a civil action in federal district
court, will also result in the finality of the rejection
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or action being withdrawn and the submission being
considered. The time period for filing a notice of
appeal to the Federal Circuit or for commencing a
civil action ends sixty-three (63) days after the date
of the final Board decision. See 37 CFR 90.3 and
MPEP_§ 1216. Thus, an RCE filed within this
sixty-three day time period and before the filing of
a notice of appeal to the Federal Circuit or the
commencement of a civil action would be timely
filed. An RCE may aso be timely filed during the
time period set in 37 CFR 41.50(b) where a new
ground of rejection was made by the Board or during
the time period after a request for rehearing under
37 CFR 41.52 has been filed and before decision on
therequest. In addition to the resjudicata effect of
a Board decision in an application (see MPEP §
2190, subsection 1l), a Board decision in an
application is the “law of the case” and is thus
controlling in that application and any subsequent,
related application. See MPEP § 1214.01 (where a
new ground of rejection is entered by the Board
pursuant to 37 CFR 41.50(b), argument without
either amendment of the claims so rejected or the
submission of a showing of facts can result only in
afinal rejection of the claims, since the examiner is
without authority to alow the claims unlessamended
or unless the rejection is overcome by a showing of
facts not before the Board). As such, a submission
containing arguments without either amendment of
the rgjected claims or the submission of a showing
of facts will not be effective to remove such new
grounds of rejection or any other rejection affirmed
in such decision.

Form paragraph 7.42.07 should be used to notify
applicant that the appeal has been withdrawn and
prosecution has been reopened.

9 7.42.07 Continued Examination under 37 CFR 1.114 after
Board Decision but Before Further Appeal or Civil Action

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 was
filed in this application after a decision by the Patent Trial and
Appeal Board, but before the filing of a Notice of Appeal to the
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit or the commencement
of acivil action. Since this application is eligible for continued
examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and the fee set forth in 37
CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the appeal has been
withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114 and prosecution in this
application has been reopened pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114.
Applicant’s submission filed on [1] has been entered.
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Examiner Note:

1. Usethisform paragraph if arequest for continued
examination (RCE), including thefeeset forthin 37 CFR 1.17(e)
and asubmission, wastimely filed after adecision by the Patent
Tria and Appeal Board but before further appeal or civil action.
Generally, the deadlinefor filing anotice of appeal to the Federal
Circuit or for commencing acivil action issixty-three (63) days
after the date of the final Board decision. See 37 CFR 90.3 and
MPEP § 1216.

2. A Patent Trial and Appeal Board decision in an application
has resjudicata effect and isthe “law of the case” and is thus
controlling in that application and any subsequent, related
application. Therefore, a submission containing arguments
without either an amendment of the rejected claims or the
submission of ashowing of factswill not be effectiveto remove
such rejection. See MPEP § 2190, subsection I1.

3. Tobeédigiblefor continued examination under 37 CFR
1.114, the application must be autility or plant application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after June 8, 1995, or an
international application filed under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or after
June 8, 1995 that complieswith 35 U.S.C. 371. The RCE must
befiled on or after May 29, 2000.

B. Improper RCE After Board Decision

If an RCE isfiled after adecision by the Patent Trial
and Appeal Board, but before the filing of a Notice
of Appea to the Federal Circuit or the
commencement of a civil action in federal district
court, and the RCE was not accompanied by the fee
and/or the submission, the examiner should notify
the applicant that the RCE isimproper by using form
paragraph 7.42.16 set forth below. If the time for
seeking court review has passed without such review
being sought, the examiner should include the form
paragraph with the mailing of a Notice of
Allowability or aNotice of Abandonment depending
on the status of the claims. See MPEP § 1214.06. If
the time for seeking court review remains, the
examiner should include the form paragraph on a
PTOL-90. No time period should be set. If a
submission is filed with the RCE, but the fee is
missing, the examiner should aso include a
statement as to whether or not the submission has
been entered. In general, such a submission should
not be entered. If, however, the submission is an
amendment that obviously places the applicationin
condition for allowance, it should be entered with
the approval of the supervisory patent examiner. See
MPEP § 1214.07. Form paragraph 7.42.16 should
not be used if the applicationis not a utility or plant
application filed under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after
June 8, 1995, or an international application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or after June 8, 1995. In that
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Situation, a “Notice of Improper Reguest for
Continued Examination (RCE),” Form PTO-2051,
should be prepared and mailed by the technical
support personnel to notify applicant that continued
examination does not apply to the application. When
thetimefor seeking court review has passed without
such review being sought, the examiner must take
up the application for consideration. See MPEP §
1214.06 for guidance on the action to be taken.

9 7.42.16 After Board Decision But Before Further Appeal
Or Civil Action, Request for Continued Examination Under
37 CFR 1.114 Without Submission and/or Fee

A request for continued examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114
wasfiledin thisapplication on [1] after adecision by the Patent
Trial and Appea Board, but before the filing of a Notice of
Appeal to the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit or the
commencement of a civil action. The request, however, lacks
the fee required by 37 CFR 1.17(e) and/or the submission
required by 37 CFR 1.114. Accordingly, the RCE is improper
and any time period running was not tolled by the filing of the
improper request.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph should be used with the mailing of a
Notice of Allowability or a Notice of Abandonment, as
appropriate, if the time for seeking court review has passed
without such review being sought, or it should be used on a
PTOL-90 if time still remains.

2. Thisform paragraph should not be used if the application
isnot autility application or a plant application filed under 35
U.S.C. 111(Q) on or after June 8, 1995, or an international
application filed under 35 U.S.C. 363 on or after June 8, 1995
that complieswith 35 U.S.C. 371. In that situation, a“Notice
of Improper Request for Continued Examination (RCE),” Form
PTO-2051, should be prepared and mailed by the technical
support personnel to notify applicant that continued examination
does not apply to the application.

3. Ingenerd, if asubmission wasfiled with the improper
RCE in this situation, it should not be entered. An exception
exists for an amendment that obviously places the application
in condition for allowance. See MPEP § 1214.07. The examiner
should aso include a statement as to whether or not any such
submission has been entered (e.g., “The submission filed with
the improper RCE has not been entered.”).

X11. AFTERAPPEAL TOTHE FEDERAL CIRCUIT
OR CIVIL ACTION

The procedure set forth in 37 CFR 1.114 is
not available in an application after the filing
of a Notice of Appeal to the Federal Circuit or the
commencement of a civil action in federal district
court, unless the appeal or civil action isterminated
and the application isstill pending. If an RCE isfiled
in an application that has undergone court review,
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the examiner should bring the application to the
attention of the supervisory patent examiner or a
quality assurance specidist in the TC to determine
whether the RCE is proper. Unless an application
contains allowed claims (or the court's mandate
clearly indicates that further action isto be taken by
the Office), the termination of an unsuccessful appeal
or civil action results in abandonment of the
application. See MPEP § 1216.01.

700-57
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XI1l. FORMS

Form PTO/SB/30, “Request for Continued
Examination (RCE) Transmittal,” may be used by
applicant for filing an RCE under 37 CFR 1.114.
The form used by the Technology Centers to notify
applicant of animproper RCE, “Notice of Improper
Request for Continued Examination (RCE),” form
PTO-2051, is shown below following form
PTO/SB/30.
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PTO/SB/30 (11-17)
Approved for use through 05/31/2024. OMB 0651-0031

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

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 _no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless jt contains a valid OMB control number.
/ Req uest Application Number \
for Filing Dat
. . . 1Hin ale
Continued Examination (RCE) d
Transmittal First Named Inventor
Address to: ;
Mail Stop RCE Art Unit
Commissioner for Patents ;
PO Box 1450 Examiner Name
\ Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 Attorney Docket Number /

This is a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114 of the above-identified application.
Request for Continued Examination (RCE) practice under 37 CFR 1.114 does not apply to any utility or plant application filed prior to June 8,
1995, or to any design application. See Instruction Sheet for RCEs (not to be submitted to the USPTO) on page 2.

1. |Submission required under 37 CFR 1.114 Note: If the RCE is proper, any previously filed unentered amendments and
amendments enclosed with the RCE will be entered in the order in which they were filed unless applicant instructs otherwise. If
applicant does not wish to have any previously filed unentered amendment(s) entered, applicant must request non-entry of such
amendment(s).

Previously submitted. If a final Office action is outstanding, any amendments filed after the final Office action may be
considered as a submission even if this box is not checked.

a.

g I:‘ Consider the arguments in the Appeal Brief or Reply Brief previously filed on

li. I:l Other
b. I:l Enclosed
l. D Amendment/Reply iii. D Information Disclosure Statement (IDS)

i |:| Affidavit(s)/ Declaration(s) v, |:| other

2. | Miscellaneous

Suspension of action on the above-identified application is requested under 37 CFR 1.103(c) for a
period of months. (Period of suspension shall not exceed 3 months; Fee under 37 CFR 1.17(i) required)
Other

The RCE fee under 37 CFR 1.17(e) is required by 37 CFR 1.114 when the RCE is filed.
The Director is hereby authorized to charge the following fees, any underpayment of fees, or credit any overpayments, to
Deposit Account No.

i I:‘ RCE fee required under 37 CFR 1.17(e)
ii.. |:| Extension of time fee (37 CFR 1.136 and 1.17)

iii. D Other

b. |:| Check in the amount of § enclosed

c. D Payment by credit card (Form PTO-2038 enclosed) d. I:l Payment by EFS-Web

WARNING: Information on this form may become public. Credit card information should not be included on this form. Provide credit
card information and authorization on PTO-2038.

[ SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT, ATTORNEY, OR AGENT REQUIRED A
Signature Date
Name (PrintType) Registration No.

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING OR TRANSMISSION
I hereby certify that this correspondence is being EFS-Web transmitted to the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO), deposited with the United
States Postal Service with sufficient postage as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Mail Stop RCE, Commissioner for Patents, P. O. Box 1450,
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 or facsimile transmitted to the USPTO on the date shown below.

Signature

Name (Print/Type) | Date |

A Federal agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to, nor shall a person be subject to a penalty for failure to comply with an
information collection subject to the requirements of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, unless the information collection has a currently valid OMB Control
Number. The OMB Control Number for this information collection is 0651-0031. Public burden for this form is estimated to average 12 minutes per response,
including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the
information collection. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this information collection, including ions for reducing this
burden to the Chief Administrative Officer, United States Patent and Trademark Office, P.Q. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 or email
InformationCollection@uspto.gov. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. If filing this completed form by mail, send to:

Commissioner for Patents, P.Q. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.
If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PT0-9199 and select option 2.

Rev. 07.2022, February 2023 700-58
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PTO/SBf30 (07-09)
Approved for use through 05/31/2024. OMB 0651-0031

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection ofinformation unless it contains a valid OMB control number.

Instruction Sheet for RCEs
(not to be submitted to the USPTO)

NOTES:

An RCE is not a new application, and filing an RCE will not result in an application being accorded a new filing
date.

Eiling Qualifications:

The application must be a utility or plant application filed on or after June 8, 1995. The application cannot be a provisional
application, a utility or plant application filed before June 8, 1995, a design application, or a patent under reexamination. See
37 CFR 1.114(e).

Filing Requirements:

Prosecution in the application must be closed. Prosecution is closed if the applicat ion is under appeal, or the last Office
action is a final action, a notice of allowance, or an action that otherwise closes prosecution in the application (e.g., an Office
action under Ex parte Quayle). See 37 CFR 1.114(b).

A submission and a fee are required at the time the RCE is filed. |f reply to an Office action under 35 U.S.C. 132is
outstanding (e.g., the application is under final rejection), the submission must meet the reply requirements of 37 CFR 1.111. If
there is no outstanding Office action, the submission can be an information disclosure statement, an amendment, new
arguments, or new evidence. See 37 CFR 1.114(c). The submission may be a previously filed amendment ( e.g., an
amendment after final rejection).

WARNINGS:

Request for Suspension of Action:
All RCE filing requirements must be met before suspension of action is granted. A request for a suspension of
action under 37 CFR 1.103(c) does not satisfy the submission requirement and does not permit the filing of the
required submission to be suspended.

Improper RCE will NOT toll Any Time Period:

Before Appeal - If the RCE is improper (e.g., prosecution inthe application is not closed or the submission or
fee has not been filed) and the application is not under appeal, the time period set forth in the last Office action
will continue to run and the application will be abandoned after the statutory time period has expired if a reply to
the Office action is not timely filed. No additional time will be given to correct the improper RCE.

Under Appeal - If the RCE is improper (e.g., the submission or the fee has not been filed) and the application is
under appeal, the improper RCE is effective to withdraw the appeal. Withdrawal of the appeal results in the
allowance or abandonment of the application depending on the status of the claims. If there are no allowed
claims, the application is abandoned. If there is at least one allowed claim, the application will be passed to issue
on the allowed claim(s). See MPEP 1215.01.

See MPEP 706.07(h) for further information on the RCE practice.

Page 2 of 2
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Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection
with your submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly,
pursuant to the requirements of the Act, please be advised that: (1) the general authority for the
collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2) furnishing of the information solicited is voluntary;
and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the U.8. 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.

Rev. 07.2022, February 2023

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the
Freedom of Information Act {5 U.5.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.

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.

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.8.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.
Arecord in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal
agency for purposes of National Security review (35 U.8.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 hisfher 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.8.C. 2904 and 2908. 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.8.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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Application No. Applicant(s)
NOTICE OF IMPROPER REQUEST FOR
CONTINUED EXAMINATION (RCE)
The request for continued examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114 filed on is improper for reason(s)

indicated below:

1. [ Continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 does not apply to an application for a design patent. Applicant may
wish to consider filing a continuing application under 37 CFR 1.93(b) or a CPA under 37 CFR 1.93(d). A CPA
cannot be filed in an international design application. See 37 CFR 1.53(d)(1)(ii). An RCE cannot be treated as a
CPA

2. [ Continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 does not apply to an application that was filed before June 8, 1995,
Applicant may wish to consider filing a continuing application under 37 CFR 1.53(b).

3. [ Continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 does not apply to an application unless prosecution in the application
is closed. If the RCE was accompanied by a reply to a non-final Office action, the reply will be entered and
considered under 37 CFR 1.111. If the RCE was not accompanied by a reply, the time period set forth in the last
Office action continues to run from the mailing date of that action.

4. [ The reguest was not filed before payment of the issue fee, and no petition under 37 CFR 1.313 was granted. If
this application has not yet issued as a patent, applicant may wish to consider filing either a petition under 37 CFR
1.313 to withdraw this application from issue, or a continuing application under 37 CFR 1.53(b).

5. [ The request was not filed before abandonment of the application. The application was abandoned, or
proceedings terminated on . Applicant may wish to consider filing a petition under 37 CFR 1.137 to revive
this abandoned application.

6. [ The request was not accompanied by the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) as required by 37 CFR
1.114. Since the application is not under appeal, the time period set forth in the final Office action or notice of
allowance continues to run from the mailing date of that action or notice.

7. [ The request was not accompanied by a submission as required by 37 CFR 1.114. Since theapplication is not
under appeal, the time period set forth in the final Office action or notice of allowance continues to run from the
mailing date of that action or notice.

8. [ Continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 does not apply in a national stage application under 35 U.S.C. 371
unless the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 371(c) have been complied with, including the requirement for the inventor's
oath or declaration (35 U.8.C. 371(c)(4)). See 37 CFR 1.114(e)(3). Applicant may wish to consider filing a
continuing application under 37 CFR 1.53(b), or an RCE accompanied by a submission as required under 37 CFR
1.114 and complying with the requirements under 35 U.S.C. 371.

Note: A continued prosecution application (CPA) under 37 CFR 1.53(d) cannot be filed in a utility or plant application. A
CPA filed in a utility or plant application that has a filing date on or after June 8, 1995 will be treated as an RCE under 37
CFR 1.114. The request for a CPA in the instant application, however, has been treated as an improper RCE for the
reason(s) indicated above.

A copy of this Notice MUST be returned with the reply.

Direct any questions concerning this notice to

Technology Center

Telephone Number:

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office Part of Paper No.
PTO 2051 (Rev. 5/2015) NOTICE OF IMPROPER REQUEST FOR CONTINUED EXAMINATION (RCE)
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707 Examiner’sLetter or Action [R-07.2022]

37 CFR 1.104 Nature of examination.
(@) Examiner’'saction.

(1) Ontaking up an application for examination or a
patent in a reexamination proceeding, the examiner shall make
athorough study thereof and shall make athorough investigation
of the available prior art relating to the subject matter of the
claimed invention. The examination shall be complete with
respect both to compliance of the application or patent under
reexamination with the applicable statutes and rules and to the
patentability of theinvention asclaimed, aswell aswith respect
to matters of form, unless otherwise indicated.

(2) The applicant, or in the case of areexamination
proceeding, both the patent owner and the requester, will be
notified of the examiner’s action. The reasons for any adverse
action or any objection or requirement will be stated in an Office
action and such information or references will be given as may
be useful in aiding the applicant, or in the case of a
reexamination proceeding the patent owner, to judge the
propriety of continuing the prosecution.

(3) Aninternational-type search will be madein all
national applicationsfiled on and after June 1, 1978.

(4) Any national application may also have an
international-type search report prepared thereon at the time of
the national examination on the merits, upon specific written
reguest therefor and payment of the international-type search
report fee set forth in § 1.21(e). The Patent and Trademark Office
does not require that aformal report of an international-type
search be prepared in order to obtain a search feerefund in a
later filed international application.

(b) Completeness of examiner’s action. The examiner’s
action will be complete asto all matters, except that in
appropriate circumstances, such as migoinder of invention,
fundamental defectsin the application, and the like, the action
of the examiner may be limited to such matters before further
action is made. However, matters of form need not be raised by
the examiner until aclaim isfound allowable.

() Regection of claims.

() If theinvention isnot considered patentable, or not
considered patentable as claimed, the claims, or those considered
unpatentable will be rejected.

(2) Inrejecting claims for want of novelty or for
obviousness, the examiner must cite the best references at his
or her command. When areference is complex or shows or
describes inventions other than that claimed by the applicant,
the particular part relied on must be designated as nearly as
practicable. The pertinence of each reference, if not apparent,
must be clearly explained and each rejected claim specified.

(3) Inrgecting claims the examiner may rely upon
admissions by the applicant, or the patent owner in a
reexamination proceeding, as to any matter affecting
patentability and, insofar as rejectionsin applications are
concerned, may also rely upon factswithin hisor her knowledge
pursuant to paragraph (d)(2) of this section.

4
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(i) Subject matter which would otherwise qualify
asprior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(a)(2) and a claimed invention
will be treated as commonly owned for purposes of 35 U.S.C.
102(b)(2)(C) if the applicant or patent owner provides a
statement to the effect that the subject matter and the claimed
invention, not later than the effective filing date of the claimed
invention, were owned by the same person or subject to an
obligation of assignment to the same person.

(ii) Subject matter which would otherwise qualify
as prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(a)(2) and a claimed invention
will be treated as commonly owned for purposes of 35 U.S.C.
102(b)(2)(C) on the basis of ajoint research agreement under
35U.S.C. 102(¢) if:

(A) Theapplicant or patent owner provides a
statement to the effect that the subject matter was devel oped
and the claimed invention was made by or on behalf of one or
more parties to ajoint research agreement, within the meaning
of 35 U.S.C. 100(h) and 8§ 1.9(e), that wasin effect on or before
the effectivefiling date of the claimed invention, and the claimed
invention was made as a result of activities undertaken within
the scope of the joint research agreement; and

(B) Theapplication for patent for the claimed
invention discloses or is amended to disclose the names of the
parties to the joint research agreement.

©)

(i) Subject matter which qualifiesas prior art under
35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f), or (g) in effect prior to March 16, 2013,
and a claimed invention in an application filed on or after
November 29, 1999, or any patent issuing thereon, in an
application filed before November 29, 1999, but pending on
December 10, 2004, or any patent issuing thereon, or in any
patent granted on or after December 10, 2004, will be treated
as commonly owned for purposes of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) in effect
prior to March 16, 2013, if the applicant or patent owner
provides a statement to the effect that the subject matter and the
claimed invention, at the time the claimed invention was made,
were owned by the same person or subject to an obligation of
assignment to the same person.

(ii) Subject matter which qualifies as prior art
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) , or (q) in effect prior to March 16,
2013, and a claimed invention in an application pending on or
after December 10, 2004, or in any patent granted on or after
December 10, 2004, will be treated as commonly owned for
purposes of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) in effect prior to March 16, 2013,
on the basis of ajoint research agreement under 35 U.S.C.
103(c)(2) in effect prior to March 16, 2013, if:

(A) The applicant or patent owner provides a
statement to the effect that the subject matter and the claimed
invention were made by or on behalf of the partiesto ajoint
research agreement, within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 100(h)
and 8 1.9(e), which was in effect on or before the date the
claimed invention was made, and that the claimed invention
was made as aresult of activities undertaken within the scope
of the joint research agreement; and

(B) Theapplication for patent for the claimed
invention discloses or is amended to disclose the names of the
parties to the joint research agreement.
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(6) Patentsissued prior to December 10, 2004, from
applications filed prior to November 29, 1999, are subject to 35
U.S.C. 103(c) in effect on November 28, 1999.

(d) Citation of references.

(1) If domestic patents are cited by the examiner, their
numbers and dates, and the names of the patenteeswill be stated.
If domestic patent application publications are cited by the
examiner, their publication number, publication date, and the
names of the applicants will be stated. If foreign published
applications or patents are cited, their nationality or country,
numbers and dates, and the names of the patenteeswill be stated,
and such other datawill be furnished as may be necessary to
enable the applicant, or in the case of areexamination
proceeding, the patent owner, to identify the published
applications or patents cited. In citing foreign published
applications or patents, in case only a part of the document is
involved, the particular pages and sheets containing the parts
relied upon will beidentified. If printed publications are cited,
the author (if any), title, date, pages or plates, and place of
publication, or place where a copy can be found, will be given.

(2) When arejectionin an application isbased on facts
within the personal knowledge of an employee of the Office,
the data shall be as specific as possible, and the reference must
be supported, when called for by the applicant, by the affidavit
of such employee, and such affidavit shall be subject to
contradiction or explanation by the affidavits of the applicant
and other persons.

(e) Reasonsfor allowance. If the examiner believes that
the record of the prosecution as a whole does not make clear
his or her reasons for alowing a claim or claims, the examiner
may set forth such reasoning. The reasons shall be incorporated
into an Office action rgjecting other claims of the application
or patent under reexamination or be the subject of a separate
communication to the applicant or patent owner. The applicant
or patent owner may file astatement commenting on the reasons
for allowance within such time as may be specified by the
examiner. Failure by the examiner to respond to any statement
commenting on reasons for allowance does not give rise to any
implication.

For Office actions in ex parte reexamination
proceedings, see MPEP 88 2260, 2262, 2271 and
their indents. For Office actions in inter partes

reexamination proceedings, see MPEP 88§ 2660,
2671, 2673, and their indents.

Under the current first action procedure, the
examiner signifies on the Office Action Summary
Form PTOL-326 certain information including the
period set for reply, any attachments, and a
“Summary of Action,” which is the position taken
on all the claims.

The examiner, in the exercise of their professional
judgment, is permitted to indicate that an interview
with applicant's representative may result in
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agreements whereby the application may be placed
in condition for allowance. Any amendment agreed
upon during an interview may be made either by the
applicant’s attorney or agent or by the examiner in
an examiner’s amendment. It should be recognized
that when extensive amendments are necessary it
would be preferableif they werefiled by the attorney
or agent of record, thereby reducing the professional
and clerica workload on the Office and aso
providing the file wrapper with a better record,
including applicant’s arguments for allowability as
required by 37 CFR 1.111. See MPEP § 713 et seq.
for interview practice.

The list of references cited appears on a separate
form, Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 (copy
in MPEP § 707.05) attached to applicant’s copy of
the Office action. Where applicable, a Notice of
Informal Patent Application is attached to the first
Office action.

The attachments have the same paper number and
are to be considered as part of the Office action.

Replies to Office actions should include the
application number as well as the 4-digit art unit
number and the examiner’s name to expedite
handling within the Office. Further, applicants are
encouraged to include the 4-digit confirmation
number on every paper filed in the Office. See M PEP
§ 503 for an explanation of the confirmation number.

In accordance with the patent statute, “Whenever,
on examination, any claim for a patent is rejected,
or any objection . . . made” notification of the
reasons for rejection and/or objection together with
such information and references as may be useful in
judging the propriety of continuing the prosecution
(35 U.S.C. 132) should be given.

Information useful in judging the propriety of
continuing the prosecution may include, for example,
the identification and a brief discussion of the
particular figure(s) of the drawing(s), and/or page(s)
or paragraph(s) of the best reference(s) cited by the
examiner, the applicant, or aforeign office.

In rejecting claims for want of novelty or for

obviousness, the pertinence of each reference, if not
apparent, must be clearly explained and each rejected
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clam specified. See 37 CFR 1.104(c)(2). For
rejections under 35 U.S.C. 103, the way in which a
reference is modified or plura references are
combined should be set out.

The Office action may include objections to the
disclosure, an explanation of references cited but
not applied, an indication of allowable subject
matter, other requirements (including requirements
for restriction if applicable), and other pertinent
comments. Matters unrelated to examination of the
application should not be included in the Office
action. See also MPEP § 707.07(d).

Office Action Summary form PTOL-326, which
serves asthefirst page of the Office action (although
a Form PTOL-90 may be used as a coversheet for
the correspondence address and the mail date of the
Office action), is to be used with all first Office
actions and will identify any allowed claims.

One of form paragraphs 7.100, 7.101, or 7.102
should conclude all actions.

9 7.100 Name And Number of Examiner To Be Contacted

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed
to [1] at telephone number [2].

Examiner interviews are available viatel ephone, in-person, and
video conferencing using a USPTO supplied web-based
collaboration tool. To schedule an interview, applicant is
encouraged to use the USPTO Automated Interview Request
(A1l R) F or m a t
https://www.uspto.gov/patents/uspto-automated-
interview-request-air-form.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph, form paragraph 7.101, or form
paragraph 7.102 should be used at the conclusion of all actions.

2. Inbracket 1, insert the name of the examiner designated
to be contacted first regarding inquiries about the Office action.
This could be either the non-signatory examiner preparing the
action or the signatory examiner.

3. Inbracket 2, insert the individual area code and phone
number of the examiner to be contacted.

9 7.101 Telephone Inquiry Contacts- Non 5/4/9 Schedule

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier
communications from the examiner should be directed to [1]
whose telephone number is[2]. The examiner can normally be
reached on [3] from [4] to [5].

If attemptsto reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful,
the examiner’s supervisor, [6], can be reached at telephone
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number [7]. The fax phone number for the organization where
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be
obtained from Patent Center and the Private Patent Application
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for
published applications may be obtained from Patent Center or
Private PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications
is available through Patent Center and Private PAIR to
authorized users only. Should you have questions about access
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free).

Examiner interviews are available viatel ephone, in-person, and
video conferencing using a USPTO supplied web-based
collaboration tool. To schedule an interview, applicant is
encouraged to use the USPTO Automated Interview Request
(A I R) F or m a t
https://www.uspto.gov/patents/uspto-automated-
interview-request-air-form.

Examiner Note:
1. Inbracket 1, insert your name.

2. Inbracket 2, insert your individual area code and phone
number.

3. Inbracket 3, insert the daysthat you work every week, e.g.
“Monday-Thursday” for an examiner off every Friday.

4. Inbrackets4 and 5, insert your normal duty hours, e.g.
“6:30AM - 5:00 PM."

5. Inbracket 6, insert your SPE’s name.

6. Inbracket 7, insert your SPE’s area code and phone
number.

9 7.102 Telephone Inquiry Contacts- 5/4/9 Schedule

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier
communications from the examiner should be directed to [1]
whose telephone number is[2]. The examiner can normally be
reached on [3] from [4] to [5]. The examiner can also be reached
on aternate [6].

If attemptsto reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful,
the examiner’s supervisor, [7], can be reached at telephone
number [8]. The fax phone number for the organization where
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be
obtained from Patent Center and the Private Patent Application
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for
published applications may be obtained from Patent Center or
Private PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications
isavailablethrough Patent Center or Private PAIR to authorized
users only. Should you have questions about access to Patent
Center or the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free).

Examiner interviews are available viatel ephone, in-person, and
video conferencing using a USPTO supplied web-based
collaboration tool. To schedule an interview, applicant is
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encouraged to use the USPTO Automated Interview Request
( A1l R F or m a t
https://www.uspto.gov/patents/uspto-automated-
interview-request-air-form.

Examiner Note:
1. Inbracket 1, insert your name.

2. Inbracket 2, insert your individua area code and phone
number.

3. Inbracket 3, insert the days that you work every week, e.g.
“Monday-Thursday” for an examiner off on aternate Fridays.

4. Inbrackets4 and 5, insert your normal duty hours, e.g.
“6:30AM - 4:00 PM "

700-65

5. Inbracket 6, insert the day in each pay-period that is your
compressed day off, e.g. “Fridays’ for an examiner on a 5/4/9
work schedule with the first Friday off.

6. Inbracket 7, insert your SPE’s name.

7. Inbracket 8, insert your SPE’s area code and phone
number.

Where the text of sections of Title 35, U.S. Code
was previously reproduced in an Office action, form
paragraph 7.103 may be used.

9 7.103 Statute Cited in Prior Office Action

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included
in this action can be found in a prior Office action.
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Application No. Applicant(s)
Office Action Summary Examiner Art Unit AIA (First Inventor to File)
Status
No

-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address --
Period for Reply

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE MONTHS FROM THE MAILING DATE
OF THIS COMMUNICATION.

Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- IfNO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133).

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b).

Status
1] Responsive to communication(s) filed on _____
] A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filed on
2a)[] This action is FINAL. 2b)[] This action is non-final.

3)0 An election was made by the applicant in response to a restriction requirement set forth during the interview on
__ . therestriction requirement and election have been incorporated into this action.

M[] since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parfe Quayfe, 1935 C.D. 11, 453 O.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims*

5[] Claim(s) isfare pending in the application.
5a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration.
6)[] Claim(s) ____is/are allowed.
7 Claim(s) _____is/are rejected.
8] Claim(s) ___isfare objected to.
N Claim(s) are subject to restriction andfor election requirement.

* If any claims have been determined allowable, you may be eligible to benefit from the Patent Prosecution Highway program at a
participating intellectual property office for the corresponding application. For more information, please see
http: /Awww. usbto. gov/patents/init_events/pph/index.isp or send an inquiry to PPHfeedback@uspto.qov.

Application Papers
10)[] The specification is objected to by the Examiner.
11 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)[_] accepted or b)[] objected to by the Examiner.
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a).

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d).

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119
12)[] Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f).
Certified copies:
a)ld Al b)[] Some* ¢)[] None of the:
1.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received.
2.[] Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No.
3.[] Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(&)).
** See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received.

Attachment(s)
1) I:' Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 3) |:| Interview Summary (PTO-413)
X . Paper No(s)/Mail Date.
2) I:\ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08a and/or PTO/SB/08b) |:| .
Paper No(s)/Mail Date ) 4 LlOther
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-326 (Rev. 11-13) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date
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707.01 Primary Examiner IndicatesAction
for New Assistant [R-07.2015]

After the search has been completed, actionistaken
in the light of the references found. Where the
assistant examiner has been in the Office but ashort
time, it isthe duty of the primary examiner to review
the application thoroughly. The usual procedure is
for the assistant examiner to explain the invention
and discuss the references which he or she regards
as most pertinent. The primary examiner may
indicate the action to be taken, whether restriction
or election of speciesis to be required, or whether
the claims are to be considered on their merits. If
action on the merits is to be given and claims
rejected, the primary examiner may indicate how
the references are to be applied in any prior art
rejection and explain the basis for any non-prior art
grounds of rejection. The primary examiner may
authorize allowanceif all statutory requirementsare
met and no further field of search is known.

707.02 ApplicationsUp for Third Action and
5-Year Applications[R-07.2015]

The supervisory patent examiners should impress
upon their assistantsthat the shortest path to the final
disposition of an application is by finding the best
references on thefirst search and carefully applying
them.

The supervisory patent examiners are expected to
personaly check on the pendency of every
application which is up for the third or subsequent
Office action with a view to finally concluding its
prosecution.

Any application that has been pending five years or
more should be carefully studied by the supervisory
patent examiner and every effort should be made to
terminateits prosecution. In order to accomplish this
result, the application is to be considered “special”
by the examiner.

707.03-707.04 [Reserved]

707.05 Citation of References[R-08.2017]

37 CFR 1.104 Nature of examination.

700-67
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*kkkk

(d) Citation of references.

(1) If domestic patents are cited by the examiner, their
numbers and dates, and the names of the patenteeswill be stated.
If domestic patent application publications are cited by the
examiner, their publication number, publication date, and the
names of the applicants will be stated. If foreign published
applications or patents are cited, their nationality or country,
numbers and dates, and the names of the patenteeswill be stated,
and such other data will be furnished as may be necessary to
enable the applicant, or in the case of areexamination
proceeding, the patent owner, to identify the published
applications or patents cited. In citing foreign published
applications or patents, in case only a part of the document is
involved, the particular pages and sheets containing the parts
relied upon will be identified. If printed publications are cited,
the author (if any), title, date, pages or plates, and place of
publication, or place where a copy can be found, will be given.

(2) When arejectionin an application is based on facts
within the personal knowledge of an employee of the Office,
the data shall be as specific as possible, and the reference must
be supported, when called for by the applicant, by the affidavit
of such employee, and such affidavit shall be subject to
contradiction or explanation by the affidavits of the applicant
and other persons.

*kkk*k

During the examination of an application or
reexamination of a patent, the examiner should cite
appropriate prior art which is nearest to the subject
matter defined in the claims. When such prior art is
cited, its pertinence should be explained.

The examiner must consider all the prior art
references (alone and in combination) cited in the
application or reexamination, including those cited
by the applicant in aproperly submitted Information
Disclosure Statement. See MPEP § 609.

Form paragraph 7.96 may be used as an introductory
sentence.

1 7.96 Citation of Relevant Prior Art

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered
pertinent to applicant’s disclosure. [1]

Examiner Note:

When such prior art is cited, its relevance should be explained
in bracket 1 in accordance with MPEP § 707.05.

Effective June 8, 1995, Public Law 103-465
amended 35 U.S.C. 154 to change the term of a
patent to 20 years measured from the filing date of
theearliest U.S. application for which benefit under
35U.S.C. 120, 121 or 365(c) isclaimed. The 20-year
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patent term applies to al utility and plant patents
issued on applicationsfiled on or after June 8, 1995.
Effective March 16, 2013, Public Law 112-196
amended Title 35 of the U.S. Code to change U.S.
practice from a first to invent system to a first
inventor to file system. In certain circumstances,
applicants may cancel their benefit/priority claim by
amending the specification to delete any references
to prior applications. Therefore, examiners should
search dl applications based on the actua U.S. filing
date of the application rather than on the filing date
of any parent U.S. application for which benefit is
claimed or foreign application to which priority is
claimed. Examiners should cite of interest all
material prior art having an effectivefiling date after
the filing date of the U.S. parent application or the
foreign priority application but before the actual
filing date of the application being examined.

Allowed applications should generaly contain a
citation of pertinent prior art for printing in the
patent, even if no clam presented during the
prosecution was considered unpatentable over such
prior art. Only in those instances where a proper
search has not revealed any prior art relevant to the
claimed invention is it appropriate to send an
application to issue with no art cited. In the case
where no prior art is cited, the examiner must
indicate “None” on aform PTO-892 and include it
in the application file wrapper. Where references
have been cited during the prosecution of parent
applications and a continuing application, having no
newly cited references, is ready for alowance, the
cited references of the parent applications should be
listed on aform PTO-892. The form should then be
placed in the file of the continuing application. See
MPEP_§ 1302.12. In a continued prosecution
application filed under 37 CFR 1.53(d), it is not
necessary to prepare a new form PTO-892 because
the form from the parent application is in the same
file wrapper and will be used by the printer.

In all continuation, divisional, and
continuation-in-part  applications, the parent
applications should be reviewed for pertinent prior
art. See MPEP § 609.02.

Applicants and/or applicants attorneys in PCT
related national applications may wish to cite the
material citationsfrom the PCT International Search
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Report by an information disclosure statement under
37 CFR 1.97 and 198 in order to ensure
consideration by the examiner.

In those instances where no information disclosure
statement has been filed by the applicant and where
documents are cited in the International Search
Report but neither a copy of the documents nor an
English trandation (or English family member) is
provided, the examiner may exercise discretion in
deciding whether to take necessary steps to obtain
the copy and/or tranglation.

Copies of documents cited will be provided as set
forth in MPEP_§ 707.05(a). That is, copies of
documents cited by the examiner will be provided
to applicant except where the documents:

(A) arecited by applicant in accordance with
MPEP § 609, § 707.05(b), and § 708.02;

(B) have beenreferred toin applicant’s
disclosure statement;

(C) arecited and have been provided in aparent
application; or

(D) are U.S. Patentsor U.S. application
publications.

See MPEP § 707.05(e) regarding data used in citing
references.

707.05(a) Copiesof Cited References
[R-07.2022]

Copies of cited foreign patent documents and
non-patent literature references (except as noted
below) are automatically furnished without charge
to applicant together with the Office actionin which
they are cited. Copies of the cited referencesare a so
placed in the application filefor use by the examiner
during the prosecution. Copies of U.S. patents and
U.S. patent application publications are not provided
in paper to applicants and are not placed in the
application file.

Copiesof references cited by applicant in accordance
with MPEP 88 609, 707.05(b) and 708.02 are not
furnished to applicant with the Office action.
Additionally, copies of references cited in
continuation applicationsif they had been previously
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cited in the parent application are not furnished. The
examiner should check theleft hand column of form
PTO-892 if a copy of the reference is not to be
furnished to the applicant.

Copies of foreign patent documents and nonpatent
literature (NPL) which are cited by the examiner at
the time of allowance will be furnished to applicant
with the Office action and be retained in the file
wrapper. This will apply to all alowance actions,
including first action alowances and Ex
Parte Quayle actions.

In the rare instance where no art is cited in a
continuing application, dl thereferencescited during
the prosecution of the parent application will be
listed at allowance for printing in the patent.

To assist in providing copies of, or access to,
references, the examiner should:

(A) Typethecitation of the references on form
PTO-892, “Notice of References Cited” using
Official Correspondence;

(B) Include, inthe action folder all of the
references cited by the examiner which are to be
furnished to the applicant.

(C) After any necessary review hastaken place,
forward the action to the TC mailbox for counting.
Any application which is submitted without all of
the required references will be returned to the
examiner. The missing reference(s) should be
obtained and thefile returned to the technical support
staff as quickly as possible.

In the case of design applications, procedures are
the same as set forth in MPEP 88 707.05(a) -

707.05(q).

1 7.82.03 How To Obtain Copies of U.S. Patentsand U.S.
Patent Application Publications

Immediately below this section isacitation to U.S. patent(s)
and/or U.S. patent application publication(s).

The USPTO does not provide copies of U.S. patents or U.S.
patent application publications with Office actions. Reviewing
the U.S. patent(s) and/or U.S. patent application publication(s)
cited below isimportant in deciding how to respond to the Office
action. To obtain copies of the cited U.S. patent(s) and/or U.S.
patent application publication(s), any of the following options
may be used, free of charge:

700-69
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1) Patent Center (for all usersif this application is
published; for registered users associated with this application
if this application has not published) — A link to Patent Center
is available at www.uspto.gov/PatentCenter. To obtain the
below cited U.S. patent(s) or U.S. patent application
publication(s), open Patent Center. Enter the present application
number (Application #) in the search box and then select the
search button (magnifying glass). Once the “Application Data’
isretrieved, select the“ Display References’ link on theleft side
of the screen. With the “U.S. Patent Documents’ tab selected,
select “View” next to the document which citesthedesired U.S.
patent(s) and/or U.S. patent application publication(s). Select
the “PDF” link next to each desired U.S. patent and/or U.S.
patent application publication to download the relevant
document(s). Information on becoming aregistered user can be
found at
www.uspto.govipatentsapply/applying-onlinelgeiting-star ted-new-users
For additional information regarding Patent Center or becoming
aregistered user, contact the Electronic Business Center at
1-866-217-9197 (toll-free), 571-272-4100 (local), or by email
a ebc@uspto.gov;

2) Patent Public Search tool (for al users) — A link to the
Patent Public Search tool is available at
www.uspto.gov/PatentPublicSear ch. To find a U.S. patent or
U.S. patent application publication, open the Patent Public
Search tool by selecting “ Start search”. Typethe U.S. patent or
U.S. patent application publication number inthe* Search” panel
without any punctuation and followed by a“.pn.”. For example,
for U.S. Patent No. 10,000,000 or U.S. Publ. No. 2016/0266243,
one would type “10000000.pn.” or “20160266243.pn.”,
respectively. Then select the “ Search” button. The U.S. patent
or U.S. patent application publication will be displayed in the
“Document Viewer” panel in text view. To view the images of
the U.S. patent or U.S. patent application publication, select the
iconin thetop left of the “Document Viewer” panel that 1ooks
like acameraon top of a“T”. The pages of the U.S. patent or
U.S. patent application publication can be navigated by using
the next page and previous page arrows in the top left of the
“Document Viewer” panel. Additional information and support
are available at the above website.

3) Patent and Trademark Resource Center (PTRC) (for al
users) — PTRCs are libraries located throughout the U.S. that
provide specialized resources regarding patents and trademarks
to the public. Information about PTRCs may be found at
Www.uspto.gov/PTRC,;

4) Patent Full-Text Databases (for all users) — Patent Fulll
Text Databases are available on the USPTO website at
www.uspto.gov/Sear chPatentFull Text;

5) E-Patent Reference (for registered users associated with
this application) — E-Patent Reference is provided through the
USPTO Private Patent Application Information Retrieval system
(Private PAIR) which isavailable at
https:.//ppair-my.uspto.gov/pair/PrivatePair . Information on
becoming a registered user can be found at
www.uspto.gov/patentsapply/applying-onlinegetting-gar ted-nenv-ussrs
For additional information regarding E-Patent Reference or
becoming aregistered user, contact the Electronic Business
Center at 1-866-217-9197 (toll-free), 571-272-4100 (local), or
by email at ebc@uspto.gov; or

6) commercial sources.
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Copies of the U.S patent(s) and/or U.S. patent application
publication(s) cited below may also be purchased for a fee
preferably from the Patent and Trademark Copy Fulfillment
Branch’'s  Certified Copy  Center  storefront  at
https://certifiedcopycenter.uspto.gov or by written request to
Mail Stop Patent and Trademark Copy Fulfillment Branch,
Director of the U.S. Patent & Trademark Office, P.O. Box 1450,
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. For information regarding
purchasing copies of U.S. patents and U.S. patent application
publications, contact the Patent and Trademark Copy Fulfillment
Branch at 1-800-972-6382 (toll free), 571-272-3150 (local), or
by email at dsd@uspto.gov.

Some of the above optionswill cause U.S. patent(s) and/or U.S.
patent application publication(s) to be downloaded in Portable
Document Format (PDF). The downloaded documents can be
viewed and printed using most commercialy available web
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browsers. Free PDF viewers are additionally available through
online sources, such as Adobe Systems Incorporated at
www.adobe.com/acr obat/pdf-reader.html.

For additional information or questions, contact the Pro Se
Assistance Program at 1-866-767-3848 or by email at
innovationdevel opment@uspto.gov or the Inventors Assistance
Center at 1-800-786-9199 (toll free), 571-272-1000 (locdl), or
1-800-877-8339 (TDD/TTY).

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph is recommended for use in Office
actions citing U.S. patent(s) or U.S. patent application
publication(s) when the applicant is not represented by a
registered patent attorney or aregistered patent agent.

2. Thisform paragraph should be followed by acitation to a
U.S. patent(s) and/or a U.S. patent application publication(s).
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Notice of References Cited

Application/Control No.

Applicant(s)/Patent Under
Reexamination

Examiner

Art Unit

Page of

U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS

% Document Number Date L
Country Code-Number-Kind Code | MM-YYYY Name Classification
A | US-
B | US-
c | US-
D | US-
E | US-
F [ US-
G | US-
H | US-
b US-
J | US-
K | US-
L | US-
M [ US-
FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS

* Counir?%%%i?ﬂztmh;g:-nlgsg Code Mh2$$YY Country Name Classification
N
o]
P
Q
R
s
T

NON-PATENT DOCUMENTS

* Include as applicable: Author, Title Date, Publisher, Edition or Volume, Pertinent Pages)
u
\4
w
X

"A copy of this reference is not being furnished with this Office action. (See MPEP § 707.05(a).}

Dates in MM-YYYY format are publication dates. Classifications may be US or foreign.

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTO-892 (Rev. 01-2001)

Notice of References Cited
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Part of Paper No.
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707.05(b) Citation of Related Art and
I nfor mation by Applicants [R-08.2012]

I. CITATION OF RELATEDART BY APPLICANTS

MPEP 8§ 609 sets forth guidelines for applicants,
their attorneys and agentswho desire to submit prior
art for consideration by the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office.

Submitted citationswill not in any way diminish the
obligation of examinersto conduct independent prior
art searches, or relieve examiners of citing other
pertinent prior art of which they may be aware.

Prior art submitted by applicant in the manner
provided in MPEP § 609 will not be supplied with
an Office action.

. CITATION OF RELATED INFORMATION BY
APPLICANTS

37 CFR 1.105 and MPEP § 704.10 et seq. set forth
procedures for examinersto require applicants, their
attorneys and agents to submit information
reasonably necessary for the Office to examine an
application or treat a matter being addressed in an
application.

Any such requirement, and any information
submitted in reply thereto, will not in any way
diminish the obligation of examiners to conduct
independent prior art searches, or relieve examiners
of citing other pertinent prior art of which they may
be aware.

Information submitted by applicant in the manner
provided in MPEP § 704.10 et seq. will not be
supplied with an Office action.

707.05(c) Order of Listing [R-08.2012]

In citing referencesfor thefirst time, theidentifying
data of the citation should be placed on form
PTO-892 “Natice of References Cited,” a copy of
which will be attached to the Office action. No
distinction is to be made between references on
which aclaimisrejected and those formerly referred
to as “pertinent.” With the exception of applicant
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submitted citations, MPEP § 609 and § 708.02, it is
recommended that the pertinent features of
references which are not used asabasisfor rgection
be pointed out briefly.

See MPEP § 1302.12.

707.05(d) Reference Cited in Subsequent
Actions[R-08.2012]

Where an applicant in an amendatory paper refers
to a reference that is subsequently relied upon by
the examiner, such reference shall be cited by the
examiner in the usual manner using aform PTO-892,
“Notice of References Cited,” unless applicant has
listed the reference on a form PTO/SB/08 that has
been initialed by the examiner.

707.05(e) Data Used in Citing References
[R-10.2019]

37 CFR 1.104(d) (see also MPEP 88§ 707.05 and
901.05(a)) requires the examiner to provide certain
data when citing references. The examiner should
provide the citations on the “Notice of References
Cited” form PTO-892 (copy at MPEP § 707.05).

I. US PATENT DOCUMENTS

If aU.S. patent application publication is cited by
the examiner, the publication number, publication
date, name of the applicant, class, and subclass
should be cited under the section “U.S. Patent
Documents’ ontheform PTO-892. For U.S. patents,
the patent number, patent date, name of the patentee,
and the relevant classification should also be cited
under the same section. In addition, examiners are
encouraged to cite the kind codes printed on U.S.
patent application publications and patents. See
MPEP § 901.04(a) for an explanation of the kind
codes. See MPEP § 901.04 for details concerning
the various series of U.S. patents and how to cite
them. Note that patents of the X-Series (dated prior
to July 4, 1836) are not to be cited by number. Some
U.S. patents issued in 1861 have two numbers
thereon. The larger number should be cited.

Defensive Publications and Statutory Invention
Registrations (SIRs) should be cited under the

700-72



EXAMINATION OF APPLICATIONS

section “U.S. Patent Documents’ on the form
PTO-892 (see MPEP 88 711.06(a) and 901.06(a)).

I[I. FOREIGN PATENTSAND FOREIGN
PUBLISHED APPLICATIONS

In citing foreign patents, the patent number, kind
code, citation date, name of the country, name of the
patentee, and the relevant classification, if
appropriate, must be given. Foreign patents searched
in those Technology Centers (TCs) using the
International Patent Classification (IPC) will becited
using the appropriate | PC subclass/group/subgroup.
On the application’s “ Search Notes” FWF form and
PTO-892, the | PC subclass/group/subgroup shall be
cited in the spaces provided for “ Classification.”

Wherelessthan the entire disclosure of the reference
is relied upon, the sheet and page numbers
specifically relied upon and the total number of
sheets of drawing and pages of specification must
be included (except applicant submitted citations).
If the entire disclosureisrelied on, the total number
of sheets and pages are not required to be included
on the PTO-892.

Publications such as German allowed applications
and Belgian and Netherlands printed specifications
should be similarly handled.

International registrations published by the World
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) under
the Hague Agreement Concerning the International
Registration of Industria Designs (also known as
published international design applications) are not
assigned a publication number uniquely identifying
the published international registration. When citing
an international registration, both the International
Registration Number (referenced by INID Code 11
in the publication) and the publication date should
be included. See the third item under example 5 of
subsection 1V below.

See MPEP § 901.05(a) for achart in which foreign
language terms indicative of foreign patent and
publication dates to be cited are listed.

700-73

§707.05(¢)

I11. PUBLICATIONS

Abstracts, abbreviatures, Alien Property Custodian
publications, withdrawn U.S. patents, withdrawn
U.S. patent application publications, and other
non-patent documents should be cited under the
section “Non-Patent Documents” on the form
PTO-892). See MPEP § 711.06(a) for citation of
abstracts, and abbreviatures. See MPEP § 901.06(c)
for citation of Alien Property Custodian publications.
In citing a publication, sufficient information should
be given to determine the identity and facilitate the
location of the publication. For books, the data
required by 37 CFR 1.104(d) (MPEP § 707.05) with
the specific pagesrelied on identified together with
the Scientific and Technical Information Center
(STIC) call number will suffice. The call number
appears on the “spine” of the book if the book is
thick enough and, in any event, on the back of the
title page. Bookson interlibrary loan will be marked
with the call numbers of the other library, of course.
THIS NUMBER SHOULD NOT BE CITED. The
same convention should befollowed in citing articles
from periodicals. The call number should be cited
for periodicals owned by the STIC, but not for
periodicals borrowed from other libraries. In citing
periodicals, information sufficient to identify the
article includes the author(s) and title of the article
and the title, volume number issue number, date,
and pages of the periodical. If the copy relied oniis
located only in the Technology Center making the
action (there may be no call number), the additional
information, “Copy in Technology Center — —”
should be given.

The following are examples of
bibliographical citations:

nonpatent

(A) For books:

Winslow. C. E. A. Fresh Air and Ventilation. N.Y., E. P.
Dutton, 1926. p. 97-112. TI17653.W5.

(B) For parts of books:

Smith, J. F. “Patent Searching.” in: Singer, T.E.R., Information
and Communication Practicein Industry (New York, Reinhold,
1958), pp. 157-165. T 175.S5.

(C) For encyclopedia articles:
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Cavert, R. “Patents (Patent Law).” in: Encyclopedia of
Chemical Technology (1952 ed.), vol. 9, pp. 868-890. Ref.
TP9.E6G8.

(D) For sections of handbooks:

Machinery’ s Handbook, 16th ed. New York, International Press,
1959. pp. 1526-1527. TI151.M3 1959.

(E) For periodical articles:
Noyes, W. A. A Climate for Basic Chemical Research

Chemical & Engineering News, Vol. 38, no. 42 (Oct. 17, 1960),
pp. 91-95. TP1.1418.

Thefollowing are examples of how withdrawn U.S.
patents and withdrawn U.S. patent application
publications should be cited:

(A) Withdrawn U.S patents:
US 6,999,999, 10/2002, Brown et al., 403/155 (withdrawn).
(B) Wthdrawn U.S patents application publications:

US2002/0009999A1, 7/2002, Joneset al ., 403/155 (withdrawn).

Titles of books and periodicals SHOULD NOT be
abbreviated because an abbreviation such as
PS.E.B.M. will not be sufficient to identify the
publication. References areto be cited so that anyone
reading a patent may identify and retrieve the
publications cited. Bibliographic information
provided must be at least enough to identify the
publication. author, title and date. For books,
minimal information includes the author, title, and
date. For periodicals, at least the title of the
periodical, the volume number, date, and pages
should be given. These minimal citations may be
made ONLY IF the complete bibliographic details
are unknown or unavailable.

Where a nonpatent literature reference with a
document identification number is cited, the
identification number and the class and subclass
should be included on form PTO-892. For example,
the citation should be as follows: (S00840001)
Winslow, C.E.A. Fresh Air and Ventilation N.Y.,
E.P. Dutton, 1926, p. 97-112, TH 7653, W5, 315/22.
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If the origina publication is located outside the
Office, the examiner should immediately make or
order a photocopy of at least the portion relied upon
and indicate the class and subclass in which it will
befiled, if any.

IV. ELECTRONIC DOCUMENTS

An electronic document is one that can be retrieved
from an online source (e.g., the Internet, online
database, etc.) or sourcesfound on electronic storage
media (e.g., CD-ROM, magnetic disk or tape, efc.).
Many references in paper format may also be
retrieved as el ectronic documents. Other references
are retrievable only from electronic sources.

The U.S. Patent and Trademark Office follows the
format recommended by World Intellectual Property
Organization (WIPQO) Standard ST.14,
“Recommendation for the Inclusion of References
Cited in Patent Documents.” The format for the
citation of an electronic document is as sSimilar as
possible to the format used for paper documents of
the sametype, but with the addition of thefollowing
information in the locations indicated, where

appropriate:

(A) thetype of electronic medium provided in
square brackets [ ] after thetitle of the publication
or the designation of the host document, e.g.,
[online], [CD-ROMY], [disk], [magnetic tape]. If
desired, the type of publication (e.g., monograph,
serial, database, el ectronic mail, computer program,
bulletin board) may also be specified in the type of
medium designator;

(B) the date when the document was retrieved
from the electronic mediain sguare brackets
following after the date of publication, e.g.,
[retrieved on March 4, 1998], [retrieved on
1998-03-04]. The four-digit year must always be
given.

(C) identification of the source of the document
using the words “Retrieved from” and its address
where applicable. Thisitem will precede thecitation
of the relevant passages.

(D) reference to the unique Digital Object
Identifier (DOI) number, or other unique
identification number, if known.
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(E) if considered necessary, the standard
identifier and number assigned to the item, e.g.,
ISBN 2-7654-0537-9, ISSN 1045-1064. It should
be noted that these numbers may differ for the same
title in the printed and electronic versions.

(F) where multiple renderings of the same
document are published (e.g., PDF and HTML), an
indication of the format (e.g., paper, PDF) and the
location of the cited document.

(G) use paragraph numbers, sentence numbers
and line numbers (if available) to describe the
specific location of the cited material within an
electronic document.

(H) claim numbers, figure numbers, chemical
formula numbers, mathematical formula numbers,
table heading numbers, gene sequence numbers, and
computer program listing numbers if available.

(1) specific headings within the document
structure such as Best Mode of Performing the
Invention or Industrial Applicability can beindicated
if page, paragraph, and line numbers are not
available in acited patent document in electronic
format.

(J) specific passages of thetext can beindicated
if the format of the document includes pagination
or an equivalent internal referencing system, or by
thefirst and last words of the passage cited.

Office copies of an electronic document must be
retained if the same document may not be available
for retrieval in thefuture. Thisisespecially important
for sources such asthe Internet and online databases.

Where an Internet source, such as a social media
source, does not provide an ability to download the
information as an el ectronic document, screen shots
should be captured of the information, and an
explanation provided asto what can be found in the
screen shots.

If an electronic document is also available in paper
form it does not need to beidentified asan electronic
document, unlessit isconsidered desirable or useful
to do so.

Examples 1-4: Documentsretrieved from online
databases outside the I nternet
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Example 1:

SU 1511467 A (BRYAN MECH) 1989-09-30 (abstract) World
Patents Index [database online]. Derwent Publications, Ltd.
[retrieved on 1998-02-24]. Retrieved from: Questel. DW9016,
Accession No. 90-121923.

Example 2:

DONG, XR. ‘Analysis of patients of multiple injuries with
AISISS and its clinical significance in the evaluation of the
emergency managements', Chung HuaWai Ko Tsa Chih, May
1993, Vol. 31, No. 5, pages 301-302. (abstract) Medline[onling]:
United States National Library of Medicine [retrieved on 24
February 1998]. Retrieved from: Dialog . Medline Accession
no. 94155687, Dialog Accession No. 07736604.

Example 3:

JENSEN, BP. ‘Multilayer printed circuits. production and
application 11’. Electronik, June-July 1976, No. 6-7, pages 8,
10,12,14,16. (abstract) INSPEC [onlin€]. London, U.K.: Institute
of Electrical Engineers [retrieved on 1998-02-24]. Retrieved
from: STN International, USA. Accession No. 76:956632.

Example 4:

JP 3002404 (Tamura Toru) 1991-03-13 (abstract). [onlineg]
[retrieved on 1998-09-02]. Retrieved from: EPOQUE PAJ
Database.

Examples 5-18: Documents retrieved from the
Internet

Example 5:

(Electronic patent document — not page based)

WO 2004/091307 A2 (ADVANCED BIONUTRITON CORP)
2004-10-28, paragraphs [0068], [0069]; examples 2, 6.

GB 2,432,062 A (GE INSPECTION TECHNOLOGY LP)
2007.05.09, Detailed Description, third paragraph beginning
‘Referring to Figure 2'.

Published International Registration Number DM/096222
(SAUL PARISIIS), published on June 9, 2017. Retrieved from
the Global Design Database (www.wipo.int/
designdb/en/index.jsp).

Example 6:

(Electronically registered I ntellectual Property —other than
patent documents)

HU D9900111 Industrial Design Application, (HADJDUTEJ
TEJPARI RT, DEBRECEN) 2007-07-19, [database online],
[retrieved on 1999-10-26] Retrieved from the Industrial Design
Database of the Hungarian Patent Office using Internet <URL:
http://elgjstrom.hpo.hu/ang=EN>
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Example 7:

(EntireWork —Book or Report)

WALLACE, S, and BAGHERZADEH, N. Multiple Branch and
Block Prediction. Third International Symposium on
High-Performance Computer Architecture [online], February
1997 [retrieved on 2007-07-18]. Retrieved from the Internet:<
URL: http: i ieeexplore .ieee.org/xpl/
freeabs all.jsp?tp=& arnumber= 569645& isnumber=12370>
<DO0I:10.1109/HPCA.1977.569645>. >.

Example 8:

(Part of Work —chapter or equivalent designation)

National Research Council, Board on Agriculture, Committee
on Animal Nutrition, Subcommittee on Beef Cattle Nutrition.
Nutrient Requirements of Beef Cattle [onling]. 7th revised
edition. Washington, DC: National Academy Press, 1996
[retrieved on 2007-07-19]. Retrieved from the Internet:< URL.:
http://books.nap.edu/openbook.php ?record _id=9791& page=24>
Chapter 3, page 24, table 3-1, ISBN-10: 0-309-06934-3.

Example 9:

(Electronic Serial —articlesor other contributions)

AJTAI, Miklos,. Generating Hard I nstances of Lattice Problems.
Electronic Colloquium on Computational Complexity, Report
TR96-007 [serialonling], [retrieved on 1996-01-30]. Retrieved
from the Internet <URL: http  ://eccc.
hpi-web.de/pub/eccc/reports/1996/TR96-007/index.html>

Example 10:

OWEN, RW et d. Olive-oil consumption and health: the possible
role of antioxidants. Lancet Oncology, Vol 1, No. 2, 1 October
2000, pp. 107-112 [onling], [retrieved on 2007-07-18]. Retrieved
from the Internet <URL: http://www.ingentaconnect.com/
content/el/14702045/2000/00000001/00000002/art0001> <DOl:
10.1016/S1470-2045(00)00015-2>

Example 11:

(Electronic bulletin boards, message systems, discussion
lists, and forums— Entire System)

BIOMET-L (A forum for the Bureau of Biometrics of New
York) [onling]. Albany (NY): Bureau of Biometrics, New York
State Health Department, July, 1990 [retrieved 1998-02-24].
Retrieved from the Internet: <listserv@health.state.ny.us>,
message: subscribe BIOMET-L your real name.

Example 12:

(Electronic bulletin boards, message systems, discussion
lists, and forums— Contributions)

PARKER, Elliott. ‘Re: citing electronic journals'. In PACS-L
(Public Access Computer Systems Forum) [online]. Houston
(TX): University of Houston Libraries, November 24, 1989;
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13:29:35 CST [retrieved on 1998-02-24]. Retrieved from the
Internet: <URL :telnet://bruser@a.cni.org>.

Example 13:

(Electronic mail)

‘Plumb design of avisual thesaurus' . The Scout Report [onling].
1998, vol. 5 no. 3 [retrieved on 1998-05-18]. Retrieved from
Internet electronic mail: <listserv@cs.wisc.edu>, subscribe
message: info scout-report. Retrieved from the Internet: <URL :
http://soout.wisc.edu/Reports' ScoutReport/1998/scout-980515.html#1.3>
ISSN: 1092-3861\cf15.

Example 14:

(Product Manual/Catalogue or other information obtained
from awebsite)

Corebuilder 3500 Layer 3 High-function Switch. Datasheet
[onling]. 3Com Corporation, 1997 [retrieved on 1998-02-24].
Retrieved from the Internet: <URL:
www.3com.com/products/dsheets/400347.html>.

Examples 15 and 16: Documentsretrieved from
CD-ROM products

Example 15:

JP 0800085 A (TORAY IND INC), (abstract), 1996-05-31. In:
Patent Abstracts of Japan [CD-ROM].

Example 16:

HAYASHIDA, O et al.: Specific molecular recognition by chiral
cage-type cyclophanes having leucine, valine, and aanine
residues. : Tetrahedron 1955, Vol. 51 (31), p. 8423-36. In:
Chemical Abstracts [CD-ROM]. CAS Abstract

Examples 17 and 18: Social Media

Example 17:

(Twitter)

Twitter post entitled "There's more than one way to enjoy
waffles." 1 page, posted Aug. 24, 2017 by user "@uspto".

Retrieved from Internet:
<https://twitter.com/uspto/status/900721931477032964>.

Example 18:

(YouTube)

Screen captures from YouTube video clip entitled "Widget
Video Demonstration,” 6 pages, uploaded on March 17, 2014
by user "jdoel". Retrieved from Internet:
<http://www.youtube.com/widgetdemo>.
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707.05(f) Non-Patent Documents Having a
Lengthy Citation [R-07.2022]

In some instances, a citation may be too lengthy to
fit within the box provided on the PTO-892,
“NON-PATENT DOCUMENTS’ section. This
scenario occurs commonly with URLs. When
entering lengthy citations, the examiner should
confirm that the entire citation appears on the
PTO-892 form after completing the OC reference
entry. When the citation does not fit within the box
provided, the examiner should continue the citation
into the next box and should clearly indicate that the
citation is being continued into the next box. Such
citation will be captured as one citation, and any
explanatory wording (such as “[item U continued]”
in the mockup below) will not be captured.

707.05(g) Incorrect Citation of References
[R-11.2013]

Where an error in citation of a reference i
brought to the attention of the Office by [
applicant, a letter correcting the error, together
with a correct copy of the reference, is sent to
applicant. See MPEP § 710.06. Where the error is
discovered by the examiner, applicant isalso notified
and the period for reply restarted. See MPEP §
710.06.

Oneor more of form paragraphs 7.81, 7.82, 7.82.01,
and 7.83 may be used to correct citations or copies
of references cited.

9 7.81 Correction Letter Re Last OfficeAction

In response to applicant’s [1] regarding the last Office action,

the following corrective action is taken.

The period for reply of [2] MONTHS set in said Office action
is restarted to begin with the mailing date of this letter.

Examiner Note:

1. Inbracket 1, insert --telephone inquiry of --or
--communication dated -

2. Inbracket 2, insert new period for reply.

3. Thisform paragraph must be followed by one or more of
form paragraphs 7.82, 7.82.01 or 7.83.

4. Beforerestarting the period, the SPE should be consulted.
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9 7.82 Correction of Reference Citation

Thereference[1] wasnot correctly cited in thelast Office action.
The correct citation is shown on the attached PTO-892.

Examiner Note:

1. Every correction MUST bereflected on acorrected or new
PTO-892.

2. Thisform paragraph must follow form paragraph 7.81.

3. If acopy of the PTO-892 is being provided without
correction, use form paragraph 7.83 instead of thisform
paragraph.

4.  Also useform paragraph 7.82.01 if reference copies are
being supplied.

9 7.82.01 Copy of Reference(s) Furnished

Copies of the following references not previously supplied are
enclosed:

Examiner Note:

1. TheUSPTO ceased mailing paper copies of U.S. patents
and U.S. application publications cited in Office Actionsin
nonprovisional applications beginning in June 2004. See the
phase-in schedule of the E-Patent Reference program provided
in “USPTO to Provide Electronic Access to Cited U.S. Patent
References with Office Actions and Cease Supplying Paper
Copies,” 1282 OG 109 (May 18, 2004). Therefore, thisform
paragraph should only be used for foreign patent documents,
non-patent literature, pending applications that are not stored
in the image file wrapper (IFW) system, and other information
not previously supplied.

2. The reference copies being supplied must be listed
following this form paragraph.

3. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.81 and may also be used with form paragraphs 7.82 or 7.83.

9 7.83 Copy of Office Action Supplied

[1] of thelast Office action is enclosed.

Examiner Note:
1. Inbracket 1, explain what is enclosed. For example:

a. “A corrected copy”

b. “A complete copy”

c. A specific page or pages, e.g., “Pages 3-5”

d.  “A Notice of References Cited, Form PTO-892"

2. Thisform paragraph should follow form paragraph 7.81
and may follow form paragraphs 7.82 and 7.82.01.

In any application otherwise ready for issue, inwhich
the erroneous citation has not been formally
corrected in an officia paper, the examiner is
directed to correct the citation by examiner's
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amendment accompanying the Notice of

Allowability form PTOL-37.

If a FOREIGN patent is incorrectly cited: for
example, the wrong country is indicated or the
country omitted from the citation, the Genera
Reference Branch of the Scientific and Technical
Library may be helpful. The date and number of the
patent are often sufficient to determine the correct
country which granted the patent.

707.06 Citation of Decisions, Orders
Memor andums, and Notices[R-11.2013]

In citing court decisions, when it is convenient to do
so, the U.S. or Federal Reporter citation should be
provided; in the alternative, the USPQ citation
should be given.

The citation of decisions which are not available to
the public should be avoided.

It is important to recognize that a federal district
court decision that has been reversed on apped
cannot be cited as authority.

In citing a decision which is available to the public
but which has not been published, the tribunal
rendering the decision and complete dataidentifying
the paper should be given. Thus, a decision of the
Patent Trial and Appeal Board which has not been
published but which is available to the public in the
patented file should be cited, as“ Ex parte — —,
decision of the Patent Trial and Appeal Board, Patent
No. — — —, paper No. —— , — — — pages.”

Decisions found only in patented files should be
cited only when there is no published decision on
the same point.

When a Director’s order, notice or memorandum
not yet incorporated into this manual is cited in any
officia action, thetitle and date of the order, notice
or memorandum should be given. When appropriate
other data, such as a specific issue of the Official

Gazette may aso be given.
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707.07 Completenessand Clarity of
Examiner’sAction [R-08.2012]

37 CFR 1.104 Nature of examination.

*kkk*k

(b) Completeness of examiner’s action. The examiner’'s
action will be complete asto all matters, except that in
appropriate circumstances, such as misjoinder of invention,
fundamental defectsin the application, and the like, the action
of the examiner may be limited to such matters before further
action ismade. However, matters of form need not be raised by
the examiner until aclaimisfound allowable.

*kkkk

707.07(a) CompleteAction on Formal
Matters[R-08.1012]

Any form that listsinformalities and any additional
formal requirements which the examiner desires to
make should be included in the first action.

When any forma requirement is made in an
examiner's action, that action should, in all cases
where it indicates allowable subject matter, call
attention to 37 CFR 1.111(b) and state that a
complete reply must either comply with al formal
requirements or specificaly traverse each
requirement not complied with.

9 7.43.03 Allowable Subject M atter, Formal Requirements
Outstanding

Asallowable subject matter has been indicated, applicant’sreply
must either comply with al formal requirements or specifically
traverse each requirement not complied with. See 37 CFR
1.111(b) and MPEP § 707.07(a).

Examiner Note:

This form paragraph would be appropriate when changes (for
example, drawing correctionsor correctionsto the specification)
must be made prior to alowance.

707.07(b) - 707.07(c) [Reserved]

707.07(d) Language ToBeUsed in Rejecting
Claims [R-10.2019]

Where a claim is refused for any reason relating to
the merits thereof it should be “rejected” and the
ground of rgjection fully and clearly stated, and the
word “reject” must be used. The examiner should
designate the statutory basis for any ground of
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rejection by express reference to a section of 35
U.S.C. in the opening sentence of each ground of
rejection. Claims should not be grouped together in
acommon rejection unless that rejection is equally
applicable to all claimsin the group.

The burden is on the Office to establish any prima
facie case of unpatentability (see, e.g.,, MPEP §
2103), thus the reasoning behind any rejection must
be clearly articulated. For example, if the clam is
rejected as broader than the enabling disclosure, the
reason for so holding should be explained; if rejected
as indefinite the examiner should point out wherein
the indefiniteness resides; or if rejected as
incompl ete, the element or elements lacking should
be specified, or the applicant be otherwise advised
as to what the claim requires to render it complete.

Most of the form paragraphs for use in rejecting
clams are now in MPEP Chapter 2100. See
especialy MPEP 8§ 2106.07(a)(1), 2107.02, 2117,
2139.03, 2148, 2152.07, 2157, 2158.01, 2166, 2175,
and 2187 for language to be used.

Everything of a persona nature must be avoided.
Whatever may be the examiner’sview asto the utter
lack of patentable merit in the disclosure of the
application examined, he or she should not express
in the record the opinion that the application is, or
appears to be, devoid of patentable subject matter.
Nor should he or she express doubts as to the
allowability of allowed claims or state that every
doubt has been resolved in favor of the applicant in
granting him or her the claims allowed. The
impression that any part of an Office action fails to
reflect the professional judgment of the examiner or
other empl oyee authorizing the action should not be
created by the action.

The examiner should, as a part of the first Office
action on the merits, identify any claims which he
or she judges, as presently recited, to be alowable
and/or should suggest any way in which he or she
considers that rejected claims may be amended to
make them allowable.
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707.07(e) NoteAll Outstanding
Requirements[R-08.2012]

In taking up an amended application for action the
examiner should note in every letter al the
requirements outstanding against the application.
Every pointin the prior action of an examiner which
isstill applicable must be repeated or referred to, to
prevent theimplied waiver of the requirement . Such
reguirements include requirements for information
under 37 CFR 1.105 and MPEP § 704.10; however
the examiner should determine whether any such
requirement has been satisfied by a negative reply
under 37 CFR 1.105(a)(3).

As soon as alowable subject matter is found,
correction of all informalities then present should
be required.

707.07(f) Answer All Material Traversed
[R-07.2022]

In order to provide acomplete application file history
and to enhance the clarity of the prosecution history
record, an examiner must provide clear explanations
of al actions taken by the examiner during
prosecution of an application.

Wherethe requirements are traversed, or suspension
thereof requested, the examiner should make proper
reference thereto in their action on the amendment.

Where the applicant traverses any rejection, the
examiner should, if they repeat the rejection, take
note of the applicant’s argument and answer the
substance of it.

If applicant’s arguments are persuasive and upon
reconsideration of the rejection, the examiner
determines that the previous rejection should be
withdrawn, the examiner must provide in the next
Office communication the reasonswhy the previous
rejection is withdrawn by referring specifically to
the page(s) and line(s) of applicant’sremarkswhich
form the basis for withdrawing the rejection. It is
not acceptable for the examiner to merely indicate
that all of applicant’s remarks form the basis for
withdrawing the previous rejection. Form paragraph
7.38.01 may be used. If the withdrawal of the
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previous rejection results in the allowance of the
claims, the reasons, which form the basis for the
withdrawal of the previous rejection, may be
included in a reasons for alowance. See MPEP §
1302.14. If applicant’s arguments are persuasive and
the examiner determines that the previous rejection
should be withdrawn but that, upon further
consideration, a new ground of rejection should be
made, form paragraph 7.38.02 may be used. See
MPEP § 706.07(a) to determine whether the Office
action may be made final.

If argjection of record is to be applied to a new or
amended claim, specific identification of that ground
of reection, as by citation of the paragraph in the
former Office letter in which the rejection was
originally stated, should be given.

ANSWERING ASSERTED ADVANTAGES

After an Office action, the reply (in addition to
making amendments, etc.) may frequently include
arguments and affidavits to the effect that the prior
art cited by the examiner does not teach how to
obtain or does not inherently yield one or more
advantages (new or improved results, functions or
effects), which advantages are urged to warrant issue
of a patent on the allegedly novel subject matter
claimed.

If it is the examiner's considered opinion that the
asserted advantages are not sufficient to overcome
the rejection(s) of record, they should state the
reasons for their position in the record, preferably
in the action following the assertion or argument
relative to such advantages. By so doing the
applicant will know that the asserted advantages
have actually been considered by the examiner and,
if appeal istaken, the Patent Trial and Appeal Board
will also be advised. See MPEP § 716 et seq. for
thetreatment of affidavitsand declarations under 37
CFR 1.132.

Theimportance of answering applicant’sarguments
isillustrated by InreHerrmann, 261 F.2d 598, 120
USPQ 182 (CCPA 1958) where the applicant urged
that the subject matter claimed produced new and
useful results. The court noted that since applicant’s
statement of advantages was not questioned by the
examiner or the Board, it was constrained to accept
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the statement at face value and therefore found
certain claimsto be allowable. See also In re Soni,
54 F.3d 746, 751, 34 USPQ2d 1684, 1688 (Fed. Cir.
1995) (Office failed to rebut applicant’s argument).

Form paragraphs 7.37 through 7.37.13 may be used
where applicant’s arguments are not persuasive.

Form paragraphs 7.38 through 7.38.02 may be used
where applicant’s arguments are moot or persuasive.

9 7.37 ArgumentsAre Not Persuasive

Applicant’s arguments filed [1] have been fully considered but
they are not persuasive. [2]

Examiner Note:

1. Theexaminer must address all arguments which have not
aready been responded to in the statement of the rejection.

2. Inbracket 2, provide explanation asto non-persuasiveness.

9 7.38 ArgumentsAre Moot Because of New Ground of
Rejection

Applicant’s arguments with respect to claim(s) [1] have been
considered but are moot because the new ground of rejection
does not rely on any reference applied in the prior rejection of
record for any teaching or matter specifically challenged in the
argument.

Examiner Note:
1. Inbracket 1, insert the claim number(s).

2. The examiner must, however, address any arguments
presented by the applicant which are still relevant to any
references being applied.

9 7.38.01 Arguments Per suasive, Previous
Rej ection/Objection Withdrawn

Applicant’s arguments, see [1], filed [2], with respect to [3]
have been fully considered and are persuasive. The [4] of [5]
has been withdrawn.

Examiner Note:

1. Inbracket 1, identify the page(s) and line number(s) from
applicant’s remarks which form the basis for withdrawing the
previous rejection/objection.

2. Inbracket 3, insert claim number, figure number, the
specification, the abstract, etc.

3. Inbracket 4, insert rejection or objection.

4. Inbracket 5, insert claim number, figure number, the
specification, the abstract, etc.

1 7.38.02 Arguments Per suasive, New Ground(s) of
Rejection
Applicant’s arguments, see [1], filed [2], with respect to the

rejection(s) of claim(s) [3] under [4] have been fully considered
and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn.
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However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of
rejection ismade in view of [5].

Examiner Note:

1. Inbracket 1, identify the page(s) and line number(s) from
applicant’s remarks which form the basis for withdrawing the
previous rejection.

2. Inbracket 3, insert the claim number(s).

3. Inbracket 4, insert the statutory basis for the previous
rejection.

4. Inbracket 5, insert the new ground(s) of rejection, e.g.,
different interpretation of the previously applied reference, newly
found prior art reference(s), and provide an explanation of the
rejection.

1 7.37.01 Unpersuasive Argument: Age of Reference(s)

In response to applicant’s argument based upon the age of the
references, contentionsthat the reference patentsare old are not
impressive absent ashowing that the art tried and failed to solve
the same problem notwithstanding its presumed knowledge of
the references. See In re Wright, 569 F.2d 1124, 193 USPQ
332 (CCPA 1977).

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.37.

1 7.37.02 Unpersuasive Argument: Bodily I ncorporation

In response to applicant’s argument that [1], the test for
obviousnessis hot whether the features of asecondary reference
may be bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary
reference; nor isit that the claimed invention must be expressly
suggested in any one or al of the references. Rather, thetest is
what the combined teachings of the references would have
suggested to those of ordinary skill inthe art. See InreKeller,
642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981).

Examiner Note:

1. Inbracket 1, briefly restate applicant’s arguments with
respect to the issue of bodily incorporation.

2. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.37.

9 7.37.03 Unpersuasive Argument: Hindsight Reasoning

In response to applicant’'s argument that the examiner's
conclusion of obviousness is based upon improper hindsight
reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based
upon hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account
only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at
the time the claimed invention was made, and does not include
knowledge gleaned only from the applicant’s disclosure, such
a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d
1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971).

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.37.
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9 7.37.04 Unper suasiveArgument: No Teaching, Suggestion,
or Motivation To Combine

In response to applicant’s argument that there is no teaching,
suggestion, or motivation to combine the references, the
examiner recognizes that obviousness may be established by
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce
the claimed invention where thereis some teaching, suggestion,
or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves
or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill
intheart. See InreFine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed.
Cir. 1988), Inre Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed.
Cir. 1992), and KSR International Co. v. Teleflex, Inc., 550
U.S. 398, 82 USPQ2d 1385 (2007). In this case, [1].

Examiner Note:

1. Inbracket 1, explain where the teaching, suggestion, or
motivation for the rejection is found, either in the references,
or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill
inthe art.

2. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.37.

9 7.37.05 Unpersuasive Argument: NonanalogousArt

In response to applicant’s argument that [1] is nonanalogous
art, it has been held that a prior art reference must either bein
thefield of theinventor’s endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably
pertinent to the particular problem with which the inventor was
concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of
the claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24
USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, [2].

Examiner Note:

1. Inbracket 1, enter the name of the reference which
applicant alleges is nonanal ogous.

2. Inbracket 2, explain why the reference is analogous art.

3. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.37.

9 7.37.06 Unpersuasive Argument: Number of References

In response to applicant’s argument that the examiner has
combined an excessive number of references, reliance on alarge
number of references in a rejection does not, without more,
weigh against the obviousness of the claimed invention. See In
re Gorman, 933 F.2d 982, 18 USPQ2d 1885 (Fed. Cir. 1991).

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.37.

9 7.37.07 Unpersuasive Argument: The Invention Obtains
Result Not Contemplated by Prior Art

In response to applicant’s argument that [1], the fact that the
inventor has recognized another advantage which would flow
naturally from following the suggestion of the prior art cannot
be the basis for patentability when the differences would
otherwise be obvious. See Ex parte Obiaya, 227 USPQ 58, 60
(Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985).
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Examiner Note:

1. Inbracket 1, briefly restate applicant’s arguments with
respect to the issue of results not contemplated by the prior art.

2. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.37.

9 7.37.08 Unpersuasive Argument: Arguing Limitations
Which Are Not Claimed

In response to applicant’s argument that the references fail to
show certain festures of theinvention, it is noted that the features
upon which applicant relies (i.e., [1]) are not recited in the
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light
of the specification, limitations from the specification are not
read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993).

Examiner Note:

1. Inbracket 1, recite thefeatures upon which applicant relies,
but which are not recited in the claim(s).

2. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.37.

9 7.37.09 Unpersuasive Argument: Intended Use

In response to applicant’s argument that [1], arecitation of the
intended use of the claimed invention must result in a structural
difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in
order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the
prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of performing the
intended use, then it meets the claim.

Examiner Note:

1. Inbracket 1, briefly restate applicant’s arguments with
respect to the issue of intended use.

2. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.37.

9 7.37.10 Unpersuasive Argument: Limitation(s) in
Preamble

Applicant’s arguments rely on language solely recited in
preamblerecitationsin claim(s) [1]. When reading the preamble
in the context of the entire claim, therecitation [2] isnot limiting
because the body of the claim describes a complete invention
and the language recited solely in the preamble does not provide
any distinct definition of any of the claimed invention's
limitations. Thus, the preamble of the claim(s) isnot considered
alimitation and is of no significance to claim construction. See

Pitney Bowes, Inc. v. Hewlett-Packard Co., 182 F.3d 1298,
1305, 51 USPQ2d 1161, 1165 (Fed. Cir. 1999). See MPEP §
2111.02.

Examiner Note:

1. Inbracket 1, identify the claim(s) the applicant’s
unpersuasive argument addresses.

2. Inbracket 2, briefly restate the recitation about which
applicant is arguing.

3. Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph
7.37.
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9 7.37.11 Unpersuasive Argument: General Allegation of
Patentability

Applicant’s arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1.111(b)
because they amount to a general alegation that the claims
define a patentable invention without specifically pointing out
how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them
from the references.

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.37.

9 7.37.12 Unpersuasive Argument: Novelty Not Clearly
Pointed Out

Applicant’s arguments do not comply with 37 CFR 1.111(c)
because they do not clearly point out the patentable novelty
which he or she thinks the claims present in view of the state of
the art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made.
Further, they do not show how the amendments avoid such
references or objections.

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.37.

9 7.37.13 Unpersuasive Argument: Arguing Against
References Individually

In response to applicant’s arguments against the references
individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking
references individually where the rejections are based on
combinations of references. See InreKeller, 642 F.2d 413, 208
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); InreMerck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091,
231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986).

Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph must be preceded by form paragraph 7.37.
707.07(g) Piecemeal Examination [R-07.2015]

Piecemeal examination should be avoided as much
as possible. The examiner ordinarily should reject
each claim on all valid grounds available, avoiding,
however, undue multiplication of references. (See
M PEP § 904.03.) Rejections on grounds such aslack
of proper disclosure, lack of enablement,
indefiniteness and res judicata should be applied
where appropriate even though there may be a
seemingly sufficient rejection on the basis of prior
art. Where a non-prior art ground of rejection is
proper, it should be stated with a full development
of reasons rather than by amere conclusion coupled
with a boiler plate expression.

Certain technical rejections (e.g., negative
limitations, indefiniteness) should not be madewhere
the examiner, recognizing the limitations of the
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English language, is not aware of an improved
manner of reciting the claimed invention.

Some situations exist where examination of an
application appears best accomplished by limiting
action on the claim thereof to a particular issue.
These situations include the following:

(A) Where an application istoo informal for a
complete action on the merits. See MPEP § 702.01;

(B) Wherethereisan undue multiplicity of
claims, and there has been no successful telephone
request for election of alimited number of claims
for full examination. See MPEP § 2173.05(n);

(C) Wherethere isamisjoinder of inventions
and there has been no successful telephone request
for election. See MPEP 88 803, 810, and 812.01;

(D) Where disclosureis directed to perpetual
motion. See Ex parte Payne, 1904 C.D. 42, 108 OG
1049 (Comm’r Pat. 1903). However, in such cases,
the best prior art readily available should be cited
and its pertinence pointed out without specifically
applying it to the claims.

On the other hand, arejection on the grounds of res
judicata, no prima facie showing for reissue, new
matter, or inoperativeness (not involving perpetual
motion) should be accompanied by rejection on all
other available grounds.

707.07(h) Notify of Inaccuraciesin
Amendment [R-08.2012]

See MPEP § 714, subsection |1. G.

707.07(i) Each Claim To Be Mentioned in
Each Office Action [R-11.2013]

In every Office action, each pending claim should
be mentioned by number, and itstreatment or status
given. Since a claim retains its origina numeral
throughout the prosecution of the application, its
history through successive actions is thus easily
traceable. Each action should include a summary of
the status of all claims presented for examination.
Form PTO-326 “Office Action Summary” should
be used.
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Claims retained after a restriction requirement (37
CFR 1.142) or election of species regquirement (37
CFR 1.146) should betreated as set out in M PEP 8§

821 to 821.04(b).

See MPEP Chapter 2300 for treatment of claimsin
the application of losing party in interference.

The Index of Claims should be kept up to date as set
forth in MPEP § 719.04.

707.07(j) StateWhen ClaimsAreAllowable
[R-11.2013]

I. INVENTOR FILED APPLICATIONS

When, during the examination of a pro se
application it becomes apparent to the examiner that
there is patentable subject matter disclosed in the
application, the examiner should draft one or more
claims for the applicant and indicate in his or her
action that such claims would be alowed if
incorporated in the application by amendment.

This practice will expedite prosecution and offer a
service to individual inventors not represented by a
registered patent attorney or agent. Although this
practice may be desirable and is permissible in any
case deemed appropriate by the examiner, it is
especially useful in al caseswhereit isapparent that
the applicant is unfamiliar with the proper
preparation and prosecution of patent applications.

I1. ALLOWABLE EXCEPT ASTO FORM

When an application discloses patentable subject
matter and it is apparent from the claims and
applicant’s arguments that the claims are intended
to be directed to such patentabl e subject matter, but
the claims in their present form cannot be allowed
because of defects in form or omission of a
limitation, the examiner should not stop with abare
objection or rejection of the claims. The examiner’s
action should be constructive in nature and, when
possible, should offer a definite suggestion for
correction. Further, an examiner’s suggestion of
alowable subject matter may justify indicating the
possible desirability of an interview to accelerate
early agreement on allowable claims.
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If the examiner is satisfied after the search has been
completed that patentable subject matter has been
disclosed and the record indicates that the applicant
intends to claim such subject matter, the examiner
may note in the Office action that certain aspects or
features of the patentable invention have not been
claimed and that if properly claimed such claims
may be given favorable consideration.

If aclaim is otherwise alowable but is dependent
on acanceled claim or on arejected claim, the Office
action should state that the claim would be allowable
if rewritten in independent form.

1. EARLY ALLOWANCE OF CLAIMS

Where the examiner is satisfied that the prior art has
been fully developed and some of the claims are
clearly alowable, the alowance of such claims
should not be delayed.

Form paragraphs 7.43, 7.43.01, and 7.43.02 may be
used to indicate allowable subject matter.

1 7.43 Objection to Claims, Allowable Subject Matter

Claim [1] objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form
including al of the limitations of the base claim and any
intervening claims.

1 7.43.01Allowable Subject Matter, ClaimsRejected Under
35 U.S.C. 112(b) or pre-AlA 35U.S.C. 112, Second
Paragraph, Independent Claim/Dependent Claim

Claim [1] would be allowable if rewritten or amended to
overcome the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112(b) or pre-AlA
35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action.

Examiner Note:

This form paragraph is to be used when (1) the noted
independent claim(s) or (2) the noted dependent claim(s), which
depend from an allowable claim, have been rejected solely on
the basisof 35 U.S.C. 112(b) or pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. 112, second
paragraph, and would be allowable if amended to overcome the
rejection.

1 7.43.02Allowable Subject Matter, ClaimsRejected Under
35 U.S.C. 112(b) or pre-AlA 35U.S.C. 112, Second
Paragraph, Dependent Claim

Claim [1] would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112(b) or pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 112,
2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims.
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Examiner Note:

Thisform paragraph isto be used only when the noted dependent
claim(s), which depend from a claim that is rejected based on
prior art, have been rejected solely on the basis of 35 U.S.C.
112(b) or pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, and would
be allowable if amended as indicated.

9 7.43.04 Suggestion of Allowable Drafted Claim(s), Pro
Se

Thefollowing claim [1] drafted by the examiner and considered
to distinguish patentably over the art of record in thisapplication,
[2] presented to applicant for consideration:

(3.
Examiner Note:
1. Inbracket 2, insert --is-- or --are--.

2. Inbracket 3, insert complete text of suggested claim(s).

Form paragraph 7.97 may be used to indicate
allowance of claims.

9 7.97 ClaimsAllowed
Claim [1] alowed.

707.07(k) Numbering Paragraphs
[R-08.2012]

It is good practice to number the paragraphs of the
Office action consecutively. This facilitates their
identification in the future prosecution of the
application.

707.07(I) Comment on Examples[R-10.2019]

The results of the tests and examples should not
normally be questioned by the examiner unlessthere
isreasonable basis for questioning the results. If the
examiner questionsthe results, the appropriate claims
should be rejected as being based on an insufficient
disclosure under 35 U.S.C. 112(a) or pre-AlA 35
U.S.C. 112. In re Borkowski, 422 F.2d 904, 164
USPQ 642 (CCPA 1970). See MPEP 8§ 2161 -
2164.08(c) for adiscussion of the written description
and enablement requirements of 35 U.S.C 112. The
applicant must reply to the rejection, for example,
by providing the results of an actual test or example
which has been conducted, or by providing relevant
argumentsthat there is strong reason to believe that
the result would be as predicted. Care should be
taken that new matter is not entered into the
application.
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If questions are present as to operability or utility,
consideration should be given to the applicability of
aregjection under 35 U.S.C. 101. See MPEP § 2107 et

Seq.

707.08 Reviewing and I nitialing by Assistant
Examiner [R-07.2022]

The full surname of the examiner who prepares the
Office action will, in all cases, be typed at the end
of the action. The name and telephone number of
the examiner who should be called if the application
isto be discussed or an interview arranged will also
be provided in the Office action. Form paragraph
7.100, 7.101 or 7.102 should be used.

9 7.100 Name And Number of Examiner To Be Contacted

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed
to [1] at telephone number [2].

Examiner interviews are available viatel ephone, in-person, and
video conferencing using a USPTO supplied web-based
collaboration tool. To schedule an interview, applicant is
encouraged to use the USPTO Automated Interview Request
(A1l R) F or m a t
https://www.uspto.gov/patents/uspto-automated-
interview-request-air-form.

Examiner Note:

1. Thisform paragraph, form paragraph 7.101, or form
paragraph 7.102 should be used at the conclusion of all actions.

2. Inbracket 1, insert the name of the examiner designated
to be contacted first regarding inquiries about the Office action.
This could be either the non-signatory examiner preparing the
action or the signatory examiner.

3. Inbracket 2, insert the individual area code and phone
number of the examiner to be contacted.

9 7.101 Telephone Inquiry Contacts- Non 5/4/9 Schedule

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier
communications from the examiner should be directed to [1]
whose telephone number is[2]. The examiner can normally be
reached on [3] from [4] to [5].

If attemptsto reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful,
the examiner’s supervisor, [6], can be reached at telephone
number [7]. The fax phone number for the organization where
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be
obtained from Patent Center and the Private Patent Application
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for
published applications may be obtained from Patent Center or
Private PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications
is available through Patent Center and Private PAIR to
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authorized users only. Should you have questions about access
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free).

Examiner interviews are available viatel ephone, in-person, and
video conferencing using a USPTO supplied web-based
collaboration tool. To schedule an interview, applicant is
encouraged to use the USPTO Automated Interview Request
(A I R) F or m a t
https://www.uspto.gov/patents/uspto-automated-
interview-request-air-form.

Examiner Note:
1. Inbracket 1, insert your name.

2. Inbracket 2, insert your individual area code and phone
number.

3. Inbracket 3, insert the daysthat you work every week, e.g.
“Monday-Thursday” for an examiner off every Friday.

4. Inbrackets4 and 5, insert your normal duty hours, e.g.
“6:30AM - 5:00 PM."

5. Inbracket 6, insert your SPE’s name.

6. Inbracket 7, insert your SPE’s area code and phone
number.

9 7.102 Telephone I nquiry Contacts- 5/4/9 Schedule

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier
communications from the examiner should be directed to [1]
whose tel ephone number is[2]. The examiner can normally be
reached on [3] from [4] to [5]. The examiner can aso be reached
on aternate [6].

If attemptsto reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful,
the examiner’s supervisor, [7], can be reached at telephone
number [8]. The fax phone number for the organization where
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be
obtained from Patent Center and the Private Patent Application
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for
published applications may be obtained from Patent Center or
Private PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications
isavailablethrough Patent Center or Private PAIR to authorized
users only. Should you have questions about access to Patent
Center or the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free).

Examiner interviews are available viatel ephone, in-person, and
video conferencing using a USPTO supplied web-based
collaboration tool. To schedule an interview, applicant is
encouraged to use the USPTO Automated Interview Request
(A Il R) F or m a t
https://www.uspto.gov/patents/uspto-automated-
interview-request-air-form.

Examiner Note:
1. Inbracket 1, insert your name.

2. Inbracket 2, insert your individual area code and phone
number.
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3. Inbracket 3, insert the days that you work every week, e.g.
“Monday-Thursday” for an examiner off on alternate Fridays.

4. Inbrackets4 and 5, insert your normal duty hours, e.g.
“6:30AM - 400 PM”

5. Inbracket 6, insert the day in each pay-period that is your
compressed day off, e.g. “Fridays’ for an examiner on a’5/4/9
work schedule with thefirst Friday off.

6. Inbracket 7, insert your SPE’s name.

7. Inbracket 8, insert your SPE’s area code and phone
number.

The surname or initials of the examiner who
prepared the action and the date on which the action
was prepared should appear at the end of the action.
If this examiner does not have the authority to sign
the action, they should initial as appropriate, and
forward the action to the authorized signatory
examiner for signing.

707.09 Signing by Primary or Other
Authorized Examiner [R-11.2013]

The electronic signature of the Supervisory Patent
Examiner, Primary or other authorized examiner is
inserted to sign Office actions. All Office actions
and other correspondence should be signed promptly.

707.10 Entry [R-11.2013]

The action, signed by the authorized examiner, is
soft scanned into the IFW and a copy is given
electronically or mailed to applicant.

707.11 Date [R-08.2012]

The mailing date should not be typed when the
Office action is written, but should be stamped or
printed on all copies of the action after it has been
signed by the authorized signatory examiner and the
copies are about to be mailed.

707.12 Mailing [R-11.2013]

Access to the examiner’'s action is given
electronically or copiesare mailed after the original,
initialed by the assistant examiner, if any, and signed
by the authorized signatory examiner, has been soft
scanned into the image file wrapper.
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707.13 Returned Office Action [R-07.2022]

Office actions are sometimes returned to the Office
because the United States Postal Service has not
been able to deliver them. Upon receipt of the
returned Office action, the Technology Center (TC)
technical support staff will check the applicationfile
record to ensure that the Office action was mailed
to the correct correspondence address. If the Office
action was not mailed to the correct correspondence
address, it should be stamped “remailed” with the
remailing date and mailed to the correct
correspondence address. The period running against
the application begins with the date of remailing. If
the Office action was mailed to the correct
correspondence address, a letter along with a copy
of the Office action may be sent to the applicant, or
the first named inventor if more than one inventor
is the applicant, informing the applicant of the
returned action. If the original correspondence
address was the same address as the first named
inventor, the Office action may be sent to the second
named inventor where one exists. The time period
for reply to the Office action may be restarted, if
appropriate, to run from the mailing date of the letter
informing applicant of the returned action. For
discussion of whenit isappropriate to reset or restart
areply period, see MPEP § 710.06.

A copy of the letter and a copy of the envelope
should be added to the electronic file. If the period
dating from the remailing elapses with no
communication from applicant, the application is
abandoned.

708 Order of Examination [R-11.2013]

Nonprovisional applicationsfiled in the U.S. Patent
and Trademark Office and accepted as complete
applications are assigned for examination to the
respective examining Technology Centers (TCs)
having the classes of inventions to which the
applicationsrelate. Nonprovisional applications are
ordinarily taken up for examination by the examiner
to whom they have been assigned in the order in
which they have been filed except for those
applications in which examination has been
advanced pursuant to 37 CFR 1.102. See 37 CFR
1.496 and MPEP § 1893.03 for the order of
examination of international applications in the
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national stage, including taking up out of order
certain national stage applications which have been
indicated as satisfying the criteria of PCT Article
33(1)-(4) asto novelty, inventive step and industrial

applicability.

Applications which have been acted upon by the
examiner, and which have been placed by the
applicant in condition for further action by the
examiner (amended applications) shall be taken up
for action in such order as shall be determined by
the Director of the USPTO.

Each examiner will give priority to that application
inhisor her docket, whether amended or new, which
has the oldest effective U.S. filing date. This basic
policy appliesto all applications; rare circumstances
may justify TC Directors granting individual
exceptions.

The actua filing date of a continuation-in-part
applicationisused for docketing purposes. However,
the examiner may act on a continuation-in-part
application by using the effective filing date, if
desired.

If a any time an examiner determines that the
“effective filing date” status of any application
differs from what the records show, the technical
support staff should be informed, who should
promptly amend the records to show the correct
status, with the date of correction.

The order of examination for each examiner is to
give priority to reissue applications and to
reexamination proceedings, with top priority to
reissue applications in which litigation has been
stayed (MPEP § 1442.03), to ex parte reexamination
proceedings involved in litigation (M PEP § 2261),
and to inter partes reexamination proceedings
involved in litigation (MPEP § 2661), then to those
specia cases having afixed 30-day due date, such
as examiner’s answers and decisions on motions.
Most other cases in the “special” category (for
example, interference cases, cases made specia by
petition, cases ready for final conclusion, etc.) will
continue in this category, with the earliest effective
U.S. filing date among them normally controlling
priority.
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All amendments before final rejection should be
responded to within two months of receipt.

708.01 List of Special Cases[R-07.2022]

37 CFR 1.102 Advancement of examination.

(a) Applicationswill not be advanced out of turn for
examination or for further action except as provided by this part,
or upon order of the Director to expedite the business of the
Office, or upon filing of arequest under paragraph (b) or (€) of
this section or upon filing a petition or request under paragraph
(c) or (d) of this section with a showing which, in the opinion
of the Director, will justify so advancing it.

(b) Applications wherein the inventions are deemed of
peculiar importance to some branch of the public service and
the head of some department of the Government requests
immediate action for that reason, may be advanced for
examination.

(c) A petition to make an application special may befiled
without afeeif the basis for the petition is:

(1) The applicant’s age or hedlth; or
(2) That theinvention will materially:
(i) Enhance the quality of the environment;

(ii) Contributeto the development or conservation
of energy resources; or

(iii) Contribute to countering terrorism.

(d) A petition to make an application specia on grounds
other than those referred to in paragraph (c) of this section must
be accompanied by the fee set forth in § 1.17(h).

(e) A request for prioritized examination under this
paragraph must comply with the requirements of this paragraph
and be accompanied by the prioritized examination fee set forth
in 8 1.17(c), the processing fee set forth in § 1.17(i), and if not
already paid, the publication fee set forth in § 1.18(d). An
application for which prioritized examination has been requested
may hot contain or be amended to contain more than four
independent claims, morethan thirty total claims, or any multiple
dependent claim. Prioritized examination under this paragraph
will not be accorded to international applications that have not
entered the national stage under 35 U.S.C. 371, design
applications, reissue applications, provisional applications, or
reexamination proceedings. A request for prioritized examination
must also comply with the requirements of paragraph (e)(1) or
paragraph (€)(2) of this section. No more than 15,000 requests
for such prioritized examination will be accepted in any fiscal
year.

(1) A request for prioritized examination may be filed
with an origind utility or plant nonprovisional application under
35 U.S.C. 111(a). The application must include a specification
as prescribed by 35 U.S.C. 112 including at least one claim, a
drawing when necessary, and the inventor’s oath or declaration
on filing, except that the filing of an inventor’s oath or
declaration may be postponed in accordance with § 1.53(f)(3)
if an application data sheet meeting the conditions specified in
§ 1.53(f)(3)(i) is present upon filing. If the applicationisautility
application, it must be filed via the Office's electronic filing
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system and include the filing fee under § 1.16(a), search fee
under § 1.16(k), and examination fee under § 1.16(o) upon filing.
If the application isaplant application, it must include thefiling
feeunder § 1.16(c), search fee under § 1.16(m), and examination
fee under 8§ 1.16(q) upon filing. The request for prioritized
examination in compliance with this paragraph must be present
upon filing of the application, except that the applicant may file
an amendment to cancel any independent claimsin excess of
four, any total claimsin excess of thirty, and any multiple
dependent claim not later than one month from afirst decision
on therequest for prioritized examination. Thisone-month time
period is not extendable.

(2) A request for prioritized examination may befiled
with or after arequest for continued examination in compliance
with § 1.114. If the applicationisautility application, the request
must be filed viathe Office’s electronic filing system. The
request must befiled before the mailing of thefirst Office action
after thefiling of the request for continued examination under
§1.114. Only asingle such request for prioritized examination
under this paragraph may be granted in an application.

Certain procedures by the examinerstake precedence
over actions even on special cases.

For example, all paperstyped and ready for signature
should be completed and mailed.

All alowed cases returned to the examiner marked
asa“Printer Rush” must be processed and returned
within the period indicated.

Reissue applications, particularly those involved in
stayed litigation, should be given priority.

Applications in which practice requires that the
examiner act within a set period, such as 2 months
after appellants brief to furnish the examiner's
answers (MPEP 8§ 1208), necessarily take priority
over special cases without specific time limits.

If an examiner is satisfied that an application isin
condition for allowance or needs to be finaly
rejected, the examiner should give action forthwith
instead of making the application await its turn.

Subject alone to diligent prosecution by the
applicant, an application for patent that has once
been made special and advanced out of turn for
examination by reason of a ruling made in that
particular case (by the Director of the USPTO or a
Commissioner) will continue to be specia
throughout its entire course of prosecution in the
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U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, including appeal,
if any, to the Patent Trial and Appea Board.

Thefollowingisalist of special cases (those which
are advanced out of turn for examination):

(A) Applications on inventions that are deemed
of peculiar importance to some branch of the public
service and when for that reason the head of some
department of the Government requests immediate
action and the Director of the USPTO so orders (37
CFR 1.102).

(B) Applications made special asaresult of a
petition to make special, arequest for prioritized
examination, or arequest for participationin a PPH
program. (See MPEP § 708.02 et seq.)

(C) Applicationsfor reissues, particularly those
involved in stayed litigation (37 CFR 1.176).

(D) Applications remanded by an appellate
tribunal for further action.

(E) Applications, once taken up for action by
an examiner according to their effective filing date,
should be treated as specia by an examiner, art unit
or Technology Center to which they may
subsequently be transferred; exemplary situations
include new cases transferred as the result of a
telephone election and casestransferred asthe result
of atimely reply to any official action.

(F) Applications which appear to interfere with
other applications previously considered and found
to be alowable, or which will be placed in
interference with an unexpired patent or patents.

(G) Applications ready for allowance, or ready
for allowance except as to formal matters.

(H) Applicationswhich arein condition for final
rejection.

(I) Applications pending more than 5 years,
including those which, by relation to a prior United

States application, have an effective pendency of
more than 5 years. See MPEP § 707.02.

(J) Reexamination proceedings, M PEP 88 2261
and 2661.

See also MPEP 88 714.13, 1207, and 1309.

708.02 Petition To M ake Special [R-07.2022]

37 CFR 1.102 Advancement of examination.
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(a) Applicationswill not be advanced out of turn for
examination or for further action except as provided by this part,
or upon order of the Director to expedite the business of the
Office, or upon filing of arequest under paragraph (b) or (€) of
this section or upon filing a petition or request under paragraph
(c) or (d) of this section with a showing which, in the opinion
of the Director, will justify so advancing it.

(b) Applicationswherein the inventions are deemed of
peculiar importance to some branch of the public service and
the head of some department of the Government requests
immediate action for that reason, may be advanced for
examination.

(c) A petition to make an application special may befiled
without afeeif the basis for the petition is:

(1) Theapplicant’s age or health; or
(2) That the invention will materially:
(i) Enhancethe quality of the environment;

(if) Contributeto the development or conservation
of energy resources; or

(iii) Contribute to countering terrorism.

(d) A petition to make an application special on grounds
other than those referred to in paragraph (c) of this section must
be accompanied by the fee set forth in § 1.17(h).

(e) A request for prioritized examination under this
paragraph must comply with the requirements of this paragraph
and be accompanied by the prioritized examination fee set forth
in 8 1.17(c), the processing fee set forth in § 1.17(i), and if not
already paid, the publication fee set forth in § 1.18(d). An
application for which prioritized examination has been requested
may not contain or be amended to contain more than four
independent claims, more than thirty total claims, or any multiple
dependent claim. Prioritized examination under this paragraph
will not be accorded to international applications that have not
entered the national stage under 35 U.S.C. 371, design
applications, reissue applications, provisional applications, or
reexamination proceedings. A request for prioritized examination
must also comply with the requirements of paragraph (€)(1) or
paragraph (€)(2) of this section. No more than 15,000 requests
for such prioritized examination will be accepted in any fiscal
year.

(1) A request for prioritized examination may be filed
with an original utility or plant nonprovisional application under
35 U.S.C. 111(a). The application must include a specification
as prescribed by 35 U.S.C. 112 including at least one claim, a
drawing when necessary, and the inventor’s oath or declaration
on filing, except that the filing of an inventor’s oath or
declaration may be postponed in accordance with § 1.53(f)(3)
if an application data sheet meeting the conditions specified in
8§ 1.53(f)(3)(i) ispresent upon filing. If the applicationisautility
application, it must be filed via the Office's electronic filing
system and include the filing fee under § 1.16(a), search fee
under 8 1.16(K), and examination fee under § 1.16(0) uponfiling.
If the application isaplant application, it must include thefiling
feeunder 8 1.16(c), search fee under § 1.16(m), and examination
fee under 8§ 1.16(q) upon filing. The request for prioritized
examination in compliance with this paragraph must be present
upon filing of the application, except that the applicant may file
an amendment to cancel any independent claimsin excess of
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four, any total claimsin excess of thirty, and any multiple
dependent claim not later than one month from afirst decision
ontherequest for prioritized examination. Thisone-month time
period is not extendable.

(2) A request for prioritized examination may befiled
with or after areguest for continued examination in compliance
with § 1.114. If the application isautility application, the request
must be filed via the Office’s electronic filing system. The
request must befiled beforethe mailing of thefirst Office action
after the filing of the request for continued examination under
§ 1.114. Only asingle such request for prioritized examination
under this paragraph may be granted in an application.

New applications ordinarily are taken up for
examination in the order of their effective United
States filing dates. Certain exceptions are made by
way of petitions to make special, which may be
granted under the conditions set forth below. Any
statement in support of a petition to make special
must be based on a good faith belief that the
invention in fact qualifies for special status. See 37
CFR 1.56 and 11.18. Advancement of examination
under 37 CFR 1.102 may be sought viaa petition to
make special under 37 CFR 1.102(c) - (d), or viaa
request for prioritized examination under 37 CFR

1.102(e).

Any petition to make special, other than those based
on applicant’s health or age or participation in the
Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) pilot program,
filed on or after August 25, 2006 must meet the
requirementsfor the revised accel erated examination
program set forth in MPEP 8§ 708.02(a). For
prioritized examination under 37 CFR 1.102(e), see
MPEP § 708.02(b). See subsections | and |1 below
for the requirements for filing a petition to make
specia based on applicant’s health or age.

Seetheversion of MPEP § 708.02 inforcein August
2010 (Eighth Edition, Revision 9) for guidelines and
the requirements for a petition to make special filed
in an application before August 25, 2006. A petition
to make special filed on or after August 25, 2006
will only be granted if it is based upon applicant’s
health or age, is under the PPH pilot program (see
MPEP & 708.02(c)), or complies with the
requirements set forth in MPEP § 708.02(a). For a
request for prioritized examination under 37 CFR
1.102(e) filed on or after September 26, 2011, see
MPEP § 708.02(b).
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. APPLICANT'SHEALTH

An application may be made special upon apetition
by applicant accompanied by any evidence showing
that the state of health of the inventor or joint
inventor is such that they might not be available to
assist in the prosecution of the application if it were
torunitsnormal course, such asadoctor’s certificate
or other medical certificate. No fee is required for
such a petition. See 37 CFR 1.102(c).

Personal/medical information submitted as evidence
to support the petition will be available to the public
if the application file and contents are available to
the public pursuant to 37 CFR 1.11 or 1.14. If
applicant does not wish to have this information
become part of the application file record, the
information must be submitted pursuant to MPEP §
724.02.

1. APPLICANT SAGE

An application may be made special upon filing a
petition including any evidence showing that the
inventor or joint inventor is 65 years of age, or more,
such as a statement by the inventor or joint inventor
or astatement from aregistered practitioner that they
have evidence that the inventor or joint inventor is
65 years of age or older. No feeisrequired with such
apetition. See 37 CFR 1.102(c).

The petition can be filed as a web-based ePetition.
See the ePetition Resource Page
(www.uspto.gov/Epetitions).

Personal/medical information submitted as evidence
to support the petition will be available to the public
if the application file and contents are available to
the public pursuant to 37 CFR 1.11 or 1.14. If
applicant does not wish to have this information
become part of the application file record, the
information must be submitted pursuant to MPEP §
724.02.

[11. ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

The U.S. Patent and Trademark Office will accord
“gpecial” status to al patent applications for
inventions which materially enhance the quality of
the environment of mankind by contributing to the
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restoration or maintenance of the basic
life-sustaining natural elements, i.e., air, water, and
soil. Any petition to make special filed under this
subsection must comply with the reguirements set
forthin MPEP § 708.02(a).

All applicantsdesiring to participatein this program
should petition that their applications be accorded
“gpecial” status. The petition under 37 CFR 1.102
must state that special status is sought because the
invention materially enhances the quality of the
environment of mankind by contributing to the
restoration or maintenance of the basic
life-sustaining natural elements. No fee is required
for such a petition. See 37 CFR 1.102(c). If it isnot
clear from the application's disclosure that the
claimed invention materially enhances the quality
of the environment by contributing to the restoration
or maintenance of one of the basic life-sustaining
natural elements, the petition must be accompanied
by astatement under 37 CFR 1.102 by the applicant,
assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice
before the Office explaining how the materiality
standard is met. The materiality standard does not
permit an applicant to speculate as to how a
hypothetical end-user might specially apply the
invention in amanner that could materially enhance
the quality of the environment. Nor does such
standard permit an applicant to enjoy the benefit of
advanced examination merely because some minor
aspect of the claimed invention may enhance the
quality of the environment.

IV. ENERGY

The U.S. Patent and Trademark Office will, on
petition, accord “special” status to al patent
applications for inventions which materialy
contribute to (A) the discovery or development of
energy resources, or (B) the moreefficient utilization
and conservation of energy resources. Examples of
inventions in category (A) would be developments
in fossil fuels (natural gas, coal, and petroleum),
hydrogen fuel technologies, nuclear energy, solar
energy, etc. Category (B) would include inventions
relating to the reduction of energy consumption in
combustion systems, industrial equipment, household
appliances, etc. Any petition to make specia filed
under this subsection must comply with the
requirements set forth in MPEP § 708.02(a).
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All applicants desiring to participate in this program
should petition that their applications be accorded
“gpecial” status. The petition under 37 CFR 1.102
must state that special status is sought because the
invention materially contributes to category (A) or
(B) set forth above. No fee is required for such a
petition, 37 CFR 1.102(c). If the application
disclosure is not clear on its face that the claimed
invention materially contributes to category (A) or
(B), the petition must be accompanied by astatement
under 37 CFR 1.102 by the applicant, assignee, or
an attorney/agent registered to practice before the
Office explaining how the materiality standard is
met. The materiality standard does not permit an
applicant to speculate as to how a hypothetical
end-user might specially apply the invention in a
manner that could materially contribute to category
(A) or (B). Nor does such standard permit an
applicant to enjoy the benefit of advanced
examination merely because some minor aspect of
the claimed invention may be directed to category
(A) or (B).

V. INVENTIONS FOR COUNTERING
TERRORISM

Inview of theimportance of devel oping technologies
for countering terrorism and the desirability of
prompt disclosure of advances made in these fields,
the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office will accord
“gpecial” statusto patent applicationsfor inventions
which materially contribute to countering terrorism.
Any petition to make specia filed under this
subsection must comply with the requirements set
forth in MPEP § 708.02(a).

International terrorism asdefinedin 18 U.S.C. 2331
includes “activitiesthat - (A) involve violent acts or
acts dangerous to human life that are aviolation of
the criminal laws of the United Statesor of any State,
or that would be a criminal violation if committed
within the jurisdiction of the United States or of any
State; [and] (B) appear to be intended - (i) to
intimidate or coerce a civilian population; (ii) to
influence the policy of agovernment by intimidation
or coercion; or (iii) to affect the conduct of a
government by assassination or kidnapping...” The
types of technology for countering terrorism could
include, but are not limited to, systems for
detecting/identifying explosives, aircraft
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sensorg/security  systems, and  vehicular

barricades/disabling systems.

All applicantsdesiring to participatein this program
should petition that their applications be accorded
specia status. The petition under 37 CFR 1.102 must
state that specia status is sought because the
invention materially contributes to countering
terrorism. No feeisrequired for such apetition. See
37 CFR 1.102(c). If the application disclosureis not
clear on its face that the claimed invention is
materialy directed to countering terrorism, the
petition must be accompanied by a statement under
37 CFR 1.102 by the applicant, assignee, or an
atorney/agent registered to practice before the Office
explaining how theinvention materiality contributes
to countering terrorism. The materiality standard
does not permit an applicant to speculate as to how
a hypothetical end-user might specially apply the
invention in a manner that could counter terrorism.
Nor does such standard permit an applicant to enjoy
the benefit of advanced examination merely because
some minor aspect of the claimed invention may be
directed to countering terrorism.

VI. HANDLING OF PETITIONSTO MAKE
SPECIAL OR REQUESTS FOR ADVANCEMENT
OF EXAMINATION

Applications which have been made specia will be
advanced out of turn for examination and will
continueto betreated as specia throughout the entire
prosecution in the Office with the exception of
applications having been granted prioritized
examination which remain special until prioritized
examination isterminated or until afina disposition
of the application (see M PEP § 708.02(b), subsection

).

Each petition to make special or request to advance
examination, regardless of the ground upon which
the petition or request is based and the nature of the
decision, is made of record in the application file,
together with the decision thereon. The part of the
Office that rules on a petition is responsible for
properly entering that petition and the resulting
decision in the file record. The petition, with any
attached papers and supporting affidavits, will be
provided as a single document in the application’s
file wrapper. The decision will be provided as a
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separate document similarly entered. To ensure
entries in the “Contents” in proper order, the
technical support staff in the TC will make certain
that all papers prior to a petition have been entered
and/or listed in the application file before forwarding
it for consideration of the petition. Note MPEP §
1002.02(s). Currently petitionsto make special based
on applicant’s health or age, participation in a PPH
program, or under a pilot program, and requests for
prioritized examination under 37 CFR 1.102(e) are
decided by the Office of Petitions. All other petitions
to make special are decided by the Quality Assurance
Specialist of the TC to which the application is
assigned.

708.02(a) Accelerated Examination
[R-07.2022]

All petitions to make special, except those based on
applicant’s health or age or participation in the Patent
Prosecution Highway (PPH) pilot program must
meet the requirements set forth in subsection | below.
See MPEP_§ 708.02 subsection | or Il (where
appropriate) for the requirementsfor filing a petition
to make special based on applicant’s health or age.
For prioritized examination under 37 CFR 1.102(e),
see MPEP _§ 708.02(b). For participation in the
Patent Prosecution Highway program, see MPEP §

708.02(c).

I. REQUIREMENTSFOR PETITIONSTO MAKE
SPECIAL UNDER ACCELERATED
EXAMINATION

A new application may be granted accelerated
examination status under the following conditions:

(A) Theapplication must befiled with apetition
to make special under the accelerated examination
program accompanied by either the fee set forth in
37 CFR 1.17(h) or a statement that the claimed
subject matter is directed to environmental quality,
the devel opment or conservation of energy resources,
or countering terrorism. See 37 CFR 1.102(c)(2).
Applicant should useform PTO/SB/28 for filing the
petition.

(B) Theapplication must be anon-reissue utility
or design application filed under 35 U.S.C. 111(a).

(C) The application, petition, and required fees
must befiled electronically using the USPTO patent
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electronic filing system, EFS-Web. If the USPTO’s
EFS-Web is not available to the public during the
normal business hours for the system at the time of
filing the application, applicant may file the
application, other papers, and fees by mail
accompanied by a statement that EFS-Web was not
available during the normal business hours. The
applicant should prominently indicate the paper
filing isunder the accel erated examination procedure
to help ensure proper processing. Note, however,
when the documents are filed in paper instead of
through EFS-Web, the final disposition of the
application may occur later than twelve monthsfrom
thefiling of the application. See subsection VIII.F.
below for more information.

(D) Atthetime of filing, the application must
be complete under 37 CFR 1.51 and in condition for
examination. For example, the application must be
filed together with the basic filing fee, search fee,
examination fee, and application size fee (if
applicable), and an executed inventor’s oath or
declaration (under 37 CFR 1.63 or 1.64) for each
inventor. See subsection VI11.C. below for more
information. It is noted that while an inventor’s oath
or declaration is not required to obtain afiling date
for applicationsfiled under 35 U.S.C. 111(a), itisa
requirement under 37 CFR 1.51 and must be present
upon filing for entry in the program. Permitting an
oath or declaration after filing would delay
processing of the application and make it difficult
to achieve the program’s goal of reaching a
patentability decision within twelve months of the
filing date.

(E) The application must contain three or fewer
independent claims and twenty or fewer total claims.
The application must also not contain any multiple
dependent claims. By filing a petition to make
specia under the accelerated examination program
the applicant is agreeing not to separately argue the
patentability of any dependent claim during any
appeal inthe application. Specifically, the applicant
isagreeing that the dependent claimswill be grouped
together with and not argued separately from the
independent claim from which they depend in any
appeal brief filed in the application (37 CFR
41.37(c)(1)(iv)). The petition must include a
statement that applicant will agree not to separately
argue the patentability of any dependent claim during
any appeal in the application. See form PTO/SB/28.
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(F) The claims must be directed to asingle
invention. If the USPTO determines that all the
claims presented are not directed to asingle
invention, applicant must make an election without
traversein atelephonic interview. The petition must
include astatement that applicant will agreeto make
an election without traverse in atelephonic
interview. See form PTO/SB/28.

(G) The applicant must be willing to have an
interview (including an interview before afirst
Office action) to discuss the prior art and any
potential rejections or objections with the intention
of clarifying and possibly resolving all issues with
respect to patentability at that time. The petition must
include a statement that applicant will agreeto have
such an interview when requested by the examiner.
See form PTO/SB/28.

(H) Atthetime of filing, applicant must provide
a statement that a preexamination search was
conducted, including an identification of the field
of search by group/subgroup of the Cooperative
Patent Classification for utility applications or
class/subclass of the U.S. Patent Classification for
design applications and the date of the search, where
applicable. For database searches, applicant must
provide the search logic or chemical structure or
sequence used as a query, the name of the file or
files searched and the database service, and the date
of the search.

(1) Thispreexamination search mustinvolve
U.S. patents and patent application publications,
foreign patent documents, and non-patent literature,
unless the applicant can justify with reasonable
certainty that no references more pertinent than those
aready identified are likely to be found in the
eliminated source and includes such ajustification
with this statement.

(2) This preexamination search must be
directed to the claimed invention and encompass al
of the features of the claims, giving the claims the
broadest reasonable interpretation.

(3) The preexamination search must also
encompass the disclosed features that may be
claimed. An amendment to the claims (including
any new claim) that is not encompassed by the
preexamination search or an updated accelerated
examination support document (see item I) will be
treated as not fully responsive and will not be
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entered. See subsection 1V below for more
information.

(4) A search report from aforeign patent
office will not satisfy this preexamination search
reguirement unless the search report satisfies the
requirements for a preexamination search.

(5) Any statement in support of a petitionto
make special must be based on a good faith belief
that the preexamination search was conducted in
compliance with these requirements. See 37 CFR
1.56and 11.18.

(1) Atthetime of filing, applicant must provide
in support of the petition an accel erated examination
support document.

(1) An accelerated examination support
document must include an information disclosure
statement (IDS) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.98
citing each reference deemed most closely related
to the subject matter of each of the claims.

(2) For each reference cited, the accelerated
examination support document must include an
identification of all the limitationsin the claimsthat
are disclosed by the reference specifying where the
limitation is disclosed in the cited reference.

() The accelerated examination support
document must include a detailed explanation of
how each of the claims are patentable over the
references cited with the particularity required by
37 CFR 1.111(b) and (c).

(4) The accelerated examination support
document must include a concise statement of the
utility of the invention as defined in each of the
independent claims (unlessthe applicationisadesign
application).

(5) The accelerated examination support
document must include a showing of where each
limitation of the claims finds support under 35
U.S.C. 112(a) or the first paragraph of pre-AlA
35 U.S.C. 112 in the written description of the
specification. If applicable, the showing must also
identify:

(i) each means- (or step-) plus-function
claim element that invokes consideration under 35
U.S.C. 112(f) or pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 112,
paragraph 6; and

(ii) the structure, materia, or actsin the
specification that correspond to each means- (or
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step-) plus-function claim element that invokes
consideration under 35 U.S.C. 112(f) or pre-AlA
35U.S.C. 112, paragraph 6. If the application claims
the benefit of one or more applications under title
35, United States Code, the showing must also
include where each limitation of the claims finds
support under 35 U.S.C. 112(a) or thefirst paragraph
of pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 112 in each such application
in which such support exists.

(6)(i) For an application that is subject to
examination under AIA 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103 (see
MPEP § 2159 et seg. to determineif an application
is subject to the first inventor to file (FITF)
provisions of the AlA), the accel erated examination
support document must identify any cited references
that disclose subject matter that may be excepted as
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(b)(2)(C).

(if) For an application that is subject to
examination under the pre-AlA (first toinvent (FTI))
35U.S.C. 102 and 103, the accel erated examination
support document must identify any cited references
that may be disqualified as prior art under pre-AlA
35 U.S.C. 103(c) as amended by the Cooperative
Research and Technology Enhancement (CREATE)
Act (Pub. L. 108-453, 118 Stat. 3596 (2004)).

II. DECISIONONPETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL

Applicant will be notified of the decision by the
deciding official. If the application and/or petition
does not meet al the requirements set forth in
subsection | above for the application to be granted
gpecia status (including a determination that the
search is deemed to be insufficient), the applicant
will be notified of the defects and the application
will remain in the status of a new application
awaiting actioninitsregular turn. Inthoseinstances
in which the petition or accelerated examination
support document is defective in one or more
requirements, applicant will be given a single
opportunity to perfect the petition or accelerated
examination support document within atime period
of two months. Extensions of time under the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be permitted,
but filing a petition for an extension of time will
result in the application being taken out of the
accelerated examination program. This opportunity
to perfect a petition does not apply to applications
that are not in condition for examination on filing.
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See subsection VIII.C. below. If the document is
satisfactorily corrected in a timely manner, the
petition will then be granted, but thefinal disposition
of the application may occur later than twelve
months from thefiling date of the application. Once
apetition has been granted, prosecution will proceed
according to the procedure set forth below.

I11. THEINITIAL ACTION ONTHE
APPLICATION BY THE EXAMINER

Once the application is granted specia status, the
application will be docketed and taken up for action
expeditioudly (e.g., within two weeks of the granting
of special status). If it is determined that all the
clams presented are not directed to a single
invention, the telephone restriction practice set forth
in MPEP § 812.01 will befollowed. Applicant must
make an election without traverse during the
telephonic interview. If applicant refuses to make
an election without traverse or the examiner cannot
reach the applicant after a reasonable effort, the
examiner will treat the first claimed invention (the
invention of claim 1) as constructively elected
without traverse for examination. Continuing
applications (e.g., a divisional application directed
to the non-elected inventions) will not automatically
be given specia status based on papers filed with
the petition in the parent application. Each
continuing application must on its own meet all
requirements for special status.

If the USPTO determines that a possible rejection
or other issue must be addressed, the examiner will
telephone the applicant to discuss the issue and any
possible amendment or submission to resolve such
issue. The USPTO will not issue an Office action
(other than a notice of alowance) unless either:
(A) an interview was conducted but did not result
in the application being placed in condition for
allowance; or (B) there is a determination that an
interview isunlikely to result in the application being
placed in condition for alowance. Furthermore, prior
to the mailing of any Office action rejecting the
claims, the USPTO will conduct a conference to
review the regjections set forth in the Office action.

If an Office action other than a notice of alowance
is mailed, the Office action will set a shortened
statutory period of two (2) months. Extensions of
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this shortened statutory period under 37 CFR
1.136(a) will be permitted. However, filing a petition
for extension of time will result in the application
being taken out of the accelerated examination
program. Failure to timely file areply will result in
abandonment of the application. See subsectionsV
and VI for more information on post-allowance and
after-final procedures.

IV. REPLY BY APPLICANT

A reply to an Office action must be limited to the
rejections, objections, and requirements made. Any
amendment that attempts to: (A) add claims which
would result in more than three independent claims
or more than twenty total claims pending in the
application; (B) present claims not encompassed by
the preexamination search (see subsection |, item
(H) above) or an updated accelerated examination
support document (see next paragraph); or
(C) present claims that are directed to a nonelected
invention or an invention other than previously
claimed inthe application, will betreated asnot fully
responsive and will not be entered. See subsection
VI1I1.D. below for more information.

For any amendment to the claims (including any
new claim) that is not encompassed by the
accelerated examination support document in
subsection |, item (1) above, applicant isrequired to
provide an updated accel erated examination support
document that encompasses the amended or new
claims at the time of filing the amendment. Failure
to provide such updated accelerated examination
support document at the time of filing the
amendment will cause the amendment to be treated
as not fully responsive and to not be entered. See
subsection VI11.D. below for moreinformation. Any
IDS filed with an updated accelerated examination
support document must also comply with the
requirements of 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98.

Any reply or other papers must befiled electronically
viaEFS-Web so that the paperswill be expeditiously
processed and considered. If the papersare not filed
electronically viaEFS-Web, or the reply isnot fully
responsive, the final disposition of the application
may occur later than twelve months from the filing
of the application.
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V. POST-ALLOWANCE PROCESSING

The mailing of a notice of alowance is the final
disposition for purposes of the twelve-month goal
for the accel erated examination program. In response
to anatice of allowance, applicant must pay theissue
fee within three months from the date of mailing of
the Notice of Allowance and Feg(s) Due (form
PTOL-85) to avoid abandonment of the application.
In order for the application to be expeditioudy issued
asapatent, the applicant must also: (A) pay theissue
fee (and any outstanding fees due) within one month
from the mailing date of the form PTOL-85; and
(B) not file any post-allowance papers that are not
required by the USPTO (e.g., an amendment under
37 CFR 1.312 that was not requested by the
USPTO).

VI. AFTER-FINAL AND APPEAL PROCEDURES

The mailing of afinal Office action or the filing of
a notice of appeal, whichever is earlier, is the final
disposition for purposes of the twelve-month goal
for the accelerated examination program. Prior to
the mailing of afinal Office action, the USPTO will
conduct a conference to review the rejections set
forth in the final Office action (i.e., the type of
conference conducted in an application on appeal
when the applicant requests a pre-appea brief
conference). In order for the application to be
expeditiously forwarded to the Patent Trial and
Appea Board (PTAB) for adecision, applicant must:
(A) promptly file the notice of appeal, appeal brief,
and appeal fees; and (B) not request a pre-appeal
brief conference. A pre-appea brief conference
would not be of valuein an application under afinal
Office action because the examiner will have aready
conducted such a conference prior to mailing the
final Office action. During the appeal process, the
application will be treated in accordance with the
normal appeal procedures (see M PEP Chapter 1200).
The USPTO will continueto treat the application as
special under the accelerated examination program
after the decision by the PTAB.

Any after-final amendment, affidavit, or other
evidence filed under 37 CFR 1.116 or 41.33 must
also meet the requirements set forth in subsection
IV above. If applicant files arequest for continued
examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114 with a
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submission and fee, the submission must meet the
reply requirementsunder 37 CFR 1.111 (see 37 CFR
1.114(c)) and the requirements set forth in subsection
IV above. Thefiling of the RCE isafinal disposition
for purposes of the twelve-month goal for the
accelerated examination program. The application
will retain its special status and remain in the
accelerated examination program. Thus, the
examiner will continue to examine the application
in accordance with the procedures set forth in
subsection 111 above and any subsequent repliesfiled
by applicant must meet the requirements of
subsection 1V above. The goa of the accelerated
examination program will then be to reach a fina
disposition of the application within twelve months
from the filing of the RCE.

VII. PROCEEDINGSOUTSIDE THE NORMAL
EXAMINATION PROCESS

If an application becomes involved in proceedings
outside the norma examination process (e.g., a
secrecy order, national security review, interference,
or petitions under 37 CFR 1.181, 1.182, or 1.183),
the USPTO will treat the application as special under
the accelerated examination program before and
after such proceedings. During those proceedings,
however, the application will not be accel erated. For
example, during an interference proceeding, the
application will be treated in accordance with the
normal interference procedures and will not be
treated under the accelerated examination program.
Once any one of these proceedingsis completed, the
USPTO will process the application expeditiously
under the accelerated examination program until it
reaches final disposition, but that may occur later
than twelve monthsfrom thefiling of the application.

VIII. MORE INFORMATION

A. Eligibility

Any non-reissue utility or design application filed
under 35 U.S.C. 111(a) on or after August 25, 2006
iseligiblefor the accel erated examination program.
The following