PATENT BAR @£/ Z7AI#% (2002 4, 2003 4£)

TRFE, BERIE A R 5 72 DI 72 ki,

By, YA KT 5 72 OIS TR WA, A H 72 5%,

FFETIP> L, AEREARL LT 7 = 7.

TEAEFEC) ., Bk, EEMME, RORE, FEh TR %, AARDZER LR U,
CFRIZ A ARGERN 2D DT, MPEP T72< CFRR Z8| L T\ E T, KX FIFRFiEAE,
* AL —FELE [MPEP OERAVBMRD KERTHIEMN] 2R,

USPTO @ HP %, 2003 £ (BFFS 100 [H) &R 2002 EOME (FRKA 100 ) 2288 L CWET,
2003 FORBEIFAEHENIEF ITE <. 2002 FORE SN TH 5, 2001 FLIRTOEERIL,
—EORIEOHANHEH TH 5, HHRIEIL, www.mypatentbar.com C3EAER.

ARELF UBRECHEEEZ LW HIZLLTFOY A vRH Y 928, FAEFIIMEWEFEATLE,
B CTO MPEP OFZEIL, REFAJIZEE LVNTd,  http//mwww.catprep.com/exams/patent-bar/index.html.

HIFEF#%E1%. http://homepage3.nifty.com/tkikuma/uspatent/usexp/exp.html 235Z (272 0 97,

[MPEP ® 600 %15 & 700 FHH D HAFER] KO [CFR @ HAFER] X, LLFOVA Mivb AT
A[HETCTY, http://www.jpo.go.jp/cgi/link.cgi?url=/shiryou/s sonota/fips/mokuji.htm

PUF. 2003 A-7%, 2003 455k, 2002 47, 2002 HERKONAEIZ (BFF 400 ) fR% - fifaiz HAGET
k42 & & B2, www.mypatentbar.com 7> & 2001 4ELARTOME H FHRE & OMRZE (3 19[) %
SIHLET,
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2003 F-am-1 : A FEfitifb,O#Efd] (constructive reduction to practice) %, HFET 57217 TRV 5,
C JEDOFRAIL, BHFEDENL (reduced to actual practice) 73F86D HALH =D, FEhlZ 45
VEERH 5, E  Interference (102(g)) D ENELPE (diligence) 1. practitioner |2 H i H I 415,

2003 F-am-2 : AFEABDO U 7 =2 F &2 L CWEA. SAMETHEER 4 5 BUINIZBE L s
HFEREEIC 2 b, b Al (unavoidable, CFR1.137(a)) XIEHE T2 W4 (unintentional,
CFR1.137(b)) &, petition+fee ZHEHI L T, & (revive)T 5 Z LN TE 5,

2003 F-am-3 : A USPTO 7 OIFHIREE A R Hivicke, NG EIT, Bl 2B 0B < |
[...is unknown and is not readily available] & J&aZE TR E Y 5,

2003 F-am-4 : B~—H v a2/ L—AL, LLTOBADIEM  [Risselected from the group
consistingof A, B, Cand D] . [comprising of] IXi2 Y, [consistingofA, B, CorDJ itV

2003 F-am-5 : A fEfr AT K (RCE) X FAX TREfTAIHE, B CPA(continued prosecution application)i:
FAX CHIFERTRE, C (Bc#&T7Ze\Y) Office Action |23 2 M EIT FAX TEfFa[HE, D R HFEIL,
FAX CHIFEL CHHFEH (filing date) ZHERTE 720,

<TIP>FAX TiEETZ 2 EHHIX. OCPA, @Amendment, (DDeclaration, @Petition, Blssue fee
transmittal, (©Authorization to charge deposit account,

<TIP> [EFRHREBILR, HFEH Z#EfR 92 R OFHIL, FAX TEAMT 5 Z &1 X,

2003 F-am-6 : I 1 [A] H D473 Final Office Action (2725 DX, WEIZREIEE SN 7 L—2%
FIEE TG A (continuing application) X% RCE % L 72356G D, |1l substitute application <°
Continuation-in-part(CIP) D355 1%, 1 [81H DO E4{E723 Final Office Action (2725 Z L 1E72 0,

2003 F-am-7 : A FE¥E1T(Reissue) |l ZHFFFFHATH 2 FLUNZR B 7 L— LA ZHLRTE 208, FATIC
HEE U- 8T Y Ed 72, 2o THY B LAE IR L—/L ) [, statutory invention registration (2
ARINFLE SV TV D RAF IZOHAEH S5,

<TIP>HFFFHEATIR 2 A2 LLNIC Reissue & HIFG L. oath/declaration T2 L —AZILKRT 52 & %
FTELTBITIE, 2FEFRR%RIZT L—LE LR TE D,
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2003 F-am-8 : E ffeHHFA X IE RCE (W T, —H#D 7 L— L7210 THIRMID AT L G5t L T
2 [F4EHE (reject) S7=35A1E. Final Office Action T72 < TH#HEERK (Notice of Appeal) FJHE,

2003 F-am-9 : D AMEHFAIC FED < HEJehE 2 TR 2 &2k, Uiz EHFE & [Fl—(same) R A&
HoF—(same)BHTHHMLENRH 5, HH 2t B O#ilFf(nonobvious improvement) Tl & A,

2003 F-am-10 : | 78455 K (Notice of Appeal)#%. PTO 7>5 Notice to File Missing Parts % 1f %1 S 21,
2 r HDISEMM 23 E SN GEE, W& % 5 » HMEI(AFH7 » H)TX %5, fee DL,
(CFR1.136(a)) HICFR1.136(b) @ petition (&, CFR1.136(a)? petition 23 2 7255 D #,

<TIP> ZOED X 91T, | T CFR1.136(a) Z R AL L& LTHE Y . 1l OA%IE CFR1.136(b) %
RILECE L TWASEA. — OORIGHIZIG U THEWDIT HILTWAEEN D, Afumnh
EfETHY  MFNREfREL Ip D82 — RREDIRET 7 = 7 DI EZ D,

2003 F-am-11 : ABC 7 L — LfERIZ 2 % 5. 2 70 BT T, 3T 1EE # (Certificate of Correction) ©
FTIEFTRE, D HHIF DOARNL, YFEE L UEZ ANERENLORFEICL Y | FTIEGEE CETIEATRE,

<TIP> Y HFEH M OGEZ N LT=85A 1. Reissue (2K D EIAFEZFTIETE 5,

2003 #F-am-12 : B103(c)iE. 102(e)(f)(g)i2F&-3< 103(a) DHEME DG AT, FARRC R — A2 4%
HAEIA TE Cho T, GEEZDHIHE SN TWIEE) IXFRFERTE SN VWEE
HIE LT D, A103 OFfEMEIE, {EBIOSCHIC 4T ORERRELE N FEHE STV en 2 & 254

LChiEfaz i cazvy, (THAREEFEL) )

<TIP>103(c)i%.,  (103(a) T72 <) 102(e) DA K-S < HEMEITITEH S,

2003 #-am-13 : C %81 T(Reissue)lZ331F 5 THLY & LAEIE/L—/L ) (2003 -am-7 & [A] U JnGEk)

2003 F-am-14 : Afee DA T, JRHIFTHAVY (HGE & [FIF) (29~ &,

<TIP> HHFERFIZ filing fee ZAfF L2 < TH, HEA (filingdate) Z MR CTE 5,  WHHFEIZ
HUFERF L2 claim, specification, description, drawing 2338, i HRE TS claim A3,
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2003 F-am-15 : C 1 [a]lH OFEHA7° Final Office Action (272 5 D%, MIEICEEIEHEINT- 27 L—L4%
FIIEE 9k A (continuing application) 1% RCE % L7254 D% (2003 F-am-6 & [7] UX13%)

2003 F-am-16 : A HERFIZ filing fee & 3fAo7e < T, HIFEHA (filing date) Zfiffk T= %5 (CFR1.53) .

2003 F-am-17 : C PHEF TER S L7~ essential element 2 7 L — A L7V E | 112-2 BT/ 5,

2003 #-am-18 : A Jepson-type claim Z£:H L. BIHEH CTH 3 (preamble) A AIZ LV I S 7z
ZLEEFRD TS & FF3(preamble) DEL#ELIL priorart & L CHLY #4315, B lepson-type claim %
A L. BHIEH CH 3 (preamble) B FEHEARA D 1 FELINO TR TH L ERBOTNTH,
F¥ 3 (preamble) DL L prior art & L CTHLY biv7auy,

2003 F-am-19 : A FFAE (X, Commissioner DFF A BIENR Y | USPTO Dtk LAA D IGHT C %
(interview)Z 3% Z L X TE 72V, BCPA(continued prosecution application) Cld. First Office Action VA
A D Patentability (ZDOWCiHif# CX 5, CCPA. substitute aplication LAZ1 3, First Office Action AijiZ
Patentability (2D T Hi#2 T X 720,

<TIP>CPA, substitute application LIZF T4, FedEfTIZ- DU T, First Office Action RIfIZH#ETE 5,

2003 F-am-20 : A HARFICHFET 200 (AW, AU OB ZGTe) &, fhiti(isolate) L,
i b (purify) 3 2UIE. 101 SO FFFF xS (subject matter requirement) Z Jii & 3%, D L b, Hi%
A EN NI THIUL, 102/103 £ THEMES LD,

2003 F-am-21 : Arejection {Z%} L CTli. Board |Z appeal T& %, petition &1/~ A], B objection
(2%t L ClL, petition Z42H CTX 57215, appeal ~7], D rejection K N objection DAL,
Board |Z appeal T& %, petition {4~ 7], (petition DI, appeal NA]DIGE DI, )

<TIP>claim 1% L CH, B EMEK DA 1S objection,  (E.g HALIA & AEBIHAFE—, )

2003 #-am-22 : A product by process claim 73, AZISCHERIZEE-SU T 102/103 LT S 7255
SCHRFCHEL OWE & OB OIS IN 72 D Z L % affidavit T/ 92 & ¢, Hffa % JLAR (overcome)
TE5, WHEOMEZ D) E LR FEFE %2 E(argument) 35 7217 Tk, fEliz TE 220,
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<TIP>WE OFE, FEERIRED, 1ERZNEZCRET 5720121, affidavit ZEDFELAMETH 5,

2003 FF-am-23 : <fmHEL>A {KfEE & DOET malpractice DA DR ERHEEE ZHIRET 5 A E1E X,
C FIZSARSI RIS I BR LU 67wy, D R bid, AMOFEEEAMNIZH > TN TH,
client (ZHEET THOR L TIZR B2V, EKEEND DY @2 HKEITMH > TR 57220,

2003 #-am-24 : B /NHEAFEZE (K (small entity) 23, /IS FEZER TR WEICTA B A2 52726
ATl fee DWAEZ FZ HK2, B (government)lIZkd 5 7 4 o ADGAITEZHK S,
C/MNEFEMRTYE fee WA THLIFHEL H D (e.g B HIFIER LA D petition DFEH)

<TIP> /IR ZEIR T Y fee DNEAE S 72 W EIH X, (DPetition and proceeding., @[E & HJFE.
(@Certificate of correction, @Request for reexamination, (BRecording document (IDS Z &) .

<TIP>/INFAFEZR & 13, RINEANE G D TREZEER 500 ALLT,
<TIP > SHER] DFESZ N (Entire Assignee) b, /NI ERD FIRIC LY fee Z WA TE 5,

<TIP> /NI SER O 280 L7-% b . issue fee X% maintenance fee SZFAER P12 D Ffil L.
JHEE X L7z fee 2 fRATH9 401 OK,

<TIP>small entity OJHEA S V7o BERZ TS5 & “written assertion” & B S 415,
<TIP>/NHIEERTH D Z L 2 IR TE H01E, WD fee KFAWME 3 H BAN,

— < Cf. >@HF D fee WAV DBGETERKIT, WD 2 LAN,

2003 F-am-25 : D A B (Examiner)lX. Final Office Action D% |ZHEH X 417z affidavit #5875
FEHIT720, Board [d, FFAFIC ZAVEGREIT D 2 L xRy (HHFEALL Petition ZHEHIFTEE)
ABCE Board 7%° Examiner |Z Remand "5 2iif & L TiZ, (Dfor a fuller description of the claimed
invention. @for a clearer explanation of the pertinence of the reference. @for a selection by the primary
examiner of a preferred or best ground of rejection when multiple rejections of a cumulative nature have
been by the examiner. @to prepare a supplemental examiner’s answer in response to a reply brief.

2003 #F-am-26 : ASMETHIH S 7=%. UTHFENZEN NS THDH 3 » HEINIZ, Hi% ik
IDS THEH T 2FHE 1 H 5D, BCDE 3 » kil L CTIRIHFBEHE 2 B7-E a0 iGa b, Mk HFE XX
RCEICK VRIS Z1GD Z E NS,

<TIP> BB " timely filean IDS” & 72> TV T, 3+ ARE L TV F| i "7 —,
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< TIP>(DFinal Rejection |3 Notice of Allowance 238 % & [l (statement) 2 OME HEH(fee) DTl /773
WEEL e s, ZORNC, RCE XIFMERBEHIFE L T IDS 32 Z & b A[RE, @% D% issue fee I fATR
(RFFFRATRNIL, issue OBUT . RCE MUTHKFEHE L T IDS T2 LR H 5,

2003 F-am-27 : B FEHI A CERE AT H L 0 FUFiud, 102(a) THIES Ly, H L, AER
BT, BLEOFEREPENG AL, CREAF A LB FEOFEH{LE TORO diligence 73
VETHD, B, BEOEALSHFEAR £ To diligence IZHEEIZ TH 5,

2003 F-am-28 : <RJEO K (& TOHEREEFR) >

2003 #-am-29 : A Office Action (ZJGE S 2 MIIE DRI FEIZISV T, FMEN S OIE T, Benefit
of a certificate of mailing # 55 CTX 72\, BFAX TlX 55 CTX %, CDE IDS, RCE, Appeal brief (3.
L - FAX OfifiLd OK,

<TIP>EE (Mail) 723 Fax £ 0 AFZei5mix, [AMENS OBE ] OG5 O,

2003 #-am-30 : consisting of IZfLD RN A D Z L HFF X720, comprising of 3777, fit-> T,
MNLIE? consisting of DA, TERIECTERZ 2B TE 720> (objection DXIE)

2003 F-am-31 : DL FORGAEIL, FRERFICREILE 2R3 2 B3 70, A ZNRATFEZE K (small
entity) T 5. B F-HA%EA (application special), C/MEDEICHE TR, D FEHEE SCHR D HLER

2003 #-am-32 : C EEEAY S TH (bibliographic information) . supplemental application data sheet,
oath, declaration, letter IZ X W FTIET& 5,

<TIP>application data sheet (ZLE7Z2 6, Hil % IX, EILHETIEH % lapplication data sheet (2
Lo TOAERTE L] FOBEPFIRIIANEMR, PMEPICRRT LI EbFINDE,

2003 F-am-33 : D102(a)D4Ea % "by others” T2 & L Crafikd A 121k, L[FEFEBHE & priorart ®
FHED L TV LREND S, HFEFEAZEO— ADY prior art OFMBEHAEZE TH->TH,
102(a)D”by others” IZi%Z M3 5026, 102(a)DFEHEZ TR TX 720,

6
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2003 ZF-am-34 : |l FEHEFEH |2 Official Notice(JE &1L 2 H L7=H4a. HEEALSEREE N HIE
AL support Z R T HEN B S, | AN DKL 2B H5A 11X, support 2392 L7a<
A fal L, FFirEET 52 &b AlHe,

<TIP> HFE AN D B 35125 U T Official Notice ¢ support %7153~ 2 [l H dOFE#EI%, Final Action (2725,
—appeal FIBE, H7-72fEMFEH 2 48R 284 1%. 2 [EH OEH T Final Action (272 5720,

2003 F-am-35 : B £FF IR O i3 (terminal disclaimer)i X, W X 3R Z O OHBD Hiv s,
CE design patent O {7 AR 1E, 1T (issue)/ B 1 4 TH 5,

<TIP>design patent OFFK : OFFHMITHITND 1 4 M, O H#E(provisional) Dl EE X720,
OHEFFE (maintenance fee)lIRE, @B (publication) il JE 1L 72\, G SekE T aRHAR] K& Of 102(d)
OHRENE, (12 #» HT72<)6 # A, ©RCE, Reissue [Z72\ , @Dclaim (% 1 fEHD A, @PCT D*f4:
TV, @112 13 A S35, ORI FHEE (Patent Term Adjustment) D3 A 72 L,

2003 F-am-36 : <fHEE>A FIE )Y unavailable THH-> T, MEFDAFETHIEL TLR B0,
BRVEEAI, KIHE LA D L DING fee 22 HT H I LIIEXDRETH D,

2003 F-am-37 : A Claiml OAPHNIIEOSE T, FAE 23 Final Action T Claiml 6 % fHiff(rejection),
claim7-10 % objection L. appeal #%|Z Board 7° Claim1-6 D #E#fa% affirm L7354, #HIFT~D Eik
HARIZN T U 72 RE0 T, MSZTAOIEEHEE L7272, 84 E 13 application %”abandon”@‘éo

E FERIIRTIZ. 7 L— AR THEE L7,

2003 #-am-38 : B A~ f[ikE(unavoidable) 72 G N AVIE., FEFFEHIGT 2 B8] C = 203, FREHAM
(Patent Term Adjustment) 23 4ffE X415, CEHMIC L VEERT UL, PTO ~DIF HAEftT HFEIZ
THRIEHEE DA ZEAICT D ENTE D,

2003 #-am-39 : Final Office Action % 2 » H ANIZ A DY SE (FHIESE) LziZbhhnb s T
[FE 26 3 H AT Advisory Action M/~ 72855 2 [ H DG XX appeal 23 5D
extension fee [%. (3 » ARSI T2 <. ) Advisory Action DIRFNL MR L 725,

2003 F-am-40 : D (A TIX, GEFOHFEE 220 ) claim [ZIAE,
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<TIP> RO R : Oclaim 1X4~%, @oath/declaration (FAZ, @IDS (F72V), @RCE X720,
(®publication(ZABA) X Ze vy, RHFED inSpect X JRANE UCHHEEOFF I TR, EBeHETIE,
IBR, reference DX/ > T 5 . RAR D inspect TE D,

2003 F-am-41 : D T L AEH%h B (unexpected result)id. HIFE A D O A TIEALIETE 7200,
<TIP> PHIER/ERAZRIE, HEARHERLZGO L L CHMEBRICGEENHIE. T5E oK,

2003 F-am-42 : A F i (anticipation) DZE{H: 1L patentably distinct T 5 Z &, € 102(e) D FEHERRZ)
IKEFRFFIZEO HILH 06, reference WAMNEFRFF TH 5 FE D affidavit XId declaration 13H M.,

<TIP>2000/11/29 LAREDIGFEIZ L 5 CKIEZFREE & 9 %5)PCT HIFEIX, 102(e) D% FEHESRZh 2 F 9 5.,

2003 #-am-43 : A Reexamination [T, Bk S L7285 %0 /51T Notice Mz OF Official Letter 23
B S5, BEUEIE, PTOILHBI(firm)Ixt 3 HRBMEZFRO 2\, D FiiF & =T DHER] D
REESIUTCH, RERMEIIVEIA L 72w, EARBEMESTHEIR AU, EREAE I3 Y SRITIEIRT 5,

<TIP>B REMED R RIIFENTH D VLENH LM, FEAT(firm) 2 @BEs e &35 2 L1 0K,

2003 F-am-44 : C BUEIREFAICIBUW T, prior art & EEFPHNEE LR WD IEF IV E.
102 Z5(FTHME) THEM T E 22N, 103 SR(FEE AME) THEfeTE B, (BilzIE. BEHRIH DS %
35-60% AT D YA T, priorart 234K 34.9% AT HEE)

2003 #f-am-45 : “Examiner’s Answer” & . Board ~® appeal 2 DHEE DEREDZ L ThH D,

B appeal [ZEBW T, FBEEVH MR 242 RT 25 2 SITFF S0, FHERIZKR LTI
petition ZHEHCTE 5, AL, 2 HLINIZHEH Lo & iFE(waive) L7 Z L1272 5, D appeal
BV, fIET S MR 1372\, Board D#EET, ROLNLIARHE H D,

<TIP>Board ® decision (2B W Clid, =R EMMER NI RIND Z ENHHN

2003 F-am-46 : D HFAKRH PATH O R 2 456 S 756, fET Dy, BEAR~TH,
"bona fide attempt to advance the application to final action” & Efff 4172\,  (CFR1.85 £&)

8
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2003 #F-am-47 : C 7 L — A2, [X[fH(drawing)° 7 7 —F ¥ — b (flow diagram) Zff A T& 72\, D
7 L= ME—3CTHERNT D, E112 RDEfR A TR, 7 L —AITEK(table) 2 AT E 5,

2003 FF-am-48 : D FEXAFEL R SN THRIEEEAMO TS, [P OFRELIZ /e B 720,

2003 F-am-49: ( TAARELEL] )

2003 ZF-am-50 : CHIN. 7 L — A7 “atleast20%” . fEJ@ 7 L—L0% “20%° 1. &N D D OK,
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2003 F-pm-1 : ABCD ke, Reissue, 3 HIHFE, CPA L, CHi7-72HETH D0 H) /N
HHK(smallentity) T 5 & D TEIRET 20 E 0 0 5, E MO small entity IZFEE L7 & 13,
Eﬁbfﬂé%ﬁﬁé%\%@iﬁb\o

<TIP>RCE %, #7772 HE TR WS, small entity TH D & ieed TEET D M4BT 7200,

2003 #-pm-2 : A Teffective amountof Dtoreduce -*-| &\ 9 claim (%, FediBEfF %2 Fe 7213 0K,
B Hi|Z leffective amountof D] &)Y claim IZ. indefinite (112-23%/x) & L CHEfaI 5,

2003 F-pm-3 : C 102(d)D 5B & 72 DA ERFFFIL, ()PKRERFFFEREO 1 2 - A LLERTC R S 4,
(ii)Allowed H.->(iii)issue into a patent (enforceable) 2%, AL, [/ABH (Publish) | (XA,

<TIP> AR @D Tpublish] (XF2ER, [notyetissue into a patent] DL (2003 Fk-am-8 Z:[#)

2003 #-pm-4 : C Final rejection (2% 9 2 BB OE O NG S 6 7 H &70%, suspention ™D
FHARITMRZIIMANICAT O NS 5, RCE 2 HFET H5513. Yz I A (fee + submission)
ERICTYVENRD D,

<TIP>BREDNICEHMZ 3 » AL TEDHETH. 6 7 HLLNZY S extension fee & A - T
VETE 5, extensionfee 1%, (3 47 HRREFF T/ <) JRERFIZ A 21X OK,

—cf. Reexamination |23\ TlE, FBEBENILEHMZ 3 » A L EOTZLEIX. 3 » ARREEC
extension fee # XFA D MLBEH D

2003 F-pm-5: (THARELFET] )

2003 #-pm-6 : CReissue HFARFIZIX, BN OHIBRE 57 % . underline 2 UNLFETI (bracketing) C

TR HVEND D, FTIEFEAE (Certificates of correction)lZ L 0 BEICE T SN TV DA IR E,

D Reissue (ZF WV THEBIA (dependent claim) ZHLEIET A5 CTH,  MSZZ7 L— A X D HRWVLERY )
Prok) SITEM ST, FRrFITR 2 LA & W O RIS BRI T A S 7,

2003 F-pm-7 : i H (filing date) Z et 5 72012, X & OB EGER 727080 + 7 L — 2) 53
VETH D, (HFEEHFee). oath/declaration under 37 CFR 1.51.(b)(2)I X A~ 22, #H L AlHE, )
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2003 F-pm-8 : B fiffui i Tld, FEHAE 2NBIIS 7R WERY | declaration (371 E"—T OK,

<TIP> ke A, 2 EIHHERIE. FEAFE DR U X395 & 13, executed declaration D =2 &°—%
P9 7UIE OK, —#&Tfk#e (EFE(CIP) TlX. & IZ817-72 executed declaration 23432, RCE CTlIAZL,

2003 F-pm-9: (TEARELFEL] )

2003 F-pm-10 : BE HIHIEDIEM L objection &5, 7 L—ADEKIL, FEWFHOL AT
rejection S50, BRI FHOS S (EgtRIFEFGEK) 1X objection £415, Arejection &
objection |Z, A2 appeal DXRTH VD . $2E D petition DXETh 5 sl THIET 5,

2003 FF-pm-11 : E HFHAZ R . Restriction requirement (ZXF5s LTI A 23N L, B %
cancel L CTHEEH B % 4> HFE (Divisional application) % L 7= DA, tisd THHEH B ™ Assignment %
USPTO (28 $% 3 D 43572 L, fREL A (practitioner)i. Z8BH B NEFFAE S L7241 72 < (Upon
allowance if application B) FH] B D& N ZFFE T ~&, (GEH B, SHOHBEO—HIEND)

<TIP>CIP HEEDBAE, MHIDOFEHO—ETRVAS, Sb T Assignment % USPTO (28T %
V& V) (MPEP306), (HEREHIFEOG SR, SHIORHA LFE—72006, LERL, )

2003 F-pm-12 : A EEORFFFHFEN R — NCEEE SN E (B DHEEEN L HE~FEE) 13,
Interference |X'H & X172\, CReissue & Reexamination 23 & (merge) SN D Z &N 5,

2003 F-pm-13 : D /NRBTF R (small entity) DR 2 HE LT 2 & 2MEITHIBI L7235 613,
FEFFFHRRAE . REEEAT OB 212 L2 BT RE%EE A O KBNS D (CFR1.28(c)

<TIP>small entity D& A HT5H Z & BNRITHA L7256, W41 3 » AIXE8E ],

2003 F-pm-14 : C 7 L — L %4539 5 Reissue 1, i NIRRT, —FIFAE O 1AL,

2003 F-pm-15: ( TAAKREFELT] )
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2003 #F-pm-16 : C 7 L — AHOHFEIZ DWW T, BIHIEF IR BB ER STV L5551,
WELIETS E B0 IR 5 (MPEP2111.01.),

2003 F-pm-17 : A (5L EFB V) XKstatutory bar 1%, 102(b)(d) & fiFtd 5,

2003 £-pm-18 : D (HFEIL 7 L — A3 B0, BB A, (RHFEILIC Certificate of mailing T
HFEESE 2 56 LT, HREH X USPTO ~DEIFE H,  (Express mail 72 & HFE H 13044+ B (HED))

2003 F-pm-19 : A AHME (utility) KANO 101 #EA L, M9 112-1 #21E 9D,

2003 #-pm-20 : AB CPA, substitute aplication LAZM 3, First Office Action HijlZ Patentability {Z-2DU T
2T & 721>, D Final Action BRICHIED GO G L5 G H B 5748, "right” TILARWY,

2003 £-pm-21 : B 54 D Hi 5 (petition to make a patent application special) Z HEEFTHISE D DI,
HRE N DEEHR(65 kA L) K OVt B OB D 7,

<TIP> RHIE O HGE 2 AL THk 5 DI, Energy, Environment, Recombinant DNA, HIV/AIDS,
R ENREL T DA (infringing) b, AR TR ZHETX 5,

2003 #-pm-22 : B ZHH A (Jc3H) %2 TR T 5 affidavit 12 CFR1.131, C (EAELE) O Dfthigin
TR 9% affidavit 1 CFR1.132, D 103(c)iE. (103(a) CT72 < )102(e) DA Fe-S < kI 13 H S A 7ev,

2003 F-pm-23 : A F¥H]F5 K (Notice of Appeal)f%. PTO 725 Notice to File Missing Parts % i %1 S 4.

2 r A DOISERB 25 E SN a81E, &% 5 » AMEM(AEHT » H)T& %5, fee DBDLE,
(CFR1.136(a)) B FHiflT sign KA L Th, MET DMEH Y, Cappeal B IZ 0 THRFFIEID

B9 5 AN O FRICEEHFEAE VAR L WGA . Notice NE, Gl Answer IZE) L5,

D 7 L—ADERFSNLDRE B D statement] ZR&ELTH, #iETH2HEH Y, EHEEHEB O

I H DK T DINEEZRNTNWTH, METHIHEEHD,

<TIP>FEEAREHAMIN THILE, FFRGER L, PTO 7> 5 Notice 3H V. #iIET HHSH
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2003 F-pm-24 : SAETHIH SN I-h, SUTHBASER - THrD 3 » HURNIZ, Yi%3CH %
IDS THEH T 2 FH N D, BCDE 3 » kil L CIRINZEH 2 R R0Ga b ke ST
RCE (X VRO 2155 2 £ kS, (2003 FR-am-26 & [F] UANR#)

2003 F-pm-25: ( TAAREELT] )

2003 F-pm-26 : A prior art DAFHFFS T L— A SHTABRRE:D 5 BAE 72— DR
FHEH SN TR TG, B3P L LT, 102(a) D4EHEZ TR TX 7220,

2003 F-pm-27 : it (anticipation, 102) Ti&, WEM[FE—TH HIRY | prior art (2 E DOPEE )
FREN TN EATRLTYH, 102 DA R TE 72, (TEREFET) )

2003 F-pm-28 : Claiml 2337227 L— A Claim2-15 7% Claim1 (Zf¢)&. Claim16-27 7% Claim5-15 (Z
EETA8E. 7 L—20 3. 15+11X12=147 {8,

2003 £F-pm-29 : A JeATSCERIZEE R X415 enablement D L~ L%, kEHFELAAEHBBEGFE T,
B AT kD4 CDOEFE A anticipate X (3 obvious 72 &, operable EHEE X5, C G T 3CHRAS
FEREFTRE T2 < Th, 103 OFEMEEH & U TIEMEH AT, D e T3CRROFLE D A0 b 1T M v EE T
72<ThH, FEHHURNZARICL Y Efi ST\ a2 bI1X, EEFRETH D,

2003 F-pm-30 : A FEFFHIBES AR S5 6. F Ok A AR 2 EE S B % (inspect) TE 5,
C ESEHEDHAE L 70 o T FEF RO ESA A copy T 5, D LFEIREPIFIL, GBI T 7 BEATEX 5,
E fkfe I 3\ TR D redacted copy 2MEH ST A . JRBEOEFRICT 7 B A TE R0,

2003 #-pm-31 : AB Board |Z appeal . Examiner 73 Patentability report Z {Ek 32 Z & IZHEV 3,
oral hearing 23 THi 5 Z & 13 5, oral hearing DERIZ, HFEANDOHFIZI AR TH S, CHFHFERK
(Notice of Appeal)ilZ VA1 &AL ThH., fETHHENH D (return SILDHFRTIEZRWY)

2003 F-pm-32 : C FHAIEICE#H SN TV A EEOERZED—27 incredible TH->TH., o
TEHZhAEDS not incredible ToiLiX, A HME(utility)ix ok, ( THAREREIT] )
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2003 F-pm-33 : E ABA%IE. A%t . OFEHIZ L DR +0Ofee XN T, 81E% copy TE 5,

2003 F-pm-34 : C 7 L — A D4 1E(amendment)’’ new matter DA, FLdiEAE K (112-1)1272 5,

2003 F-pm-35 : A ARIENE & BLUC EET A 7217 Tl X, BCD A%RFEN, ZAH, FliiEMENK %
NI H D AAE ] E AUz prior art patent X, Reexamination (2331 % ”substantial new question”
L7 5720, (Reexamination Tld, ASRFEN, A, FLdiEAEMIIFE I N, )

2003 #-pm-36 : C 102(b)?D statutory bar |3, &I 23R ORGP EAME 2 8823 5 7= DI HifEAE
BOELZEEIETHZ ENNIERETH D,

2003 #-pm-37 : D /MBI ZE R (small entity) (%, AT, JSE MR, RCE FIFEE D fee 28
BASNTW5, (2003 F-am-24 & [7 UA5k)

2003 #-pm-38 : C 7 ¥)(appeal)iisk% Th > TH. appeal DJFA & 72 o 7= Fr i A B Y B < #f IE(E.g.
e ST L— LB WEET )35 5 &, FAEFEAE (primary examiner) 23 %f i35,

2003 F-pm-39 : ABIEE OO Y v 7 HFT HiEim 2 iU, A HPE(utility) K an o R ER A
R TE 5, (CRAYREERE., ANFISCHREEIZES < 102(@)EMIE. HrdEm TR T 20, )

2003 &-pm-40 : A FEE S - FFFHFECTH . 20 4ELINZ2 5 IBR(incorporated by reference) Al HE,
D hyperlink |Z X % IBR(incorporated by reference) 37 S #1721,

<TIP>IBR X, 7 L —AFEHIT & o> TARERIZEE (essential material) Th 55515, OXKE
Fraf. QKRERFFARNER, ORAHORIE T OXKERFTFHHOALTH L5, Hxr OFFFHE.
QRBE >, OHHE T TRET D ( TRFFAHZ IBR 3572012, HFEE 25t 2 LR
5L VDG oI RY DB D, ) o 7 L= AFEIIC L o TREMICEETRITIIL,
SMERFEE. SMERFFFAPH N, SMERFFFHE, JERFTFSCERSE B IBR AT HE,

<TIP>URL % H\ 7= hyperlink (Z 2 % IBR T8 H4172v,  (CFR1.57(d))
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2003 F-pm-41 : AR E 7 L—LADOAR—EZHE L 92 1122 &K OEMHEE R IL, HEAE &2
HFETFHEN I T, A= ERBD =5 D,

2003 F-pm-42 : D AHOWE L, [REDHRKRETBET 5515 £ oA/ 5 anticipation %
%%?%éocF%m®ﬁm@ﬁﬁ%®§Lﬁ&J&mo%ﬁt& BTN OWE & [Fl—
TH Y. Anticipation Z R TZ 72\, ( [REEDHRDIGESE] DAL I X)

2003 F-pm-43 : <RJEDO KM (& TOBRELEL) >

2003 #-pm-44 : B {if A 1) Reexamination Z ik CX %, CHriFfi#E LT, HRE2RETHI L%
EIEIN TV, DIt USPTO Ik E 1, 1B 1 I RRTHIE T E 220,

2003 % pm-45 : D FFFFA7E (Notice if Allowance) 23 & V) . F&1T £} (issue fee) SKFAWNZIZ IDS 24T 9
7L, 2T 2 BINSCHR & s U CTREFTFARFEITEU T 1T @ petition Z42HI L, IDS & & HIZ
ﬂmﬁ@(XiR@)%ﬁﬁbgﬂ%éo (2003 F-am-26 & [7] UZ#Hk)

2003 F-pm-46 : CZEDO AL — PRI SN TS, BEOHHELITH Y . WEICREFT 2 BN
H o556 1E, 102(b)D”printed publication” {272 H 720y,  ( THARERT] )

2003 F-pm-47 :B A VX —T 4T LY ADEDIZ, FLZ L—A(I T MICHIETE 500X
SEREDNBHH 225 1 AEDNIZIR B 5, GS%CBNM)

2003 £-pm-48 : A 102(e) Tli%. canceled matter |X prior art reference (272 5721, D 102(a) Tl

canceled matter %, prior art reference (272 %,

2003 F-pm-49 : B EAEFHICB W TIE. 7 L—AICRENETIUE., FESTOZHDO LTI
REMIR S 7evy, (THARERET) )

2003 F-pm-50 : A 7 L — A D4 1E(amendment)?’ new matter DA, FLEEEAEK (112-1)1272 5,
B 132 5@ new matter D 2 &7 M, FEMZREE, XIHE%E % object THRMTH V| claim %
reject DR & 1372 B 720,
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2003 Fk-am-1 : C (2003 F-am-21 & [7 URHE)

2003 Fk-am-2 : <[REDO KM (& TOBTPRLNHH) >

2003 fk-am-3: ( THAREFEUT] )

2003 Fk-am-4 : (2003 F-pm-16 & [7] URHE)

2003 fk-am-5: ( THAREFEUT] )

2003 Fk-am-6 : B il OB AN & 72V | Reexamination B[ Tld. reply HAMRDIE & HIGEIT.

EEEAMEWIIR (shortened statutory period) PIZAT O MEH Y, T EE 5 &, Final Action & 720 |

Reexamination 234 T L CL £ 9, b, Aw[ilE (unavoidable, CFR1.137(a)) XILHCE TV GH
(unintentional, CFR1.137(b)) (%, petition+fee Z &1 L T, Ei(revive)T 5 Z LN TX 5,

2003 Fk-am-7 : (2003 F-pm-32 & [F URHRE)

2003 fk-am-8 : AD 102(d)iZ. KEHEO filing date @ 12 » HLL ERNICHMNERFFZ L TR Y |
Al filing date ARTIZ 4% M EREFFAS allow S417- (enforceable TH %) Hh, UiksMERFFF O
BEOFEIIM DV, <FE>YRAMNERFT AR (publish) S AU TV D LB X720,

2003 £k-am-9 : —EBAkGE HHE(CIP) Tik. JRHFAIZ B RN 7 L — AT HIRE H 2538 5 720,

2003 Fk-am-10 : B2 (definiteness, 112-2) 2 W4 2 5%, OBHMEO L H . @prior art O
Hur (teaching) | @FEHAMKFDYEZ DV L — LR, #B[ET D,
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2003 Fk-am-11 : 103 (c)i. 102(e)(f)(g)IcE-3< 103(a) DIEHED AT, FEBARFICF — A3 Y454

BHAEZAETE CTHoT2HE GEEZNPFRE SN TWEER) I3RS ESNRVWE %
HELTWS, (2003 F-am-12 & [F UA5k)

2003 fk-am-12 : ( THAREFELT] )

2003 Fk-am-13 : D /NMEAEHEZE(KTH recording document (IDS Z &) 1%, fee MJHAAIIL7RN,
ABCE /NEAEEE (K1, basic filing fee, disclaimer, extension of time, maintenance fee ZJHAE X 5,

2003 Fk-am-14 : ( THARELRILC) )

2003 Fk-am-15 : 2001 4~ Utility application (2§79 % Final rejection (2% L C, B Notice of Appeal
DI EFEHTH 2 LT X, fee LB, CRCE DHIFEE & BT fee DR AT D Z L ix X,
submission 2343, D CPA D HIG5IL X, CPA 1% 2000/5/29 LAK:IX design patent D Fx,

2003 £k-am-16 : A Reissue C claim Z L9k CTX 5 D%, FFFAHEITH 2 LN, D HIHFEIE
JF HiJfE (original patent application)?® pending H1 D, REFFAHRIEITIZIL X,

2003 fk-am-17 : (2003 F-am-34 & [6] U[HRH)

2003 fk-am-18 : (2003 F-pm-29 & [F URGE)

2003 Fk-am-19 : 102(a)DfEk4fi%. prior art 2% nonanalogous art, teach away. disparage T 2% & D
TR TRk TERY (THARERFUL) ) o 103(c)DFEHEIIFEAR FTHE,

2003 Fk-am-20 : A fifE LR T, EITE P OME O — 2 & H Lish 56, Mk 4800
FEH L72 A28 filing date T 5, D Lb ., ki A CTIRBIHIE 4 I1BR(Incorporated by reference)
L Chiux, MeeHifEA 2 L7 3 2 filing date TH 5,
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2003 Fk-am-21 : A 102(b)DE#EIL.,  (102(a)DIEHE L B2 ) SeFEBH O LRI T HEE L,

<TIP>102(b)D#EHMaIE, HAD 29 K2 LR U, 102(e)D4E#MaIL, HAD 29 5D 2 LA L,

2003 Fk-am-22 : (2003 F-pm-33 & [6] UfHE)

2003 Fk-am-23 : C JCATCHRICEB W T, claim 1 element HRD FE# X411 T < T, equivalent
of the element NFH/R L TWiLIE, (103 T <) 102(b) CHEfEE D, (THARERIT) )

2003 fk-am-24 : B 102(b)DFEHa A TR 5 7= DIIE. FEAT3CHRIC claim T element B ARASEi#
ST N2 DR ZFRLTHALE, (2003 Fk-am-23 & [F] UFGER)

2003 Fk-am-25 : D KFFHARIOFHEE  (patent term adjustment) (%, 2000/5/29 LLREIZ file L 7= HFED 7,

<TIP>patent term adjustment |28 WT, A X —7 4 T A LU A, WEmD, FHCTEIEL
IS5, (RCE THEIE L7 HWIFIZfNES vz, )

2003 £k-am-26 : D ”supplemental oath/declaration”)® amendment(CFR1,312) & L CTHiioiL 5 DI,
When filed in a reissue application after the Notice of Allowance has been mailed. D355,

2003 fk-am-27 : ( THAREFELT] )

2003 fk-am-28 : ( THAREL[FEL] )

2003 fk-am-29 : ( THAEFEL] )

2003 #k-am-30 : BD 102(e) DfEHaZ ToiRkT 2 72> D FEBHRRIC Rl — A2 prior art KOS %5 4
AT LTV =B OIR E(statement)iL, FHE DOIr72 59 practitioner HERL (sign) TE 5,

18

C:\Documents and Settings\hxt8\Desktop\6_Past_Exam...docx



2003 Fk-am-31 : C F545 (Reexamination) |23V T, claim %) (apparatus) — /515 (method) |2
WD Z LI X, caim ZYLEL TRV 305 S/ER &R D,

2003 Fk-am-32 : (1)5FAE L. enablement KA THAT D HIIZ, claim iFfRA21T 5 LERH D,
B)FEAE 1L, BMEFIZ operability DFFLAELS TH, TN E XKL BRHEZ R TLERS S,

2003 fk-am-33 : ( THARE[FEL] )

2003 fk-am-34 : (2003 F-am-26 & [A] UfHRHE)

2003 £k-am-35 : A FC#E A (description requirement)iE S DFEAEIZ T L, FZfiti AT REIE (enablement) &
Kim LT, Mz wik CE72vy, Bl /4L, literal support |22, C FRHEEEA DR,

The inventor had the claimed invention in his/her possession as of the filing date of the application.

2003 Fk-am-36 : D appeal #%|Z RCE % file 75 &, fee # 4L 72< TH . appeal ZH Y FiFf7- &
FM=iv5H, —RCE D fee & XFhi>72u & . RCE X improper ToH Y . &7 Final Action FFIZR 5,
—Final Action 73 Claim1-3 /% rejected. Claim4-5 |3 objected. Claim6-10 /& Allowed T&H > 7=355 .
FAE L. Claim1-5 % cancel L. Claim6-10 % Allow 9%,

<TIP> (HARLHEZRD ) BEEM T O caim 2BMEHE, 72D O claim BFFRIRHEET S &
FEE L. FEHEO claim % cancel L. renumber L7- EC. #FA[D claim Z8 R ET 5,

2003 Fk-am-37: ( THARELFILC) )

2003 fk-am-38 : D (HAL E72 Y | ) FEEME T D claim 235t (rejected X objected) .
VD O claim WEFRIDMEET 5 &, FBEEIX. D claim % cancel L. renumber L7= £ T,
A D claim ZRFFAET 5,

2003 Fk-am-39 : <O KE (2 TORRERHR) >
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2003 £k-am-40 : ABCD 7 L — LD ESE 2 BT E 72 W EUL, consisting of D4, comprising,
containing, characterized by, including (%, Tl H 7 L —ADOEEZBINTE 5,

2003 Fk-am-41 : AB TERIEOERIL, 177 5 claim (2xf L alternative IZIEJR T A MLEDRH 5,
5] 21X, Claim5. A gadget as in Claims 1-3 X i Claims 1,2,3 and/or 4 L) ERXIZ X (objection)
C D claim ~OHERERN —HIZR D . Bl 21X, Claim5. A gadget asin Claim 1 or 2,
made by the process of Claim 3 or 4. &\ 9 ﬁ/fﬁ 2]: X (objection) o DD claim Z 5|3 AL X
5l 21X, Claim5. A gadget as in Claim 6 or Claim 8. &\ 9 JERL X (objection) .

2003 Fk-am-42 : E [R7EZ K (restriction requirement)iZ %} L Ci, petition DA F[HE, appeal /4~ FJ,
appeal I%, claim O rejection (Zxf L CTO I, [REZRK TIL, No claims are currently under rejection.

<TIP> TR 5 & RS LRAOBEN & (I B2 B~ TR, % petition 21RHTX 2,

2003 fk-am-43 : ( TAHARLFEL] )

2003 fk-am-44 : (2003 F-am-2 & [6] CRGRHE)

2003 Fk-am-45 : E /i3 (abandon) &AL 7 K ERFFFHIFE S . 1BR OXEToHILIL priorart (2725
(235) —HIIAB SN2 E . priorart IZ72 5,

2003 Fk-am-46 : (2003 #-pm-46 & [F] U[H&#H)
2003 fk-am-47 : ( THALZFET) )
2003 fk-am-48 : ( THALFE U] )
2003 fk-am-49 : (2003 #-am-50 & [A] URijRH)

2003 fk-am-50 : (2003 #-pm-28 &[] U /)

20
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2003 #k-pm-1 : (2003 #-am-16 L [E L)

2003 £k-pm-2 : D Reissue T claim Z LR CE D DI, FFaFAMIEIT% 2 LN,

<TIP> T24F) X, BEHMNOERT D, FFFPEITHD 2001/5/8 THh-7=E . 2003/5/8 £ T,

2003 fk-pm-3: ( THARELFE L] )

2003 Fk-pm-4 : A [EFE i (International application) i, MEZFEAMN L THiID R\ & filing date %
R TE 220, ROJUS 705 OIBINEFFIZXT L, FAX TiEIITE 720y (H%IX 0K) . (CFR1.6(d)(3))

2003 K-pm-5 : C FC#EZE 4 (written description requirement) K AN D42 xF L, HIFERZ IZHHIE L C
EMMULEEZRLROD LIREZEHORENRE TCOLEOFRITIX, (TERERL) )

2003 Fk-pm-6 : D EHE T2\ (claimed FEBHDRFFFEIC IR L) TEHIZ, IDS T 2 MBEH N,
(B D F2JE 513 actually used TRV &) (X, IDS AR,

2003 Fk-pm-7 : ( THARELFEIL] )

2003 £k-pm-8 : 102(g) D"diligence” 1%, FhEfLIZEHEREH T DM ENH 5, reasonable diligence
must be directly related to the reduction to practice.

2003 Fk-pm-9 : <FIEOD KM (B TORFENGHR) >

2003 #K-pm-10 : BC third party submit DXfZ%, HATMIDO A (AF, AHEOFEIFILX) |
explanation, underlining, highlight 25 2 19" % = L 13 X, FFEFCEiE. U R b 284510E ok,

<TIP>third party submit (2%} L, USPTO [XIE T D A,
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2003 Fk-pm-11 : E 51T (Reissue) 1%, file I(Z oath/declaration 7 unexecuted T % OK,

2003 Fk-pm-12 : FEEFxr8E (subject matter requirement, 101 5)I2-2V T, B “the selected values
are not to be transformed outside of the computer into computer data.” D& 1% X,  C “method of

controlling a mechanical robot which relies on storing data in a computer.”{d OK, D “method of updating

alarm limits by changing the number value of a valuable to represent the result of the calculation.” 13 X,

2003 Fk-pm-13 : HrfME/FEE MO ROV R — NI, (BE=ZF TR )FEHAD affidavit TH OK,

2003 Fk-pm-14 : E (BEEEHFECTH A LLLE, ) RITFES 102(e) D% 2 AT %,

2003 £k-pm-15 : C [EBE HfHE(International application) > & [E PN Bz (national stage) ~&1179 5 & &
copy of the international application } TN basic national fee {%. FAX THeHTE 72\ (XX 0K)

<TIP>EWNBATOLZERIT, OFHE, OEBEHEOT L, @19 /MIEDET L, @FEEE,
OIRTEHTHY . O~ODOHRILLLETH D,

%

2003 £k-pm-16 : 1 FEH B HIHT(103)I243V T, "whether the differences between the prior art and
the claims would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art.”|Z72 ¥V, 1E L <. "whether

the differences between the prior art and the invention as a whole would have been obvious::-.”

2003 FK-pm-17 : A [EERHFE EEEAER 72 5 102(e) D PR 2 A9 2 01k, EERHRE A 2
2000/11/29 LA TH 2558 D F, CKREFRFFF A FAE 43 (122(b)) 232 1T TV T, 102(e)D
% REBERRZh 2B T D,

2003 Fk-pm-18 : C filing receipt DIFEHZF L IZ AL I A 2R A LT-5E . KZECTETIET % 715,
file a request for a corrected filing report -2 = &, EBEEICESE L CRTIEAKIET 27217 TliE X,

2003 Fk-pm-19 : E FF H B ]IK7(103) 1235V T, Equivalency must be recognized in the prior art,
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2003 £k-pm-20 : C P54 (Reexamination)lZ33V Y Cld, patent i printed publication ? Z$i&H A,
ABD Reexamination (235 C, affidavit |ZFEHA ], E APRIENHISE(E.G. “on sale”) T FEIEA A,

2003 Fk-pm-21 : AB non-final action (23 T4 TD claim % reject L7 HA. 2T claim ZffiE
L7256 TH, reject DN ZY LW ED FiEEZT 50538 5, (Replying to every ground
of rejection and distinctly and specifically points out the supposed errors in every rejection.)

2003 Fk-pm-22 : B I DIEIE )5 oath/declaration 232 H S 3U7=35A . USPTO 1345 HIZHERR T 5,
CIEBIENMSLIA & [l — D6, BUEK TH Y objection DXRTH 5 (rejection T7Z2VY)

2003 fk-pm-23 : ( THALFIL) )

2003 Fk-pm-24 : (i HFE—EE HFEA(—PCT HEE—EWNRBIT) 0% (& CHEUNICELHETZEDH D) |
RAEAIN 20 1T, R 55 5T 5, (156(a)3)

2003 Fk-pm-25 : B i EIZ L VB L 7= claim 2 new matter 2 FLH|Z reject S4125 2 & 1d7eu,
new matter & (%, specification, abstract, drawing Z& 2 HT L ETE 2180 L 72358 O, claim 12
FRFAEZ B L7258 1%, written description requirement(112-1)i&X OE E 72 5,

2003 Fk-pm-26 : FEBA A (SeF ) %2 F9ET 5 affidavit 1% CFR1.131, (GEBHEZLE) O F Dk %

F5E4 5 affidavit 1% CFR1.132, B CFR1.131 | 102(a)iZ£:-5< 103(a) DIEHFEH % JwiR 95 72012
HHTHSD, CCFRL1321E, [Al—D claim [ZIFfHE X206, 102(e)l2 355 < 103(a) DFEAEPEH %
YollRT A 72124 % 720, DE CFR1.131 % TF CFR1.132 O affidavit (%, Final Action 713 X,

2003 Fk-pm-27 : C 102(b)?”on sale” /%, commercial offer to sale % 1 ¢,

2003 #k-pm-28 : B (AARE FE72V | ) claim O TOMMER 2 XETIorT VBN 5, BEIC
block diagram 23 2 ¥4 . EEMIZ2 3BT D electronics control unit O NERERL % X ICIBFET 5,
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2003 Fk-pm-29 : C design Patent Ti%. 102(d)DHARNL 12 » A TXR<., e » Al .

2003 £k-pm-30 : A CFR1.131 ®FEH H (Se38BH) 2 F9E 7% affidavit 23 claim OEZEO—H = K< Hh,
rejection 2SHEFRF S 4L T, Final IZ72 > TLE 9,

2003 fk-pm-31 : (2003 F-pm-7 & [A URIRE)

2003 Fk-pm-32 : HEENE # AE T 5 & Eh(separate verification statement)id. < DA% H L OK,
51 21X, Request to correct inventorship in a pending application, Petition to make an application special,
Claim for foreign priority. Substitute specification | X, HGERFIZE B2 42T 2057 L,

<TIP>RCE L. HiERFIC (fee &TY) ”"submission” Z 2T ANEH D

<TIP>RCE ®”submission”|X. (DNew argument, @New evidence, (@Amendment of the drawing.
@Amendment of the claims % & &2, Appeal brief X5 £ 721>,

2003 fk-pm-33 : ( THARLFIL) )

<TIP> “ODBIRER L2 EL WO TIEZRL, MAFERL O B Z wkR T 5,

2003 fk-pm-34 : (2003 #-am-29 & [7] URRE)

2003 Fk-pm-35 : A (2003 F-am-33 L [R UZ0i%) B FEH BAMERINOEHEZ TR =< . pEEEMRL,
PRE7EZ RS 2 BET 55561018, HFE A @ declaration TIX &Y 77, BEIFIGELS M PE,

2003 k-pm-36 : C FHFIEH 23U T priorart & 5RO 72 A D SCEIZ DUV Cid, CFR1.131 OFEHH
(S &2 IR 5 affidavit 12X 0 TR T X 720,

<TIP> B RIS\ T priorart &80 72 H b Ok, JEIRT 2 A HA B 5.

2003 £k-pm-37 : C A MM (utility) RADDHEEIL, AN (HEICFEH O 22 W)REL TR T 720y,
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2003 Fk-pm-38 : (2003 F-pm-11 & [6] CRIEE)

2003 Fk-pm-39 : D [EFEHFE(International application)iZ. claim %5 £ 72\ & HFEH Z MR TE 220,

<TIP> KE@E A SRRk, (BT claim A2,

2003 Fk-pm-40 : B (2000/11/29 LARED)3E3EIZ L D CKE Z 8 EE & 4 5)PCT HFEIX. 102(e)D
%EHEFE 2 2479 %, "The international application is published in English” 237381 > k1

2003 #k-pm-41 : D FREZL:K (restriction requirement)lZxf L. JBIR4 2% & [ IC AR H & R
B2 _TEBITIE, % H petition Z#EH T 5, B H| ﬁe%% IR TEL ZTTIEX,

2003 Fk-pm-42 : C TR E N Lk A OV B (2 HSU T 103(a) DFE#E % L7-1%. Board ™ appeal (2
BWTHEAED A KO B G 282 R 372 OIS0k ¢ 2B L 723%5& . Board I3,
SCik A e DN B IZEESWT, fEiffs (rejection) % reverse 3%,

2003 Fk-pm-43 : C FEIFE D[EEEIZ DU T Application data sheet(ADS) & oath/declaration 73 ~— £t D
Y. oath/declaration DFCHE A EET 5, E B TEREIZOW TR DL S, ADS MEHLT 5,

<TIP>Application data sheet(ADS) D& I I{TE, ADS X, OHFE., @HIFAAN, @& REL AL
DEHE,. O ANIEREE T,

2003 Fk-pm-44 : consisting of IO TN AD Z & ZFF S 720N, fit-> T, MAZIEDY consisting of 7
A, WEBETEELZ BT 720 (objection Dxf5) . (2003 F-am-30 & [F UAik)

2003 #K-pm-45 : AB 2T D7 L — AN SN -8A T, appeal THIFEAZ —#8D 7 L — A|Z
DNWTOAERNC R LT85 A . Board [XEBNZE R S Lz 7 L— A2 OWTDOARRETT 5,

<TIP>Board (ZHEED 7 L — A &EHANI T S D7D, Hax DT L— AIZHOW TSSO
FEEFME CHTRME/FER BAME) DFETDH k%fI%Eﬁ‘ébEz’M%é

2003 Fk-pm-46 : ( TAARELELT] )
25
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2003 Fk-pm-47 : 102(a) DK ("use”, “onsale”) %, K[EAN DA, NAFTA, WTO IZHERGLE,

2003 FK-pm-48 : C FFAH DIEHED Finality Z 4+ 9 ~ < petition Z#2MH L7286 & 158 R H1H]
(shortened statutory period)NIZCGm L CTEREMNRWE . Z D% NGmT DBEIT extension fee 2343,

2003 fk-pm-49 : ( THALFIL) )

2003 Fk-pm-50 : (1)(2) 102(g) D 2 Fffix, OfADHT B (HFEA LV )EFRATH S5, @M% AN
H 3 (abandonment)., [Sifk(suppression), FhEE(concealment) L TV 22 &, (DI, interference %
EET DL Uikt A2 45% % ] % actually reduced to practice TH D MEH VD, (3)4 % AN
HFE U722 &%, 102(g) DEME TR,
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2002 #F-am-1 : 112, paragraph 6 {Z£. means plus function claim T& ¥ . “means for” DiE % 510,

2002 F-am-2 : CHMETHIH SN2, UTHBANEDRF > TH 6 3 » HLINIZ, Y343k %
IDS CHEH T 5 FEH 033 D, Final Rejection XX Notice of Allowance 73&% 5 & . [k E(statement)
K OE B fee) D MM E L 725,

2002 F-am-3 : <WIE>—HIEIL, PCT HFEZ OEN FHi~OBITIZ, #BELHS 30 » ALK,

2002 F-am-4 : B FEhirIREEF & /o720, M AT 5 2 Li3A ( THALELT] ) |

2002 #-am-5 : C design patent |&. RCE DXfZ TlX7a,

<TIP>design patent OFFH : O - WEHMEFE, (2003 #-am-35 & 1)

2002 #:-am-6 : D 2000/4/28 |Z file 7= HFEIZ-OVNT, 2000/12/29 (2 CPA % file L 727" fee Z fff
L 72 o 72354 . ”Notice of improper Request for Continued Examination (RCE) and a notice of
abandonment.” #5217 %5, ECPA Xi% RCE 2> Ri#Y] 723546 . suspention I3 HALR WY,

2002 F-am-7 : D THIERAERH % H (unexpected result)iX, HFEA Diim DA TIXNFETE 720,
ETHIR/ERARIL, HEASHER LSO L L CTHMER CEE DU, F5E oK,

2002 F-am-8 : D103(c)lX. (103(a) T72 <) 102(e) DA FaD < HEflzi3d fH S 7,

2002 F-am-9 : A FFFFHFERFICIE, FodkZ4 (written description)Z 7872 L CW 5 EHEE S b,
CHEARIT, LB MMEKOHE %2 BRI T 2851 H 5,

2002 F-am-10 : A FEHE 2 BT 55615, #r L\ oath/declaration 2308, — HARH L721%1%
oath/declaration H{&XZffil(amend) 3 5 Z & IZH 720,

<TIP>oath/declaration {%, sign T2 F[lEL, [—HIEH L] Z 226720,
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2002 F-am-11 : B 2000/11/29 LI D FEEEIC X 2 CRE 5 EE & 5)PCT HFEIX. 102(e) D #2E
BESRZh A H T 5

2002 #F-am-12 : <IE > s AREE,

2002 #-am-13 : C Federal Government |£. small entity O &R 3V, (CFR 1.27)

<TIP > BUff(Government)iZkl % 7 A &2 A DA X, small entity DJFEEZ =% LIS D,

2002 #-am-14 : B ex parte reexamination (233 TiX, requester |L interview ([ZZ T D72 L,

<TIP>inter parte reexamination (%, JiiHf(original)2® 1999/11/29 LAFRIZ file S FULTRFFTF D A2,

2002 F-am-15 : C fRELADET U CTRERFEN 2N T 5 & | associate power of attorney & K203 %

2002 F-am-16 : E 1EE NG (statutotry shortened period) NI &9, fee+petition 72 < |
CFR1.8 or 1.10 & 7= S 72\, HIAITHE(abandonment) 2415,

2002 #-am-17 : D design patent |3, FFFFii]FH%E (Patent Term Adjustment) D 72 L,

<TIP>design patent DFFE : O - OZFE L, (2003 F-am-35 =)

2002 F-am-18 : C FEHHDO AEH) 5 (essential element) S AN E(ZGREEE N L | 112-2 BT 5,

2002 #-am-19 : 2000/5/29 LAKED actual filing 1Z. utility patent (% RCE D Z (CPA [FFEIE X 7z) |
design patent | CPA ™7~ (RCE % design patent (i@ H) .

<TIP>AKBID X 912, ZODOFmOIEHE 21 > BIETIL, Blx Ofbim & 72 DRN IEARIZEL Y B,
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2002 #-am-20 : DE File Information Unit (FIU){Z{%. subsequently filed application D& iR TE 5,
earlier filed application [FFEK T&E 72\ (AW BH DN E) |

2002 F-am-21 : C H=F O ONFRIEML, FTIEFEREOERITHI L, USPTO (FSET DI,

2002 #-am-22 : consisting of IZMMDEZN A D Z & #FF S 720>, comprising of 13579, - T\
JHNZIE 7N consisting of DA, HE/BE TEE LB TE 72\ (objection DXf5) .

2002 #-am-23 : PCT OENBATIZ., IHOESEHEEIE B (OME O FEAEHFE) 2> S 30 A LI,

<TIP> [ERRHFED SR . oath/declaration 1%, 30 » A #fE% & I1B58 OK (USPTO 7> & IBENNE D)

2002 #-am-24 : B Final Action (Z%} L Ci&. Request for Reconsideration Z &9 5 & & H 12,
Notice of Appeal HEKRFIZH L TR NE,

2002 F-am-25 : E FFFiH O FH49  (Patent Term Adjustment) (ZBW T, /£ LV H—T 4T A L2 A,
FhE Ay, S CHEAE L7 WIS s, (RCE THIE L7 HIMIIfHms ey, )

<TIP > patent term adjustment |, 2000/5/29 LLF(C file L 7= utility patent HHFAD 7,

2002 F-am-26 : B /NS 2K (small entity) & T35 L7223, 755 T (by mistake)id i > 2 FH 2 #fF
L7, Wfrt% 2 AETGET R c& 5, A RilE-S CHFEL TH, filing fee ITEHI 72\,

<TIP>small entity TH D Z & DOFEIX, 1% 3 » H LA,

2002 #-am-27 : A [RiEZ K (restriction requirement)3 & - 72 85A 1%, 18R] LIAMZ, claim @
cancel ORI EZME Y HAEIL, HEH CRIZET AL ERD S,

<TIP>REFRNDEF CTH- A, NEHTHERIRTE 5, (2002 Fk-pm-30 )

<TIP>REZERIZIBNT 1 7 H OIEEFEMEIRAED B TH, petitiontfee T5 7 HIER TE 5,

2002 F-am-28: ( TAAREFEL] )
29
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2002 F-am-29 : FATHAN W= D5 MBI & 3D 72DI2iE, SREET A FE—OHMT 78 Th 5 0,
reasonably pertinent to the problem with which the inventor was concerened 2323 ( THAELRE L] )

2002 F-am-30: ( TAARELFEL) )

<TIP>multiple dependent claim & (%, 521X, ”Agadget asin Claim 1 or Claim 2.” &\ 9 {EJEIH,

2002 #-am-31 : D #i£HH L 7= oath/declaration %, #jE CTx72\ . (2002 F-am-10 & [F) UEni%)

2002 F-am-32 : iBR D 7= D Elii(experimental use)23F& T L720ED 5, public use & 72 5,

2002 #-am-33 : B UPSTO 7> 5 DIEMAEHLEEE Tk L Cld, assignee DAL IR T N &,

2002 #:-am-34 : A fifi iIE(@amendment) DR & . HARINIZAT 9, CE 41 L W A F L7= claim @

changes in red and a marked up version of rewritten claims % 13, BAN/EIER L 7= claim 13 R,

2002 F-am-35: BD ¥ & 5 claim IRTEL TUh 5 & restriction requirement DX L 725,
—Reissue |Z331F B [REHE K TIX. original unamended article and apparatus claim 73R X jv7= &
Fehll 245 (considered constructively elected) , —ZAUANRFT RIHE T ALIL, abeyance in a withdrawn
status inasmuch as no “error” under 35 U.S.C. 251 exists & HU V) 40415,  (pass toissue TIX72V>, )

2002 #-am-36 : A “Product and process claims should be separately grouped”{% MPEP D EFETH 5,
B claim [FJAVMIEIZIE 5 ~&E T, H&AID claim 23 bIREN DR L1 MPEP DEFETH 5,
D iz 1%, Claiml |Z Claim3 23R T % & X, Claim2 73 Claiml (2588 LZ2WIEOVEIL X, E claim 1,
KXFTHEY, BV A RTERDDE, CMPEP (2, JNZIEIE 3ELIN & V9 recommendation (3
TFEL720, OMSZIEDN 3 A A D & BN LD 7207, )
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2002 #-am-37 : AD HiE A LLAT 1 AFELAN O ST SCERIC ) L. CFR1.131 @ affidavit (2 X W 5B H %
FHEL T (swearingback) . 102(a)D#EffaZ iR T 5, Kb, HFEHLLET 1 AL O S T30k A
KIERFFHEOYA X, swearing back (2 L 2 wwkiZHI KT, interference Tt = 12725,

2002 F-am-38: ( THARELFEL] )

2002 #-am-39 : utility patent (&, CPA(Continued prosecution application)/d. actual filing date 7°
2000/5/29 LIHT D HEAD 7, HEHeHEE5R D FEME & 70 2 HIFEO filing date 13 1ERI{R,

<TIP>design patent X, BIFETH CPA TE 5, RCE NEEWV)ND,

2002 #-am-40 : USPTO 23 EXE 2 250 L 7= = & D FEMA(prima facie case) Z HEXL 5 72 D121,
postcard receipt (2, DFEHEFAD itemize X V@ X—VENFEH SN TWHILEDH Y,

2002 F-am-41 : A NAFTA (1993/12/8 LLF%) ,WTO (1996/1/1 LAKE) INEAEMWNIZ I 5 AL,
102(a) D43 % Lk T %, D affidavit T/ — F 2245 & &%, B LARMTIE oK,

2002 #F-am-42 : RCE [X. HFEOFEEKL T#. Dlssuefee KFHY FAITOEFIF 3RO HL-HE %
F<) . @abandonment, @& HIFT~D LR, OFLFUVEEE T, (2002 Fk-pm-29 & [F] UE15%)

2002 F-am-43 : BD USPTO (2 2 AN B > 7=5A . USPTO 1% H A1 (sua spoute)lZ FT IEFIEBH £ 4
FATTX A, BritEE (patentee) |HIET HANENH 5,

2002 F-am-44 : A i iE(amendment)IZf¥: > THIAFE 2 —EHIFR T 2555 O A 1%, registered
practitioner THaLIE OK, 47% practitioner 73 record AL TV D MLBE TR0,

2002 F-am-45 : 102(e)DIE#fa1%. (A)patentably distinguishable Di&ifi. (B)”by another” TR UWNE D
CFR1.132 @ affidavit. (C)”the reference is not U.S. patent”® CFR1.131 @ affidavit TR CX 5,

2002 F-am-46 : ( THARELFEL] )
31
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2002 F-am-47 : (HFEO S EE HFEZ U CESEHE Z a3 0u, Eeciii i3aE s HFER )
EEIND, HFEZ ¥ (conversion)7= & HFERF N DL X415 (2002 Fk-pm-14 & 7] U &%)

2002 F-am-48 : B small entity T7Z2U &1 license 35 & . small entity DJEE A H 55 T X 7200,

2002 F-am-49 : <O KM (& TOBERENEFR) >

2002 #-am-50 : D 102(d)iE. KEHFED filing date ™ 12 » H LA ERTICAMNERFF A2 HFE L TRV |
[A)K[E HFE D filing date LTI M4 3% A ERFFTF2 Allow S417= (enforceable T %) Hé, UizihE
FFOBREOA I DR, <VE>YZIMNERFT AR (publish) AU TV D BT 00,

32

C:\Documents and Settings\hxt8\Desktop\6_Past_Exam...docx



2002 F-pm-1 : C iRER D 7= 8 D Ffiii(experimental use) 3 & T L7222 5. publicuse & 72 5,

2002 F-pm-2 : RCE I%, HFEDOFERA T (Final Action) #%. Dissue fee Ay (FEITOHLU T I A3
WO LN EZRLS) . @abandonment, @F AT ~D Lk, O FUWVREE T,

2002 F-pm-3 : BUT/L—/LCTld, #IED & X 2{K% 72 LE 2 5 (substitute specification)i5 4 %
B, “clean version”|ZAE, —”mark-up version” D A4EH T 1LIE OK,

2002 £-pm-4 : B 102(g) D" diligence” 3. reference @ issue date 7> 5 & BH DHLZE D Fii{k (actual
reduction) & TOHA 2/ FE. D 102(g) D" diligence” X, NAFTA, WTO I E AN DOIEE) D Fx,

2002 F-pm-5 : A claim % cancel 32 Ml IEIZFEWVEBIFE ZHIFR T 54561, “no deceptive intent” ™D
statement [Z4~%, C omitted inventor Z 1819 % & 1%, 5 A D written consent 23 42,

2002 F-pm-6 : C FEAEBEE(X, Y, 2)DHETH, 102(a) THAE S 172 claim 75 Z OHHFE T
b2 Z L &RFEHT UL, Z DR A L7z CFR1.131 O affidavit THIRTE 5,

<TIP>claim ®— O L[EFHATHIUL, HESEE U CHFEFEIAE & 725,

2002 F-pm-7 : BCIHFAD %, 5 HFAZ U CESoHEZ EiR T HUE. 20 [ O RFF eI X
AR S SR SN D, HFEZE E (conversion) 72 & . RHHFERF NS ER SN CTLE 9,

2002 #&-pm-8 : A small entity T% IDS e FHITJREE 2 L, D AA[BEDFEFIZ K 5 revival IZHEED D

2002 #-pm-9 : B SCATHEAN OFL A DIRR L, “express suggestion” [ AAE ( THARERL] ) o

2002 F-pm-10 : AB % =& b . FiFHEE Ot (authorization)® < maintenance fee Z#if T& 5,
— — B L7 fee IRIERERIT X, BCHIfS L 72 maintenance fee 73 application number 721> L
patent number THIE SN TWRWIEAIT, K72 fee DGR K AT HE,
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2002 F-pm-11 : AE (KHFERFIC S DIERZI RO — O NRFEM TH > ThH ., T DOIEHAZEN
SERL L T2 S W HHFERRIC . 243 claim IS X {RHFE B OESeiER TIETX 5,

2002 F-pm-12: ( TAAKREELT] )

2002 F-pm-13 : Tififi £ (disapproving a preliminary amendment) & L C. (a)(b)i% X, (c)i% OK,
(a) The nature of any changes to the claims or specification ...
(b) The state of preparation of a first Office action as of the date of receipt ... by the Office.

(c) The state of preparation of a first Office action as of the certificate of mailing date under 37 CFR 1.8...

2002 F-pm-14 : IDS |&, (First Action #2) Final Rejection 3 |& Notice of Allowance £ T, BORE
(statement) SLUEFE H FHfee) D 17> T OK,

< TIP>(DFinal Rejection |3 Notice of Allowance 238 % & [l (statement) 2 OMEHEHfee) DTl /5723
WE LD, ZORIZ, RCE XIIMKGHRE L CIDS 35 2 & b alhE, @%F D issue Fee XHA4
(RFFFREATHONZ, issue DHUFIF 2, RCE XLkt L T IDS 2 LE N D 2,

2002 F-pm-15 : <PASS > /AL EEN, EUENR?

2002 #-pm-16 : Method & Product (5D AT TV —Th 5025, Claim3 1A Y) 22 HE B H,
Claim 1. A method for making an Ethernet cable comprising the steps of A, B and C.
Claim 2. The method of Claim 1, further characterized by the step of D.
Claim 3. The Ethernet cable as in any one of the preceeding claims.

Objection (Zxf 9" 51 72t~ & X, Claim 3 % cancel L7=_EC, ”Claim 4. An Ethernet cable made by
a process cpmprising the steps of A, B and C.” %2 T Claim 5. An Ethernet cable made by a process
cpmprising the steps of A, B, Cand D.” Z 1B/l 5% Z &,
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2002 #-pm-17 : inter parte reexamination |&. JiUH{f(original)2® 1999/11/29 LLKEIZ file &7z
FEFF D I, ZHLIHTO HIFEIL, ex parte reexamination D %,

2002 F-pm-18 : HFERFD oath/declaration | %, FEHIH (inventor) DA,  (HL7p 2 FEBRAHENE 13 X)

2002 F-pm-19 : HLFEFFEZE O — AT L72SE0E, EEREA ST ALY A 35

<TIP>JLFEFERE O — ADBHBEERA~OY A  2HATH, thoFRHEN TR, Z 054,
YA D EBHEAUTERERAFOY A R ENEE, HBEFHRIEITT 5,

2002 #R-pm-20 : D Express mail CiEfId94uid, B ITEMAH GEED

<TIP>Certificate of mailing THIFAEFAZ 54T L CH . HFAH X USPTO ~DE|FE H

2002 #-pm-21 : rejection {ZxF L CiX, Board |Z appeal TX %, petition f£{HANF], A objection {Zxf
L TlE. petition Z#2 T 5721, appeal 4~7] (2003 #-am-21 & [A] UA15%)

2002 #-pm-22 : AE divisional application [, original application 3% )& I HFET D LN H D,

2002 #-pm-23 : A Express mail TiEff 9 4uik, HEH XM GEED

2002 F-pm-24 : —EikRLHRECIP)IE. JRBHIE IS FEE IS IR, HFEH 230 T35 7200,

2002 #-pm-25 : CRCE |, issue fee XFAWVEIX, FITORFIF 23580 H L7254 D A OK,

2002 #-pm-26 : AE Reissue |X”error” Z 7] 1IE3 5 & D, [REZ K (restriction order)(Z)ii U724 IE1X
error T2 5, Reissue N[, #RFEAIELE T4 claim % cncel L7=ffi1EIE error T2\ 6
Reissue NA, —{fALDA . Reissue (2L Y claim ZHEIET 5 2 LT R H kA,
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2002 F-pm-27 : AC ZAE X, HFAESEAZ KA L7-1%I\Z oath/declaration {2V A1 VT2 XLE N H 5,
— FEAE X ITHEERARBAEL TR Y., HBHE Y ITRKEDSS . X 1T copy of declaration %
BT AU Y D23, Y ITIX copy of application Z 5T 2 LERH 5,

2002 #-pm-28 : ABCE RCE ®”submission”({Z. (DNew argument, @New evidence. (3Amendment
of the drawing, @Amendment of the claims % %72, D Appeal brief IZ& £ 720>,

2002 #&-pm-29 : AE A (publish) 4L T2 HFEIZ DWW TIE, HEA S redacted copy A4 L 72
AR, HETHHEEREAKOa -2 AFTED

2002 F-pm-30 : BHAIEH 12, ”a reservation for a future application of subject matter disclosed but
not claimed in the application” Z FE#{ 95 Z & 1% X,

2002 F-pm-31 : A FEABH D HiGE (nonpublication request) i, HIFERFOD A, E AL 12 utility patent
A ZTET DEA L. kG HE(continuing application)(CFR 1.53(b)) & FRIZHEABR D B EE A 17U,
JHRA 22 F 5 (abandonment) 37411 OK, D<<{F >CFR 1.53(d)iZ design patent Difkfe HifE,

2002 #-pm-32 : Board ~ appeal % (Z oral hearing =& L3 5545 1L. written request+fee C OK,
512, oral hearing DB (necessary) & 8§ A ZE T LN

2002 #-pm-33 : A FFRFxt i AR O A B ELZH T S 72 5A 1. 102(a)D”7on sale” 12544 T 5,
clo2(f)jo TEF 1%, (HEFELEFIL) USPTO DEEETH V| fEMEIR L 705

2002 #-pm-34 : BRCE (L, issue fee XfAVVER L, FITOE T IF D B L7286 D OK,

2002 #-pm-35 : D Reissue application |, pre-grant publication DX T2V, (AR & L720)Y)

<TIP>(DReissue application, @provisional application, (@design application IFABAHIE 72 L,

2002 #-pm-36 : D F-HIFEENFEAIITON e oT2 L LThH, fee DFAR LI X
36
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2002 #-pm-37 : DE inter parte reexamination (%, Ji i (original)® 1999/11/29 LIKEIZ file Si7=
FFF DI, ZIVLIBTO HFAIL, ex parte reexamination D%, (2002 #-pm-17 &[] U%nik)

2002 F-pm-38 : AKHIEZ XY & LCHFEL72%. X OADBRBYIE TH S Z E2VHB L1254
X D I7)S oath/declaration ZH#EH 97 4LIX OK, Y iL., FrlCEHH A EHT H 42 L, D n’*lﬁmﬂﬁﬁf
FEIHE & — IR T A ¥E . executed declaration @ =1 B°—Z 2 H 9 1uiE OK,

<TIP> kA, BRI, FEAE 2R U X335 & X3, executed declaration D =1 £ —%
FeH 92U OK, —aEfkfe (EFE(CIP) TlX. #1Z817-72 executed declaration 23432, RCE CTIIAZL,

2002 #&F-pm-39 : Asmall entity [ZEIm CTEIET DMLEN D D0, BEA S W BRAZ N5 &
written assertion & FH M X415, Csmall entity OHINLZHE5 U7-t% %, issue fee LId maintenance fee
AL PEIC D FHeld, A S LTz fee Z A 974UIT OK,

2002 F-pm-40 : IEBHEDOIEAUL, 17T D claim (2% L alternative IZHEBT D MLENRNH 5,
(c)”An apparatus as in the preceeding claims, further comprising...” {3 X, (d)”An apparatus as_in any of

the preceeding claims, in which ...” X OK, (2002 #k-am-28 & [6] U Zn#%)

2002 F-pm-41 : <D KM (& TORBIREAELR) >

2002 #F-pm-42 : B “associate attorney” X, . attorney Z 54 T HHMHEBRZ A L 72\,

2002 F-pm-43 : SMEHFAIZ IS <BICHER Bk D72 0I12iE, MikdEHRE S 1 2 4 HUNIC
KETHEE (file) T2X0ERHDH (119(a) .

<TIP>EESEHED TE8R) 13, HRSNEHRE2D 1 6 » A XIKEHENS 4 7 HDEWTET

2002 F-pm-44 : D claim {Z”preferably”{% X, E claim (Z”composition” & ”process” 23 E1E L Tl X
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2002 #-pm-45 : C W3 oath/declaration ZHEHAT CohiviX, B THIFEA L 72— A DRI,
s E B O OEFICAEE T& %, <JE>oath/declaration #EHH# 1%, £EEDRE N ML,

2002 FF-pm-46 : UPSTO /b DI HIEHLEEFE 2% L CTix. Dinformation used in invention process,
@Publication date of an undated document mentioned by applicant, @Comments on a new decision by

the Federal Circuit that appears on the point in the examination of the application. H & HI 3<%,

2002 #-pm-47 : 300line(72words/line) % ## 2. % computer program (%, CD THEH T <X (MUST) .
300line LA @ computer program }2 1} 50 H % # 2 5 table [Z, €D T#EH L T%H OK (MAY) .

2002 F-pm-48 : FiFriF al o X (drawing) DIEIEFES1X 3 » HUNTH V| IEER L,

2002 F-pm-49 : B HIFAFRFIZHEIIE XY ERt#Ei STV T, oath/declaration 3 ARIEH THILIL,
B OFRIHE X OB A > L THHT401E OK, "request to delete Y7 | X /R I

2002 F-pm-50 : D Claiml |Z Claim3 BT 5 & &, Claim2 735 Claiml (Z9EJ8 L7V OVIEIE X,
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2002 FK-am-1 : C HL[FFEME O — ABHBEH~OV A V2EATYH | MMOFEHH D TR,

<TIP> ZO8E, YA Y EIBALERRIZEOTA w3 RO E, HEFRETT 2,

<TIP>L[EFEIAZE O — A LB E IR, IEERBAIIHRAR YA 7T 5,

2002 Fk-am-2 : ( THARE[REUL] )

2002 fk-am-3 1 E 7 L—AlX, KLFTHED . BV A R TRD D, "A”)In" ThaE 5 LE T,

2002 Fk-am-4 : MSZIEOHEREFO—FZ omit T 2RI X, ( TAAREFET] )

2002 Fk-am-5 : C A E OHEML D Finality 24+ 5 7291213, FBABIZHRETFIZ petition & 7,

<TIP> SRR OFEHEOD Finality 24+ 9 < petition Z42H L7256, EEENE M (shortened
statutory period)NIZ5Gm L CERMNRW & E DR T D FEIT extension fee 23 2L

2002 Fk-am-6 : C HFEFHIZIUNT priorart & D72 A D SCHERIZ DUV Tld, CFR1.131 D¥ERHH
(Je3 ) 2 E9Ed 5 affidavit |2 L W ek T 720y, (2003 Fk-pm-36 & B ZENF%)

2002 Fk-am-7 : ( THARE[RE L] )

2002 #k-am-8 : B Non-statutory double patenting D ff#filE. Terminal disclaimer TiaiR T& 5,

< TIP>statutory double patenting D fii%, Terminal disclaimer THaiR T 72V, fHIET &,

2002 fk-am-9 : B FEBH D title |% 500characters LLN, <& >abstract iX 150words AN,

2002 Fk-am-10 : (2002 F-pm-28 & [7] U fHiE)
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2002 Fk-am-11 : AC [} & G EIIOHFEA ], B EEIX, NE CTERIEA OGS DTS5,
D BEIZEHR (brokenline) ZZFHAART, E (K CREAFBEOHAETHY) 7 —HE%
BT AT, fee ST, 3By OB F—EFEHAETET 5,

2002 Fk-am-12 : AB 384T (Reissue)lZ BT, FEBE DB enlarge the scope of claim” T72< .
FFiFRAT O 2R & e, C B DOLANT, UFEROBEZANEENDLOHEIZLD
FTIEFERA E (Certificate of Correction) CTEJ IE « 1B A HE,

2002 Fk-am-13 : AB FE#E @ common konwledge D FaEIZ % L Clk, I (seasonably) i L T
Bk | priorart LHR LI EFEMINTLE S,

2002 Fk-am-14 : ( THARERILC) )

2002 Fk-am-15 : B statutory double patenting D fE#EELH X, terminal disclaimer THufik TE 7200,
D fifi .IE.(amendment) L Craflk 3 Ay,

2002 fk-am-16 : E M ZFHET D & =13, IR TELEZ D, 7 L— L% 2 H (change)d 5 & &,
red+markup CEE L7 0 &2R7, CZ L—A%iBi(add) T % & X%, red+markup N, B 21,
Claim2,15 ZZ5 % | Claim21-25 Z 38019 %3554, Claim2,15 O red+markup 3%,

2002 Fk-am-17 : C BB fRER S dU7= (declassified) STk L. FEEAESRE H 2> 5 102(b)D prior art & 7275,
B /ANZIX E4E (public library) 1233V ) T cataloged and placed S 4172 H 25 TidZewy,

2002 £k-am-18 : NAFTA, WTO IR ENIZH 1T 53 HIX, 102(a)DIe3HZ FiE T 5,

<TIP>NAFTA [ 1993/12/8 LI, WTO 1% 1996/1/1 LA,

2002 Fk-am-19 : A JHH D fee AV OBGERE K IL. WD 2 ELIN,
<TIP>/NHIHEERTHD Z L2 FIE L GRIZEGFER TX 2013, JlFED fee HM% 3 A LI,
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2002 #k-am-20: ( THARELFILC) )

2002 Fk-am-21 : D ABHATICEE Sdv7- AR, REJEESE 6 JEABH, E 81T (Reissue) HHFE D FETE
FIHI A SN TV D,

2002 Fk-am-22 : E fij1E(amendment)iX, V7372 5558 b (at any time) 5 Bl E (original disclosure) (2
EENRNEWVIRTIER, =4 1E (preliminary amendment)i%. original & [FIFEIZHEH L7
Yty original disclosure O—# & 70 %,

<TIP>"all”,” always”, ” at any time”, ” never”, “give up” ,”cancel DA&”DRZIE, 21 OATHEMER,
2002 Fk-am-23 : (2002 F-am-1 & [ URIHE)
2002 Fk-am-24 : C25 RLVLLFOiRAIX, FRICHGE LIz L X0 Thbh b,

2002 Fk-am-25 : A FEH BIPEER ORI KT 2 S OFR, #im(argument) TEBIFIGEILIZAZ 5
ZEIETER, BEHEMAE), TEHZRSE D secondary consideration % 3GET 5 72 D123,
affidavit % D EZBINVFEHLA LELTH 5,

2002 fk-am-26 : E abstract |&, A & Ok 2 508 L2y, D #(compound, composition)®
#3145 (process for making) X 134# % (use thereof) 2N A THEWVGA 1. abstract (25095,

2002 Fk-am-27 : Graham IR 4 ZEFZ X, <A> Determining the scope and contents of the prior art.
<C> Acertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims in issue.  <D> Resolving the level
of ordinary skill in the pertinent.  <E> Evaluating evidence of secondary consideration.

2002 Fk-am-28 : EBIEDOTERUL, JATT D claim (Z2%f L alternative [ZHE/ET 2 L ERH 5,
(c)”An apparatus as in the preceeding claims, in which ...”{X X, (d)”An apparatus as in any preceeding

claim, in which ...” I3 OK,
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2002 fk-am-29 : D 102(d)i%. KEHFED filing date ?® 12 » H UL ERHCAMERFF 2 HFEL TRV
[F] filing date LARIIZ Y%A ERFFFAY Allow S 4172 (enforceable TH %) Hh., HUikIMEFFF D
BEOFEIIM DR, <> YEZAMEFRFFFH AR (publish) 4L TV B LB X720,

<TIP> AR E ., AMNE TR issue” SN H ZFBEIC L TWA 2N, BEBICITZRA Y 1

2002 £k-am-30 : <O KE (2 TORIRERHR) >

2002 £k-am-31 : EBEADOERIL, 1779 5 claim (2% L alternative (BT 2 LN H 5,
1z 1%, ”any one of”, "any of”, "one of”, “Claim 2 or 3" & \» 9 JEXU%. il s OK,

2002 Fk-am-32 : A product by process claim (., prior art |Z step A REd STV < ThH, [Fl—0#
DAFCEL S AL TUVLALIE, 102(b) THEAfE =415, D “The product in the reference does not necessarily or
inherently possess a characteristic of the applicant’s claimed product” & F=3E 3 #UiZ OK, (HAL[FEL)

2002 fk-am-33 : C Final Action IZ%f L 2 » A CIn& L7172 & Z A, Examiner’'s Amendment 23F D14
4 A En=56. YiztialX Allow =415, E Examiner's Amendment (&, Final Action 225
6 r HUNIZH SN D, (&N 6 7 H T, )

2002 £k-am-34 : A HFA AN DSBIEO —H 0 B 282 LS 7235556, “Notice of Omitted Items” |2
BT DI renumber DA IEA{T O LEH D, % H. petition+fee TIBIIAR I,

2002 #k-am-35 : B (HAXE[RI L) C enablement Z4:(112-1)3E T, claim | attack(reject) S AL72 00,

2002 Fk-am-36 : A IIMMDOBERZN AL Z L 27 I 72\, 18- T, AN consisting of D55 1iE
JBIE CERE A BITE 720 (objection Dxf4:) . (2003 #F-am-30 & [A] U4Aik)

2002 £k-am-37 : A112-1 (23U T, abstract (ZHIHIZEO & L THE 45, Cabstract D
RSN EFFF AT BE DS54 . Examiner’'s Amendment T& % (”Ex parte Quayle action” TIL72 1Y)
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2002 fk-am-38 : ( THAREFEL] )

2002 Fk-am-39 : E — &k HFE(CIP)IL, ”before patenting of the first application” |Z 3 X &
<& >"before a notice of allowance” TIL72\ >, DI HFREIZ, CIP HEEDEEREL 72 57200,

2002 fk-am-40 : (2002 F-am-36 & [A] URRHE)

2002 fk-am-41 : (2002 F-am-30 & [A] UfRHE)

2002 k-am-42 : A {EE AR H (shortened statutory period)fRiE 1% 1L, petition + fee 23 AEL,

2002 Fk-am-43 : A BAHEVE (indefinite) E {4 & DRIFR T, claim LS OFIRIE A 0 1555412,
FTAEIL, (MO FEEME S EIH I DR TIER W,

2002 Fk-am-44 : ABC Board ~~® appleal #%1%. fiii(amendment) CTxiiind 5 F ORI 1L X,

2002 Fk-am-45 : CE HiJiE % 7#)Et% . restriction requirement (255 U CHIH A 23R L, 3B %
cancel LT3R B &2y E|HfE(divisional application)% L7=D36 . FEBH B 134K NDFTA,

2002 £k-am-46 : D [E#HIEft D —>TH 5 Tthird party submission] (%, ZABH(publish)?>%& 2 » A
X Notice of Allowance D3 ED BT F T,

<TIP> AR D—2>TH 5 [protest) 1L, OEBHF HETIL. 2B XX Notice of Allowance ®
FED RN F T, @Reissue DAL, BHING 2 » A LI,

<TIP>third party submission (%, FIfT¥DFH (A%, AHEDOFEZEILX) . explanation,
underlining, highlight 2 & 1195 Z &1L X, Far3Ckix, U A R 24297403 oK,

<TIP>protest %, explanation %% ff L T% OK,

<TIP>third party submit (Zxf L, USPTO [ZIE T D T,
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2002 Fk-am-47 : ( THARELFILC) )

2002 %k-am-48 : Non-statutory double patenting D% 41X, —>DOHFED claim [6] % %tthd 5,

<TIP>JEH BAMEHIKT(103)I28 U TiL, "whether the differences between the prior art and the
invention as a whole would have been obvious:--.” Z &3 %,

2002 Fk-am-49 : E CPA(Continued prosecution application) 2 U} fee 324V authorization (& FAX T OK,

<TIP>FAX TiEE T 52 EHH X, DCPA, @Amendment, (@Declaration, @Petition, Blssue fee
transmittal, (®Authorization to charge deposit account,

<TIP>EBEHFERIfR, HFEH 2R 2 & OEFEIX, FAX TEAT 25 Z &3 X,

2002 Fk-am-50 : A FFFFF1TH 2 4ELANIZ Reissue 4 HGE L. oath/declaration T2 L — A ZHLKT 5
ZEETEHELTBR 2HFRBEEZICT L—AZIERTE 5,
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2002 #-pm-1 : (2003 F-am-9 & [A] UfHEH)

2002 Fk-pm-2 : A H (Y5 H) % kT 5 affidavit 13 CFR1.131,

2002 Fk-pm-3 : C 102(a) DA%k FE N (use, onsale) 1. K[EPN DI+, NAFTA, WTO | TSR,

2002 Fk-pm-4 : E CHEAE X, JBRE 1 ERIE, LT ORFREETRIREG 0 Z 13X,

2002 Fk-pm-5 : B FFFFHHFEDRESZ AL, IDS OFH5 M, ERE L L Gliiahn TR T,

FEANHEINEIRIH#E D> 7213, IDS DEHZHA 9,

2002 Fk-pm-6 : ( THARELFE L] )

2002 #k-pm-7 : (2003 F-am-19 & [F URHE)

2002 Fk-pm-8 : ( THARELFIL] )

2002 #k-pm-9 : (2003 F-am-18 & [F] U )

2002 #k-pm-10 : Bclaim (ZxF L T4, REAHER DA 13 objection,

2002 Fk-pm-11: ( THARLFEIC) ) <TIP>102(e)DiEHaIT. HAD 29 50 2 HERX L [H L,

2002 Fk-pm-12 : A HL[FEFEBH#E (Joint inventor) D — ADSHFETFHREIZ ST 5 Z L 2 HEE L TV DA
O ILFEFEIE L, HHER L T HZ L THETE 2,
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2002 Fk-pm-13 : A I HFERFIC claim % T X (handwritten) TIEIET 23561213, AN
(Ddate M O'@initial I3 sign 2, 5% claim 23Ft#l S 72 /&m EICFE AT R &,

2002 Fk-pm-14 : D I HHFED ., W HFEZ L CESCHEZ BRI U, 20 4[] O RrF e X
W AR s SR S D, HFEZE E (conversion) 72 & . IR NS ER SN CTLE 9,

2002 %k-pm-15 : ”Claim3. The apparatus of Claim 1, wherein the outer circumference of said copper
pipe is statically charged.” & W D fiEBIEIL, OK, ( THARLFEUT) )

2002 Fk-pm-16 : C ( THAEL[FE L] )

2002 Fk-pm-17 : ( THAREFRUL] )

2002 #k-pm-18 : C [REZ K (restriction requirement)iZ%f L, &IN5 & [AIRFIC BARRELE & £EIC
HLEE A2k~ T T L (traverse), % H petition Z#EH T 5, (2003 Fk-pm-41 & [A] UZ05#)

2002 fk-pm-19 : (2003 F-pm-19 & [ URHE)

2002 Fk-pm-20 : (2002 F-am-4 & [A] URIRE)

2002 FKk-pm-21 : B rejection (25t L Cld. Board |Z appeal T& %, petition #£HI A F], A objection {Z
%f L ClE, petition Z4EHT& 5721, appeal /<7 (2003 #F-am-21 & [7] UZZnik)

<TIP>claim 2% LT H ., EREMERK DAY objection,  (E.gJRANZIH & HEJBEDNE—, )

2002 Fk-pm-22 : B LAY H 5 ORI % HFE L TV T %, USPTO (2 petition Z HiH 5 Tlix7e,
(FHIFT TR X ZFIH) D “When a second conversion under 37 CFR1.48(a) is attempted by the
practitioner, the conversion decision will be decided by the Technology Center Director.” |Z1E L VY,
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2002 £k-pm-23 : C design patent %, PCT(Patent Cooperation Treaty) D %5 TIX72\ ),

<TIP>design patent D : O - WEFEFE, (2003 F-am-35 ZH)

2002 #k-pm-24 : D {5 HiJE (provisional patent application)id. claim <2,

2002 #k-pm-25 : (2002 F-am-6 & [6] URHE)

2002 fk-pm-26 : (2002 F-pm-16 & |7 URHE)

2002 k-pm-27 : CE HHFEHA X 725 file L7z 2 » ARRICHEAN Y 23[A—3EH % file L725E . I
DA — NIZFENE S 72854 (commonly assigned) . Y O HFEIZ % L”provisionally anticipated by
application X” & L C 102(e) OfE#aN &b,

2002 #k-pm-28 : B oath/declaration (235 TiL, [EfE(what country he is a citizen) Z ik~ 25 ML EH 1,
E (oath 72V . ) declaration IZ/AFE(nortarize) D VB 72 L,

2002 #k-pm-29 : (2002 F-pm-2 & [7 URHREHE)

2002 #X-pm-30 : D FREZL:K (restriction requirement) N FEE ThH - 7-5A. DETEIRTX 5,

<TIP> @I DISMC, WMiEE 2 AT, ZEECHRET24ER’H S (2002 F-am-27 /)

2002 Fk-pm-31 : A BAIEIZ T, graphical illustration, flowcharts, diagram 1Z4# 2. 72\,

2002 Fk-pm-32 : A SMEHFEOESEME A 9k L T(119(a)-(d)). 102(a) DiEHEA ik TE 5,

2002 £k-pm-33 : D A B (2% L Examiner’s Amendment @ authorization % {59 2 #iRIX, 15E

FEAE [ (statutotry shortened period) DHIfEI D Zx, L%, IERE ATREHIIN ThH UL, petition+fee T

EINTE5, Eg BN 3 » A LEESNTWIEHAICHFEAL 1 OB TINET 5 &,
47
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FIZ 2 5 A% ® 281 H @) T authorization Z {15 L T, petition+fee Z > TV 72U \RY
i F#E(abandonment) & Fii =i 5,

< TIP>Examiner’s Amendment @ authorization Z {f5-Cx 2 AL, JoErREdAf & R TN

2002 Fk-pm-34 : 155 HE I (statutotry shortened period) PN 12 B 5 512 H7% L C Express Mail C
L Ch, WHEINEMM Z & L g & X, GEEATREMIJEZ2 5, petition+fee T OK)

2002 FK-pm-35 : CELE I, A B YU v 7 EEES, (o FEOBEEZHRLZ LTS oK, )

2002 £k-pm-36 : CUSPTO 23 HHFEESA Z 0 L7254, UPSTO 20 b O et EEE 1ok LTI,

BEICHERE L) BORE U TH 5, DE FMEHMIRMLES I L, B L HEEEHOE L
FOGEERLGEO Y 2 M E2FERET 2581, [2CoRbBEETthD ) BL. MucRHLE
IR L TRV BO. W7D statement ZHEHTHMLERND D,

2002 Fk-pm-37 : B FEBAOFEAM LB, R (short) (ZFRCET &, D XHEITIX, claim iz
ETORBE RS2 TUER5700,

2002 £k-pm-38 : C R D ARG EF (essential element) % claim L7aW & 112-2 1K,

2002 Fk-pm-39 : A ZEfJ(summary)id. disclosure as a whole Tl372< . invention (Z[A]lT H LD XX,
ERBHOETOERIL, summary (2B TR (briefly)fod# S v D &,

2002 Fk-pm-40 : CABH AN AR TH S & priorart & LTz 720y, (TAREFL] )

2002 Fk-pm-41 : (2002 F-pm-24 & [7] CRHRE)

2002 #k-pm-42 : (2002 F-am-7 & [6 URIRE)
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2002 Fk-pm-43 : ( THARELFL] )

2002 k-pm-44 : D MEHFAOESeHE R EiRT 554, “same inventive entity” Td 5 0 BT IE

<TIP> 3B (inventor) | DEFRIL, FEEIZFE— LIZRE LRV E,

2002 Fk-pm-45 : D HEFl(interest) D —E D A DOFES NIL, HFATHi 2 A CHED 5 Z L 1T H R0,
B “The Board ... handles all petitions for access to application involved in an interference.”

2002 Fk-pm-46 : A 5Tt (protest)l L. FE4 (unnamed) TH AIEE, D IHHREEMIE, Oms HFETIL,
Notice of Allowance D FEL, AFHD F T £ T, @Reissue DIFETE. WEND 2 7 A UUW,

2002 Fk-pm-47 : BE TlH5:552 A 73 assignment documents” 7386k SN2 2 & A RAE T 57201211,
Request certified copies of the assignment documents 2179,  (”Request certified copies of the
patent application” CiL72V>, ) fee 2342, (CFR 1.19(b)(5))

2002 FK-pm-48 : B HLEIL, PTO X EEAT(firm)IZxf 3 2 CEME 25RO 7200,

<TIP>REEHE DI ZIIMEAN T H 2 0D o 505, FHA(firm) Z @555 & 95 2 LT oK,

2002 FK-pm-49 : A102(d)DELEED,

2002 Fk-pm-50 : (2002 #-pm-9 & [F URARE)
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REPEAT QUESTIONS  (HTTP:/MYPATENTBAR.COM/REPEAT-QUESTIONS))

2000 April (am) 6, 9, 10*, 11*, 14, 17*, (23)*, 24*, 27*, 32, 34, 36*, 42*, 47

Product by Process (4.00.6a) Restriction (4.00.9a)
Mario Lepieux (4.00.10a) Laurel, Abbot and Hardy (4.00.14a)
Smith Laminate(4.00.17a) Tommie and Jo(4.00.23a/4.00.24a)

Bond 60%C or 60%D (4.00.27a) Obviousness (4.00.32a)

Declassified Reference (4.00.34a) Make a Patent Application Special (4.00.36a)
Prior Art (4.00.42a) Reexamination (4.00.47a)

2000 April (pm) 19, 21, (28), 41, 44*

Federal Court Decisions binding for Office (4.00.19p)

Grape Squeezing (4.00.21p) Claims stand or fall (4.00.28p)
102(b) dates (4.00.41p) 102 (f) (4.00.44p)

2000 October (am) 2*, 16, 23

XYZ/ABC Appeal (10.00.02a) Prior Art (10.00.16a)

Mitch and Mac (10.00.23a)

2000 October (pm) 50

Claims (10.00.50p)

2001 April (am) 23, 40

Mitch and Mac (4.01.23a) Jack and Jill in Vietnam (4.01.40a)
2001 April (pm) 10

Sally, Ted and Spot Remover (4.01.10p)

2001 October (am) 5, 6*, (11), 14, 24, 26*, 30

MEGACORP (10.01.5a) 35 USC 101 (10.01.6a)
Final Office Action (10.01.11a) Written Description (10.01.14a)
Able and Baker (10.01.24a) 35 USC 103, 102(f) and 102 () (10.01.26a)
Obviousness (10.01.30a)
2001 October (pm) 1, 3, 46
A, B, Cand D (10.01.1p) Smith’s Drawings (10.01.3p)
Affidavits (10.01.46p)
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http://mypatentbar.com/2008/09/04/q-product-by-process-4006a/�
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http://mypatentbar.com/?p=500�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=758�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=128�
http://patentbar.wordpress.com/?p=114�
http://patentbar.wordpress.com/?p=114�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=129�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=761�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=764�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=130�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=131�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=767�
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http://mypatentbar.com/?p=705�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=529�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=707�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=709�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=703�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=705�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=529�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=707�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=709�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=770�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=772�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=774�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=770�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=772�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=774�
http://mypatentbar.com/2008/09/04/q-claims-100050p/�
http://mypatentbar.com/2008/09/04/q-claims-100050p/�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=774�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=781�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=774�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=781�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=784�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=784�
http://mypatentbar.com/2008/09/04/q-megacorp-10015a/�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=789�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=791�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=793�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=795�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=799�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=801�
http://mypatentbar.com/2008/09/04/q-megacorp-10015a/�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=789�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=791�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=793�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=795�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=799�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=801�
http://mypatentbar.com/2008/09/04/q-a-b-c-and-d-10011p/�
http://mypatentbar.com/2008/09/04/q-a-b-c-and-d-10011p/�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=807�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=809�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=804�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=807�
http://mypatentbar.com/?p=809�

Q) Product by Process (4.00.6a)
6. Which of the following statements is true regarding a product-by-process claim?

(A) Product-by-process claims cannot vary in scope from each other.

(B) Product-by-process claims may only be used in chemical cases.

(C) A lesser burden of proof may be required to make out a case of prima facie obviousness
for product-by-process claims than is required to make out a prima facie case of
obviousness when the product is claimed in the conventional fashion.

(D) It is proper to use product-by-process claims only when the process is patentable.

(E) It is proper to use product-by-process claims only when the product is incapable of
description in the conventional fashion.

6. ANSWER: (C). MPEP § 2113, page 2100-51, citing In re Fessman, 489 F.2d 742, 744, 180
USPQ 324, 326 (CCPA 1974). (A) and (E) are incorrect because “[t]he fact that it is necessary
for an applicant to describe his product in product-by-process terms does not prevent him from
presenting claims of varying scope.” MPEP § 2173.05(p), item (1). (D) is incorrect even if it is
not necessary to describe the product in product-by-process form. (D) is incorrect because
“determination of patentability is based on the product itself. The patentability of a product does
not depend on its method of production. If the product in the product-by-process claim is the
same as or obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even thought the
prior art was made by a different process.” MPEP § 2113, [p.2100-51]. (B) is incorrect. “A claim
to a device, apparatus, claim, or composition of matter may contain a reference to the process in
which it is intended to be used...so long as it is clear that the claim is directed to the product and
not the process.” MPEP § 2173.05(p), item (1) [p.2100-174].
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Q) Mario Lepieux (4.00.10a/4.00.11a)

10. Mario Lepieux was a member of a Canadian national hockey team touring Europe. While traveling
through Germany (a WTO member country) in December 1998, Mario conceived of an aerodynamic
design for a hockey helmet that offered players improved protection while reducing air resistance
during skating. Upon Mario’s return to Canada (a NAFTA country), he enlisted his brothers Luigi and
Pepe Lepieux to help him market the product under the tradename “Wing Cap.” On February 1, 1999,
without Mario’s knowledge or permission, Luigi anonymously published a promotional article written by
Mario and fully disclosing how the Wing Cap was made and used. The promotional article was published
in Moose Jaw Monthly, a regional Canadian magazine that is not distributed in the United States. The
Wing Cap was first reduced to practice on March 17, 1999. A United States patent application properly
naming Mario as the sole inventor was filed September 17, 1999. That application has now been
rejected as being anticipated by the Moose Jaw Monthly article.

10. Which of the following statements is most correct?

(A) The promotional article cannot be used as prior art because the Wing Cap had not been reduced to
practice at the time the article appeared in the regional Canadian magazine. (B) The regional
Canadian magazine article is not prima facie prior art because it was published without Mario’s
knowledge or permission. (C) The regional Canadian magazine article is not prima facie prior art
because it appeared in a regional Canadian publication and does not evidence knowledge or use in the
United States. (D) The promotional article in the regional Canadian magazine constituted an offer to
sell that operates as an absolute bar against Mario’s patent application. (E) Mario, as the inventor, can
overcome the rejection by filing an affidavit under 37 C.F.R. § 1.132 establishing that he is the inventor,
and the article describes his work.

11. Which of the following statements is most correct?

(A) In a priority contest against another inventor, Mario can rely on his activities in Canada in
establishing a date of invention.

(B) In a priority contest against another inventor, Mario can rely on his activities in Germany in
establishing a date of invention.

(C) Mario can rely on his activities in Canada in establishing a date of invention prior to publication of
the regional Canadian magazine article.

(D) (A) and (C).
(E) (A), (B), and (C).
10. ANSWER: (E). MPEP § 716.10. 11.ANSWER: (E). MPEP § 715.01(c).
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Q) Laurel, Abbot and Hardy (4.00.14a)

14. On August 7, 1997, practitioner Costello filed a patent application identifying Laurel, Abbot,
and Hardy as inventors. Each named inventor assigned his patent rights to Burns just prior to the
application being filed. Laurel and Abbot, alone, jointly invented the subject matter of
independent claim 1 in the application. Hardy contributed to inventing the subject matter of
claim 2. Claim 2 properly depends upon claim 1. The examiner rejected claim 1 and claim 2
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as anticipated by a journal article by Allen, dated July 9, 1997. Laurel,
Abbot, and Hardy are readily available to provide evidence in support of and sign an antedating
affidavit under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131 showing reduction to practice of the subject matter of claims 1
and 2 prior to July 9, 1997. Which of the following may properly make an affidavit under 37
C.F.R. § 1.131 to overcome the rejection of claims 1 and 2.?

(A) Laurel and Abbot.

(B) Laurel, Abbot, and Hardy.
(C) Laurel, Hardy and Burns.
(D) Burns only.

(E) None of the above.

14. ANSWER: (B). MPEP 715.04. (A) is incorrect since it cannot be shown that less than all the
inventors invented the subject matter of claim 2. (C) and (D) are incorrect since the assignee can
make an affidavit under 37 C.F.R. § 1.131, only when it is not possible to produce the affidavit
of the inventor. The facts indicate that all inventors were readily available produce the affidavit.
(E) is incorrect since (B) is correct.
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Q) SMITH LAMINATE (4.00.17A)

17. Smith invented a laminate. In a patent application, Smith most broadly disclosed the laminate as
comprising a transparent protective layer in continuous, direct contact with a light-sensitive layer
without any intermediate layer between the transparent protective layer and the light-sensitive layer.
The prior art published two years before the effective filing date of Smith’s application included a
laminate containing a transparent protective layer and a light-sensitive layer held together by an
intermediate adhesive layer. Which of the following is a proper claim that would overcome a 35 U.S.C. §
102 rejection based on the prior art?

(A) A laminate comprising a transparent protective layer and a light-sensitive layer.

(B) A laminate comprising a transparent protective layer and a light-sensitive layer which is in
continuous and direct contact with the transparent protective layer.

(C) A laminate comprising a transparent protective layer and a light-sensitive layer, but not including an
adhesive layer.

(D) (A) and (B).

(E) (B) and (C).

A recent test taker noted that the question currently asked on teh Prometric exam is a variant. The
USPTO added a claim limitation distinction to correct the answer choice. The new question has two
choices between using “Comprising” OR “Consisting of”. The correct answer is the same answer from
April 00 am practice exam.

ANSWER: (E) is correct because (B) and (C) are correct. (A) does not overcome the prior art because the
broad “comprising” language permits the laminate to include additional layers, such as an adhesive
layer. MPEP 2111.03. (B) overcomes a 35 U.S.C. § 102 rejection because the claim requires a light-
sensitive layer to be in continuous and direct contact with the transparent protective layer, whereas the
prior art interposes an adhesive layer between the light-sensitive layer and transparent protective layer.
(C) also avoids the prior art by using a negative limitation to particularly point out and distinctly claim
that Smith does not claim any laminate including an adhesive layer. MPEP 2173.05(i).
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Q) Tommie and Jo (4.00.23a/4.00.24a)

Please answer questions 23 and 24 based on the following facts.

Jo invented a new and unobvious technique for inexpensively manufacturing a chemical that has
been used in paper mills for years to bleach paper. Tommie developed a new and unobvious
technique to clean-up toxic waste spills. Jo and Tommie collaborated to invent a method to
clean-up toxic waste spills using the chemical made according to the unobvious technique
invented by Jo. The inventions have been assigned to your client Dowel Chemical Company.
You prepared a single patent application fully disclosing and claiming each invention. Claims 1-
9 were directed to the method of manufacturing; claims 10-19 were directed to the method of
cleaning up toxic waste spills; and claim 20 was directed to a method of cleaning up toxic waste
spills using the chemical manufactured in accordance with claim 1. Both inventors approve the
application, but Tommie is unavailable to sign an oath before an upcoming statutory bar.
Accordingly, you are instructed to immediately file the application without an executed oath. On
June 1, 1999, you file the application along with an information sheet to identify the application.
However, you do not notice that Tommie was inadvertently left off the list of inventors on the
information sheet, which listed Jo as the sole inventor. After receiving a Notice to File Missing
Parts, you submit an oath executed by both Jo and Tommie. No paper was filed to change the
named inventive entity. You later receive an Office action requiring restriction between Jo’s
invention and Tommie’s invention. In reply to the restriction requirement, you elect Jo’s
invention, cancel claims 10-20, and immediately file a divisional application directed to the
invention of claims 10-19. Claim 20 was omitted from the divisional application. The divisional
application includes a specific reference to the original application and is files with an inventor’s
oath executed by Tommie only. The divisional application incorporated the original application
by reference.

23. Which of the following statements is correct?

(A) Because the original application as filed only named Jo as an inventor, Tommie’s divisional
application is not entitled to the filing date of the original Application because there is no common
inventor between the original application and the divisional application.

(B) The incorrect inventorship listed on the information sheet of the original application was never
properly corrected and, therefore, any patent issuing on that application will be invalid under 35 U.S.C. §
116 unless the inventorship is later corrected.

(C) After canceling claims 10-20, it is necessary to change the named inventive entity in the original
application by filing a petition including a statement identifying Tommie as being deleted and
acknowledging that Tommie’s invention is no longer being claimed in the application and an
appropriate fee.

(D) Written consent of the Dowel Chemical Company is required before Tommie can be deleted as an
inventor in the original application.
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(E) It is necessary in the divisional application to file a petition including a statement identifying Jo as
being deleted as an inventor and acknowledging that Jo’s invention is not being claimed in the divisional
application.

24. Which of the following statements is most correct?

(A) Since claim 20 was omitted from the divisional application as filed, it cannot be added to the
divisional application by subsequent Amendment because such an Amendment would constitute new
matter.

(B) It was improper to include Tommie and Jo as joint inventors in the patent application.

(C) The examiner may properly make a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection in the
divisional application based on the parent application, but that rejection may be readily overcome with
the filing of a terminal disclaimer.

(D) Because the inventive entity of the amended parent application is different than the inventive entity
of the divisional application, the examiner may reject the claims of the divisional application under the
provisions of 30 U.S.C. § 102(e).

(E) Statements (A), (B), (C) and (D) are each incorrect.

23. ANSWER: (C). The original mistake in omitting Tommie from the list of inventors was automatically
corrected by filing the oath executed by both Jo and Tommie. 37 C.F.R. § 1.48(f)(1). Under 37 C.F.R. §
148(b), a change to the inventive entity is thereafter required upon cancellation of the non-elected
claims. (B) is wrong because inventorship was automatically corrected with the filing of the corrected
oath, (A) is wrong because Tommie was properly named as a co-inventor in the parent application, and
35 U.S>C. § 120 requires, inter alia, only one common inventor. (D) is incorrect because an assignee’s
written consent is not required if an inventor is being deleted because the prosecution of the
application results in the cancellation of claims so that fewer than a;; of the currently named inventors
are the actual inventors of the inventions being claimed in the application. 37 C.F.R. §148(b). (E) is incorrect
because the divisional application never named Jo as an inventor so there is no need to correct the
inventorship.

24 ANSWER: (E). Statement (B) is wrong because at least claim 20 is properly viewed as a joint invention
(“JO and Tommie collaborated to invent a method to clean-up toxic waste spills using the chemical
made according to the unobvious technique invented by Jo.”) MPEP §§ 605.07, item (E), and 2137.01.
Under 35 U.S.C. § 116, inventors map apply for a patent jointly even if they did not make the same type or
amount of contribution and did not each make a contribution to the subject matter of every claim in the
patent.
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Q) Obviousness (4.00.32a)

32. Nonobviousness of a claimed invention may be demonstrated by:

(A) producing evidence that all the beneficial results are expected based on the

teachings of the prior art references.

(B) producing evidence of the absence of a property the claimed invention would be

expected to possess based on the teachings of the prior art.

(C) producing evidence showing that unexpected results occur over less than the

entire claimed range.

(D) producing evidence showing that the unexpected properties of a claimed invention have
a significance less than equal to the expected properties.

(E) (A), (B), (C) and (D).

32. ANSWER: (B). See Ex parte Mead Johnson & Co., 227 USPQ 78 (Bd. Pat. App. & Int.
1985); MPEP 716.02(a) page 700-155 (Absence of Expected Property is Evidence of
Nonobviousness). (A) is incorrect. “Expected beneficial results are evidence of obviousness of
the claimed invention.” In re Gershon, 372 F.2d 535, 538, 152 USPQ 602, 604 (CCPA 1967),
MPEP 716.02(c). (C) is incorrect. Unexpected results must be commensurate in scope with the
claimed invention. In re Clemens, 622 F.2d 1029, 1036, 206 USPQ 298, 296 (CCPA 1980);
MPEP 716.02(d). (D) is incorrect. Evidence not showing that the unexpected properties of a
claimed invention have a significance equal to or greater than the expected properties may be
insufficient to rebut the evidence of obviousness. In re Nolan, 553 F.2d 1261, 1267, 193 USPQ
641, 645 (CCPA 1977); MPEP 716.02(c). (E) is incorrect because (A), (C) and (D) are incorrect.
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Q) DECLASSIFIED REFERENCE (4.00.34A)

34. You have just received an Office action rejecting all of your claims in your patent application
as anticipated under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) using published declassified material as the reference.
The examiner explains that the declassified material is being used as prima facie evidence of prior
knowledge as of the printing date. The published declassified material contains information
showing that it was printed six months before the filing date of the application, and that it was
published two months after the application’s filing date. You correctly note that although the
printing date precedes your application filing date by six months, you note that the publication
was classified as of its printing date (thus, available only for limited distribution even when the
application was filed), and was not declassified until its publication date (when it became
available to the general public). Each element of the claimed invention is described in the
publication of the declassified material. Which of the following statements is true?

(A) The rejection is not supported by the reference.

(B) The publication is not available as a reference because it did not become available to the
general public until after the filing date of your patent application.

(C) The publication is prima facie evidence of prior knowledge even though it was available
only for limited distribution as of its printing date.

(D) The publication constitutes an absolute statutory bar.

(E) It is not possible to use a Rule 131 affidavit or declaration to antedate the printing date of the
publication.

34. ANSWER: (C). As stated in MPEP § 707.05(f), “For the purpose of anticipation
predicated upon prior knowledge under 35 U.S.C. 102(a), the above noted declassified
material may be taken as prima facie evidence of such prior knowledge as of its printing
date even though such material was classified at that time.” (A) is incorrect. The reference
supports the rejection inasmuch as each element of the claimed invention is disclosed in the
reference. (B), (D), and (E) are not the most correct. MPEP § 707.05(f).
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Q) REEXAMINATION (4.00.47A)

47. Which of the following, if any, is true?

(A) The loser in an interference in the PTO is estopped from later claiming he or she was the first
to invent in a Federal District Court since the loser must win in the PTO or he/she will lose the
right to contest priority.

(B) A person being sued for infringement may file a request for reexamination without first
obtaining the permission of the Court in which the litigation is taking place.

(C) A practitioner may not represent spouses, family members or relatives before the PTO since
such representation inherently creates a conflict of interest and a practitioner is likely to engage
in favoritism over his/her other clients.

(D) Employees of the PTO may not apply for a patent during the period of their employment and
for two years thereafter.

(E) None of the above.

47. ANSWER: (B). Any person at any time may file a request for reexamination. 35 U.S.C. §
302. As to (A) loser may appeal to District Court under 35 U.S.C. 8 146. As to (C), there is no
prohibition regarding spouses, family members, and other relatives. As to (D) according to 35
U.S.C. 8§ 4, employees are prohibited during the period of their employment and one year
thereafter. As to (E), (B) is true.
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Q) FEDERAL COURT DECISIONS BINDING FOR OFFICE (4.00.19P)

19. Which of the following is true?

(A) A final decision by a United States District Court finding a patent to be invalid will have no
binding effect during reexamination since the PTO may still find the claims of the patent to be
valid.

(B) A final decision by a United States District Court finding a patent to be valid will have no
binding effect during reexamination since the PTO may still find the claims of the patent to be
invalid.

(C) Once the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit determines that the claims of a patent are
valid, the USPTO may not find such claims invalid based upon newly discovered art.

(D) If a patentee fails to disclose prior art to the PTO during regular prosecution, the only way
that a patentee can disclose later discovered prior art to the PTO after issuance is by filing a
request for reexamination.

(E) Once a patent claim is found valid during a District Court Proceeding then the patent claims
are entitled to a higher standard of patentability and the presumption of validity can only be
rebutted by clear and convincing evidence in a concurrent or later reexamination
proceeding.

19. ANSWER: (B) is the most correct answer. As to (A) and (B) see MPEP 2286, page 2200- 97,
stating, “[t]he issuance of a final district court decision upholding validity during a
reexamination also will have no binding effect on the examination of the reexamination.”
Thus, (A) is incorrect because a final holding of invalidity is binding on the PTO. As to (C),
the PTO may discover new art and find claims unpatentable as that art would raise a substantial
new question. MPEP 88 2216 and 2286. As to (D), the patentee could file a prior art statement
under 35 U.S.C. 8§ 301, or disclose prior art in reissue application if the original patent (through
error without deceptive intent) is defective or claims more or less than should be claimed. As to
(E), preponderance of evidence standard does not change in reexamination proceedings.
MPEP 2286.
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Q) GRAPE SQUEEZING (4.00.21P)

21. Mr. Roberts, an American citizen touring a vineyard, saw a unique grape-squeezing machine
in France. The machine was highly efficient, and produced excellent wine. The vineyard owner
was not hiding the machine. It was out of public view and was the only one of its kind. The
vineyard owner had built it himself several years earlier, and no drawing or technical description
of the machine was ever made. The vineyard made only local sales of its wines. Using his
photographic memory, Roberts went back to his hotel and made technical drawings of what he
had seen. Upon his return to the United States, Roberts promptly prepared and filed a patent
application directed to the machine. Which of the following statements is correct?

(A) Roberts may not obtain a patent on the machine because it was known by others before Mr.
Roberts made technical drawings of the machine.

(B) Roberts may not obtain a patent on the machine because wine made by the machine had been
sold more than a year before Roberts’ application filing date.

(C) Roberts is entitled to a patent because a goal of the patent system is public disclosure of
technical advances, and the machine would not have been disclosed to the public without
Roberts’ efforts.

(D) Roberts may not obtain a patent on the machine because the vineyard owner was not hiding
the machine and therefore the machine was in public use more than a year before Roberts’
application filing date.

(E) Statements (A), (B), (C) and (D) are each incorrect.

21. ANSWER: (E). Roberts is not entitled to a patent because he did not himself invent the
subject matter sought to be patented. 35 U.S.C. § 102(f). Therefore, statement (C) cannot be
correct. Statement (A) is incorrect because, although the machine was known by others, it was
not known by others in this country as required under 35 U.S.C. 8 102(a). Similarly, statements
(B) and (D) are incorrect because, even if there was a sale or public use more than a year before
Roberts’ filing date, it was not “in this country” as required by 35 U.S.C. § 102(b).
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Q) CLAIMS STAND OR FALL TOGETHER (4.00.28P)

28. Which of the following is true?

(A) On appeal of a rejection of ten claims to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences, each
appealed claim stands or falls separately as a result of appellant pointing out differences in
what the claims cover.

(B) The 2-month period for filing a petition mentioned in 37 CFR 1.181(f) is extendable under
37 CFR 1.136(a).

(C) An examiner may enter a new ground of rejection in the examiner’s answer to an applicant’s
appeal brief.

(D) After filing a notice of appeal, an applicant is estopped from further prosecuting the same
claims in a continuation application.

(E) When desiring to claim foreign priority, the oath or declaration in a reissue application
must claim foreign priority even though the priority claim was made in the original patent.

28. ANSWER: (E). See MPEP 1414 Content of Reissue Oath/Declaration and 37 CFR 1.175(a)
which states that reissue oaths/declarations must meet the requirements of 37 CFR 1.63,
including 1.63(c) relating to a claim for foreign priority. As to (A), 37 CFR 1.192(c)(7) requires
appellant to state that the claims do not stand or fall together. Appellant must present appropriate
argument under 37 CFR 1.192(c)(8) why each claim is separately patentable. Merely pointing
out differences in what the claims cover is not argument why the claims are separately
patentable. MPEP 1206, pages 1200-8 and 9. As to (B), see MPEP 1002 and the sentence
bridging pages 1000-2 and 1000-3. As to (C), 37 CFR 1.193(a)(2) prohibits the entry of a new
ground of rejection in an examiner’s answer. As to (D), continuation may be filed during
pendency of parent.
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Q) 102(F) (4.00.44P)

44. Which of the following statements best correctly describes current PTO practice and
procedure?

(A) Where a patent discloses subject matter being claimed in an application undergoing
examination, if the patent’s designation of inventorship differs from that of the application,
then the patent’s designation of inventorship does not raise a presumption of inventorship
regarding the subject matter disclosed but not claimed in the patent so as to justify a
rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(f).

(B) The fact that a claim recites various components, all of which can be argumentatively
assumed to be old, provides a proper basis for a rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(f).

(C) A person can be an inventor without having contributed to the conception of the invention.
(D) In arriving at conception, an inventor may not consider and adopt ideas and materials derived
from other sources such as an employee or hired consultant.

(E) It is essential for the inventor to be personally involved in reducing the invention to actual
practice.

44. ANSWER: (A) is the most correct answer. See MPEP § 2137, p.2100-89. (B) is incorrect.
The mere fact that the claim recites components, all of which can be argumentatively assumed to
be old, does not provide a basis for rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(f). Ex parte Billottet, 192
USPQ 413, 415 (Bd. App. 1976); MPEPS§ 2137. (C) is incorrect. One must contribute to the
conception to be an inventor. In re Hardee, 223 USPQ 1122, 1123 (Comm’r Pat. 1984). Unless a
person contributes to the conception of the invention, the person cannot be an inventor. Fiers v.
Revel, 984 F.2d 1164, 1168, 25 USPQ2d 1601, 1604-05 (Fed. Cir. 1993); MPEP § 2137.01
(section styled “An Inventor Must Contribute To The Conception of the Invention”). (D) is
incorrect. An inventor may consider and adopt suggestions from many sources. Morse v. Porter,
155 USPQ 280, 283 (Bd. Pat. Inter. 1965); New England Braiding Co. v. A.W. Cheterton Co.,
970 F.2d. 878, 883, 23 USPQ2d 1622, 1626 (Fed. Cir. 1992); MPEP § 2137.01 (section styled
“As Long As The Inventor Maintains Intellectual Domination Over Making The Invention, Ideas,
Suggestions, And Materials May Be Adopted From Others”). (E) is incorrect. In re DeBaun, 687
F.2d 459, 463, 214 USPQ 933, 936 (CCPA 1982) (“there is no requirement that the inventor be
the one to reduce the invention to practice so long as the reduction to practice was done on his
behalf”); MPEP § 2137.01 (section styled “The Inventor Is Not Required To Reduce The
Invention To Practice).
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Q) ABC and XYZ Corps. — Appeal (10.00.2a)

2. On December 31, 1998, Sam Practitioner files a notice of appeal in a patent application
assigned to ABC Corp. after the examiner has rejected all of the claims on prior art. Within two
months he sends in his appeal brief and three months after the examiner’s answer is filed the case
is sent to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences (Board). Subsequently, while reading the
Official Gazette Sam notices that a patent issued to XYZ Corp. on October 26, 1999, contains
claims which read on an unclaimed embodiment in the ABC application, which is an invention
that is not within the scope of the invention claimed in the ABC application. The ABC
application was filed one month after the issuance of the XY Z patent. Upon learning of the XYZ
patent, ABC Corp. wants to provoke an interference by adding additional claims to its
application relating to the previously unclaimed embodiment. It is October 18, 2000 and Sam
comes to you for advice. Which of the following is the best and correct course of action?

(A) Since the ABC application is at the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences already, Sam
need only request that the case be transferred to the Interference part of the Board where an
interference can be declared between the ABC application and the XYZ patent.

(B) Sam should file an amendment adding the claims copied from the XYZ patent and the Board
is required to enter the amendment.

(C) Sam should promptly file an amendment containing the claims copied from the XYZ patent
and request entry. If the Board declines to enter the amendment, Sam should file a separate,
continuation application no later than October 26, 2000, containing the claims copied from the
XYZ patent as well as claims previously appealed, and then, to avoid the rendering of a decision
of the Board, he should promptly inform the clerk of the Board in writing that they have decided
to refile and abandon the application containing an appeal waiting a decision.

(D) Sam should file an amendment containing the claims copied from the XY Z patent and ask
that the interference between the ABC application and the XYZ patent be considered while the
case is at the Board.

(E) Sam should wait until the appeal is decided before filing an amendment to incorporate claims
copied from the XYZ patent and to provoke an interference. There is no benefit to filing new
claims since only allowable claims will be considered during an interference.

2. ANSWER: (C). 35 U.S.C. § 135(b) requires that the claim be made in the ABC patent within
one year of the issuance of the XYZ patent. MPEP 8§ 1211.01 states that there is no obligation
resting on the Board to consider new or amended claims submitted while the case is on appeal.
MPEP § 1210 states that when an application is refiled, the Board should be promptly notified.
Failure to notify the Board may result in the Board’s refusing an otherwise proper request to
vacate its decision. See also MPEP § 2307.03. (E) is incorrect as 35 U.S.C. § 135(b) requires the
claim to be made within one year. (D) is incorrect because the Board may refuse the amendment
and because the claims have not yet been determined to be allowable. Note that the XY Z patent
was filed before the ABC application and is therefore prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). See
MPEP § 2306 and 2307.02.
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Q) Prior Art (10.00.16a)
16. Which of the following statements regarding a proper prior art reference is true?

(A) Canceled matter in the application file of a U.S. patent is a prior art reference as

of the filing date under 35 U.S.C. 102(e).

(B) Where a patent refers to and relies on the disclosure of a copending subsequently
abandoned application, such disclosure is not available as a reference.

(C) Where the reference patent claims the benefit of an earlier filed, copending but subsequently
abandoned application which discloses subject matter in common with the patent, and the
abandoned application has an enabling disclosure for the common subject matter and the claimed
matter in the reference patent, the effective date of the reference patent as to the common subject
matter is the filing date of the reference patent.

(D) Matter canceled from the application file wrapper of a U.S. patent may be used as prior
art as of the patent date.

(E) All foreign patents are available as prior art as of the date they are translated into English.

16. ANSWER: (D). 35 U.S.C. § 102(a). As explained in MPEP § 901.01, the “matter canceled
from the application file wrapper of a U.S. patent may be used as prior art as of the patent date in
that it then constitutes prior public knowledge under 35 U.S.C. 102(a), In re Lund,376 F.2d 982,
153 USPQ 625 (CCPA 1967). See also MPEP 8 § 2127 and § 2136.02.” (A) is incorrect. 35
U.S.C. 8 102(e). As stated in MPEP § 901.01, “Canceled matter in the application file of a U.S.
patent is not a proper reference as of the filing date under 35 U.S.C. 102(e), see Ex parte Stalego,
154 USPQ 52, 53 (Bd. App. 1966).” (B) is incorrect. As stated in MPEP § 901.02, “In re
Heritage, 182 F.2d 639, 86 USPQ 160 (CCPA 1950), holds that where a patent refers to and
relies on the disclosure of a copending abandoned application, such disclosure is available as a
reference. See also In re Lund, 376 F.2d 982, 153 USPQ 625 (CCPA 1967).” (C) is incorrect. As
MPEP § 901.02 indicates, where the reference patent claims the benefit of a copending but
abandoned application which discloses subject matter in common with the patent, and the
abandoned application has an enabling disclosure of the common subject matter and claimed
matter in the reference patent, the effective date of the reference as to the common subject matter
is the filing date of the abandoned application. In re Switzer, 77 USPQ 1, 612 O.G. 11 (CCPA
1948); Ex parte Peterson, 63 USPQ 99 (Bd. App. 1944); and Ex parte Clifford,49 USPQ 152 (Bd.
App. 1940).” (E) is incorrect. As stated in MPEP 8§ 901.05, “In general, a foreign patent, the
contents of its application, or segments of its content should not be cited as a reference until its
date of patenting or publication can be confirmed by an examiner’s review of a copy of the
document.”
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Q) MEGACORP (10.01.5A)

5. You have agreed to represent an independent inventor in connection with a patent application
that was filed in the USPTO by the inventor on a pro se basis. As filed, the application included a
detailed written description that, when viewed together with four accompanying color
photographs, enabled one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art to make and use the invention. The
application was filed with an inventor’s declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1.63, a small
entity statement (independent inventor) under 37 CFR 1.27, and all necessary small entity filing
fees. MEGACORP, a very large multi- national corporation, licensed rights in the invention after
the application was filed.

You have been asked to suggest steps to remove any formal objections that can be expected from
the patent examiner, without incurring unnecessary government fees. You determine that the first
color photograph is the only practical medium by which to disclose certain aspects of the
claimed invention, but that the substance of the remaining photographs could readily be
illustrated through ordinary ink drawings. You correctly recall that the Office announced in the
Official Gazette in May 2001 (1246 OG 106) that it is sua sponte waiving 37 CFR 1.84(a)(2)(iii),
and is no longer requiring a black and white photocopy of any color drawing or color photograph.
Which of the following represents the most reasonable advice to the independent inventor?

(A) Submit a request for approval of drawing changes wherein the first photograph is labeled
“Figure 1” and the remaining photographs are cancelled in favor of corresponding ink drawings
labeled Figures 2 through 4; and immediately withdraw the claim for small entity status because
of the license to MEGACORP.

(B) Submit a request for approval of drawing changes wherein the first photograph is labeled
“Figure 1” and the remaining photographs are cancelled in favor of corresponding ink drawings
labeled Figures 2 through 4; and submit a petition for acceptance of Figure 1 in the form of a
color photograph along with three sets of the color photograph, a proposed amendment to
insert language concerning the color photograph as the first paragraph of the specification and
the required petition fee. The photographs must be sufficient quality that all details in the
photographs are reproducible in a printed patent.

(C) Submit a request for approval of drawing changes wherein the first photograph is labeled
“Figure 1” and the remaining photographs are cancelled in favor of corresponding ink drawings
labeled Figures 2 through 4.

(D) Immediately withdraw the claim for small entity status because of the license to
MEGACORP and submit to the USPTO the difference between the small entity filing fee and the
large entity filing fee.

(E) File a rewritten application as a continuation application including a color photograph as Figure 1,
ink drawings as Figures 2-4, a new inventor’s declaration and a small entity filing fee.

5. ANSWER: The most correct answer is (B). 37 CFR 1.84(a)(2), MPEP § 608.02; Notice (Interim Waiver of
Parts of 37 CFR 1.84 and 1.165, and Delay in the Enforcement of the Change in 37 CFR 1.84(e) to No Longer
Permit Mounting of Photographs) in Official Gazette May 22, 2001, 1246 OG 106 (“In summary, the USPTO
has sua sponte waived 37 CFR 1.84(a)(2)(iii) and 1.165(b) and is no longer requiring a black and white
photocopy of any color drawing or photograph™)
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Q) Able and Baker (10.01.24a)

24. Able and Baker conceived an improved gas grille for cookouts. Using elements A, B, C, D, E
and F found in their backyards, as well as elements G, H, I, J, K, L, M and N purchased at a local
hardware store, they successfully constructed and used a gas grille conforming to their concept.
The grille includes subcombination of elements K, L and M conceived by Able, and
subcombination C, D, F, G and M conceived by Baker. Able and Baker conceived their
respective subcombinations separately and at different times. Able and Baker retain you to
prepare and file a patent application for them. You are considering whether and what can be
claimed in one patent application. Which of the following is true?

(A) For Able and Baker to properly execute an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1.63 in a patent
application claiming not only the grille, but also the two subcombinations, Able and Baker must
be joint inventors of the grille, and each of the two subcombinations.

(B) A characteristic of U.S. patent law that is generally shared by other countries is that the
applicant for a patent must be the inventor.

(C) If Able and Baker execute an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1.63 as joint inventors and
file an application claiming the grille (a combination of elements A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, |, J, K,
L, M and N), the existence of the claim to the grille is evidence of their joint inventorship of the
individual elements.

(D) Able and Baker may properly execute an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1.63 as
joint inventors and file an application containing claims to the grille (a combination of
elements A,B,C,D,E,F, G, H, 1,J, K, L, Mand N), claims to the subcombination conceived
by Able, and claims to the subcombination conceived by Baker.

(E) Able and Baker could not properly claim the combination unless they successfully and
personally reduced the grille to practice.

The above answer is D.

§ 2137.01, “Inventorship,” and see Kimberly-Clark Corp. v. Procter & Gamble Distributing, 23
USPQ2d 1921, 1925 - 26 (Fed. Cir. 1992); and Moler v. Purdy, 131 USPQ 276, 279 (Bd. Pat.
Inter. 1960). (A) is not correct. MPEP § 2137.01 (Requirements for Joint Inventorship) and see
Kimberly-Clark Corp. v. Procter & Gamble Distributing, 23 USPQ2d 1921, 1925 — 26 (Fed. Cir.
1992); and Moler v. Purdy, 131 USPQ 276, 279 (Bd. Pat. Inter. 1960). (B) is not correct. 35
U.S.C. 8§ 101, 115; MPEP § 2137.01. (C) is not correct. MPEP § 2137.01. The inventor of an
element, per se, and the inventor of a combination using that element may differ. See In re
DeBaun, 214 USPQ 933, 936 (CCPA 1982); and In re Facius, 161 USPQ 294, 301 (CCPA 1969).
(E) is not correct. There is no provision in the Patent Statute requiring the invention to be
reduced to practice in order to file a patent application claiming the invention. Further, seeMPEP
§ 2137.01; and see In re DeBaun, 214 USPQ 933, 936 (CCPA 1982).
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Q) Smith's Drawings (10.01.3p)

3. Practitioner Smith filed a utility patent application on January 5, 2001, with informal drawings.
Upon review of the drawings, the USPTO concluded that the drawings were not in compliance
with the 37 CFR 1.84(a)(1) and (k), and were not suitable for reproduction. In an Office
communication, Smith was notified of the objection and given two months to correct the
drawings so that the application can be forwarded to a Technology Center for examination.
Which of the following complies with USPTO practices and procedures for a complete bona fide
attempt to advance the application to final action?

(A) Smith timely files a response requesting that the objections to the drawings be held in
abeyance until allowable subject matter is indicated.

(B) Smith timely files a response requesting that the objections to the drawings be held in
abeyance since the requirement increases up- front costs for the patent applicant, and the costs
can be avoided if patentable subject matter is not found.

(C) Smith timely files a response requesting that the objections to the drawings be held in
abeyance until fourteen months from the earliest claimed priority date.

(D) Smith timely files a response correcting the drawings to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(a)(1) and
(k), and making them suitable for reproduction.

(E) All of the above.

3. ANSWER: (D). Under 37 CFR 1.85(a), correcting the drawings to comply with 37 CFR
1.84(a)(1) and (k), and making them suitable for reproduction is a bona fide response. (A), (B),
and (C) are not the most correct answer. In each, Smith seeks to hold the requirement in
abeyance. As stated in 37 CFR 1.85(a) (effective November 29, 2000), “Unless applicant is
otherwise notified in an Office action, objections to the drawings in a utility or plant application
will not be held in abeyance, and a request to hold objections to the drawings in abeyance will
not be considered a bona fide attempt to advance the application to final action.” See also,
“Changes to Implement Eighteen-Month Publication of Patent Applications; Final Rule,” 65 F.R.
57024, 57032, “Section 1.85.” (E) is not the most correct answer inasmuch as (A), (B), and (C)
are not the most correct answers.
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Q) 35 USC 102(¢) (4.02.11a)

Applicant files a patent application in Japan on February 28, 1996. Applicant files a

CT international application designating the United States on February 27, 1997, based on the
Japanese application. The international application is published in English on August 28, 1997.
The international application enters the national stage in the United States on August 28, 1998.
The USPTO publishes the application on June 7, 2001 at the request of the applicant. The
application issues as a United States patent on December 4, 2001.

11. When examining an application filed on or after November 29, 2000 or any application that
has been voluntarily published, what is its earliest possible prior art date, for the June 7th U.S.
published application in view of 35 U.S.C. 8 102(e) as amended by the American Inventors
Protection Act of 1999?

(A) February 28, 1996.
(B) February 27, 1997.
(C) August 28, 1997.
(D) August 28, 1998.
(E) June 7, 2001.

11. ANSWER: (B) is the most correct answer. 35 U.S.C. § 102(e)(1) provides that a

USPTO published application, based on an earlier international application, has prior art effect as
of its international filing date, if the international application designated the United States, and
was published in English. Because in the above fact pattern, the international application
designated the United States and was published in English, the USPTO published application is
entitled to its international filing date of February 27, 1997 for prior art purposes. (A) is wrong
because the Japanese filing date is relevant under 35 U.S.C. § 119 only for priority, but not for
prior art purposes. (C) and (E) are wrong because they recite prior art dates that are later than
February 27, 1997. (D) is wrong because the amendments to § 102(e) by the American
Inventors Protection Act of 1999 make the national stage entry date irrelevant for prior art
purposes.

@High Stone
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