REMARKS

Interview Summary

Applicant thanks Examiner Chou for the courtesies extended to Applicant’s representative
Paul Palinski during the telephonic interview conducted on June 14, 2022 and for the Examiner’s
Interview Summary dated June 17, 2022.  Applicant also thanks Examiner Chou for
acknowledging that Applicant was in possession of the claimed subject matter in the priority
applications and agreeing to withdraw both of the drawing objection and the priority notification
in the Office Action. Before the Interview, Applicant’s representative provided Examiner Chou
an Agenda, which included a proposed claim amendment only for discussion purposes. As
Examiner Chou agreed to withdraw the drawing objection and the priority notification, the
proposed claim amendment was not discussed during the Interview and it was agreed during the
Interview that the proposed claim amendment would not be entered. To ensure a complete
Interview Summary, Applicant has filed the proposed claim amendment in Applicant’s co-pending

application no. US 17/108,175. Further details about the Interview are included below.

Priority

It is alleged on pages 2-4 of the Office Action that the pending claims in this application
are not entitled to the benefit of the claimed priority dates. This allegation is respectfully traversed.

Applicant thanks the Examiner for agreeing during the Interview to withdraw this priority
notification. As discussed during the Interview, for purposes of entitlement to the priority
application filing dates, it is Applicant’s belief (particularly in accordance with current case law)
that the description of the presently claimed combinations (within the four corners of the priority
applications) is sufficient to demonstrate to a skilled person with reasonable clarity that the
inventor had possession of the claimed subject matter. It appeared to have been understood by the
Examiner that the support need not have been verbatim, and that the drawings taken in connection
with the text portion of the specification (including the multiple dependent claims) was to be
considered.

More particularly, during the Interview, among other things, Applicant’s representative
pointed out specifically that the skilled person would have taken into consideration that priority

applications each had passages, (examples of which the Examiner identified in his Interview
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Summary), which made reference to the teachings as applicable to the various embodiments; and
the generalized teachings preceding the description of the drawings, found in at least the September
2, 2010 priority application translation) would be applicable to other embodiments and that the
Inventor contemplated combinations of features from the various embodiments as reflected, for
instance, in the multiple dependent claims found in the priority application.

Also relevant to the present discussion is that each of the various examples pertain to an
approach to individualize a beverage-making portion capsule using identifiers. The description
makes it reasonably clear to a skilled person that the Applicant was not restricting the description
of one example to only the features shown in that example, and the examples were not presented
as being mutually exclusive. To this end, the incorporation of features from one or more of the
respective examples relevant to the present claims into a capsule or system described in another
would not have frustrated the purpose or prevented operation. The teachings, as a whole, were
drafted open-ended, and without limitation, as stated in the passage preceding the discussion of
the examples: “In the following, the invention is explained using figures 1 - 18. These explanations
do not restrict the general idea of inventiveness.” Thus, in view of the above, a skilled person
would immediately have discerned that, at time of filing, the Inventor had possession of a
combination that included the single serve capsule and system shown in Fig. 16 and the various
identifiers.

As was urged during the Interview, this application is entitled to a filing date of its priority
applications, at least as early as September 2, 2010, and retains it continuation status from the
Original PCT application No. PCT/EP/2011/003677, in which the subject matter of the present
claims also is disclosed (e.g., in the examples, the claims, and the corresponding teachings
identified in the September 2, 2010 priority application).

Accordingly, as acknowledged by the Examiner during the Interview, the presently claimed
invention is not a continuation-in-part as initially alleged in the Office Action but is a continuation
as urged by Applicant.

Further, the withdrawal of the drawing objections and the CIP priority notification is proper
and amply supported in the four corners of the priority documents.

The analysis presented herein and the finding of the Examiner is amply supported by the
evidence of record and is consistent with the Federal Circuit case law as illustrated in Hologic,
Inc. v. Smith & Nephew, Inc., 884 F.3d 1357 (Fed. Cir. 2018); and also recent interpretation of
the law by the USPTO Patent Trial and Appeal Board (PTAB), as illustrated abundantly in cases
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such as Ex Parte Borgerding, 2022 Pat. App. LEXIS 2557 (PTAB 2022)(routine opinion
regarding Application No. 15/862,428); 3Shape A/S v. Align Technology, Inc., 2022 Pat. App.
LEXIS 239 (PTAB 2022)(routine opinion regarding [IPR2021-01120; Patent No. 10,750,151); Ex
Parte Chipchase, 2021 Pat. App. LEXIS 2283 (PTAB 2021)(routine opinion regarding
Application Serial No. 15/131,587); and Innovative Intelligent Products, LLC v. National
Products, Inc., 2021 Pat. App. LEXIS 6292 (PTAB 2021)(routine opinion regarding IPR2021-
00767, Patent No. 10,630,334).

Drawings

The drawings are objected to for the reasons alleged on page 4 of the Office Action. This
objection is respectfully traversed.

As discussed during the Interview, the limitations in the pending claims are present in the
priority applications. Among other things, Applicant’s representative pointed out during the
Interview that the skilled person would have taken into consideration that priority applications
have sufficient disclosure of the claimed beverage system that includes the capsule and the
beverage machine. Applicant also notes that various teachings in the written description and
drawing breathe meaning and inherency into claim terms and certain claim features implicitly give
rise to the presence of others. By way of example, the skilled person would have readily recognized
that the description associated with Figs. 16a and 16b would tacitly have required other features
not shown in those drawings but disclosed elsewhere in the application, such as a capsule
receptacle that receives the single-serve capsule. This combination is plainly taught within the
four corners of at least the September 2010 priority application. Applicant again thanks the
Examiner for agreeing to withdraw the drawing objection and recognizing the Inventor was in

possession of the claimed combination in the priority applications.

Claim Rejections — 35 USC 112
Claims 10-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112(b) or 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AIA), second
paragraph, as being indefinite for the reasons alleged on page 6 of the Office Action. These

rejections are respectfully traversed.

! The Office Action did not set forth a level of ordinary skill in the art. However, Applicant has assumed arguendo
(and solely for purposes of this response) that the person of ordinary skill in the art has an engineering education and
some years of relevant practical experience.
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Applicant does not agree that the claim terms render the claims indefinite in view of the
present context; for example, the skilled person would have understood that the phrase “portion
capsule” and “single-serve capsule” were used interchangeably and refer to the same beverage
making capsule and the phrase “capsule receptacle” and “capsule holder” refer to the same
structure. However, in the interest of expediting prosecution and without conceding the validity
of the rejections, Applicant has amended the claims in a manner sufficient to overcome and render
these rejections moot. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner withdrawal

these rejections.

Terminal Disclaimer

During the Interview, a possible Obviousness Type Double Patenting rejection was
discussed in view of U.S. Patent No. 11,254,491, another patent to Applicant. Because the specific
grounds for such rejection have not been set forth as yet, Applicant is without basis to challenge
them. However, based upon discussions during the Interview, Applicant has studied the claims
under examination in view of the potential claims that potentially could provide arguable basis for
any such rejection (the “potential rejection claims”). Applicant believes that the present claims
(including the dependent claims) include distinguishing features that, as a whole, would patentably
distinguish over a potential rejection claims and would obviate any such rejection, as supported
for example in the reasons for allowance.

However, in the interest of streamlining prosecution, narrowing the open issues, and
avoiding protracted prosecution, Applicant nevertheless submits the present Terminal Disclaimer.
The submission of this Terminal Disclaimer, under no circumstances, should be interpreted or
otherwise regarded as an admission that the present claims cover subject matter that is obvious in
view of the subject matter of the potential rejection claims. Applicant expressly reserves the right
to argue the differences between the present claims and the potential rejection claims in the future,
in any context in which it may arise. Moreover, by submitting the present Terminal Disclaimer,
Applicant specifically disagrees that an Obviousness Type Double Patenting rejection is proper,

and that this Terminal Disclaimer is necessary.

Claim Amendments
By way of the foregoing amendments and the markings to show changes Applicant has

amended the claims.  No new matter has been added, and the claims find ample support in the
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application as filed, as was reviewed above and consistent with the topics discussed during the
Interview. Based on discussion during the interview, minor edits are made to the claims in the
interest of promoting clarity and to be consistent with the teachings in the priority applications. The
foregoing amendments are taken in the interest of expediting prosecution and there is no intention
of surrendering any range of equivalents to which Applicant would otherwise be entitled in view of
the prior art.

Further, by the present amendment, it does not follow that the amended claims have
become so perfect in their description that no one could devise an equivalent. After amendment,
as before, limitations in the ability to describe the present invention in language in the patent claims
naturally prevent the Applicant from capturing every nuance of the invention or describing with
complete precision the range of its novelty or every possible equivalent. Accordingly, the
foregoing amendments are made specifically in the interest of expediting prosecution and there is no

intention of surrendering any range of equivalents to which Applicant would otherwise be entitled.

Reasons For Allowance

Applicant thanks Examiner Chou for acknowledging the claims are allowable for the
reasons noted on pages 6-7 of the Office Action. It is understood that the present claims were
identified as allowable over the Jarisch (US 2013/0064937) and Schmed (US 7,856,920)
references, even with the claims being initially accorded a December 10, 2021 filing date. With
the priority notification now withdrawn, and the claims being accorded an earlier filing date, it is
understood that the present claims remain allowable for at least the same reasons. Applicant
respectfully notes that the present currently pending claims have additional distinguishing features
not present in either of the above referenced items. Applicant believes it is entitled to at least the

September 2010 priority date and therefore Jarisch is not prior art.
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CONCLUSIONS

In view of Applicant’s amendments and remarks, the Examiner’s rejections are believed to
be rendered moot. Accordingly, Applicant submits that the present application is in condition for
allowance and requests that the Examiner pass the case to issue at the earliest convenience. Should
the Examiner have any questions or wish to further discuss this application, Applicant requests that
the Examiner contact the undersigned at (248) 292-2920.

If for some reason Applicant has not requested a sufficient extension and/or has not paid a
sufficient fee for this response and/or for the extension necessary to prevent the abandonment of this
application, please consider this as a request for an extension for the required time period and/or

authorization to charge our Deposit Account No. 50-1097 for any fee which may be due.

Respecttully submitted,

Date: July 01, 2022 /Paul J. Palinski/
Paul J. Palinski

Reg. No. 71,080

Attorney for Applicant

The Dobrusin Law Firm, P.C.

29 W. Lawrence Street - Suite 210
Pontiac, M1 48342

(248) 292-2920

Customer No. 25215
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Application No. Applicant(s)

17/547,363 Kriiger, Marc
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Applicant-Initiated Interview Summary iﬁ,\T\',ngLou G:ltit to Fi('e;r;w?:se mer | Peee
a761 | No 10f2

'JIMMY CHOU Primary Examiner Telephonic
Paul Palinski Attorney of Record

Date of Interview: 14 June 2022

Issues Discussed:

Proposed Amendment(s)

The attorney agreed not to amend the claim. Thus, proposed amendment to claims in the agenda will
not be enter.

Drawings

The attorney stated that the support can be found on "On pg 6, at lines 23-26. On pg.9, i.e., what has
been said in relation to the identifier applies to all other examples ... as symbolized by the arrow 15.
Examiner noted that the arrow pointed at the bottom side of flange of a capsule. Examiner agreed that
fig.16A is an example of the capsule that can be with a beverage machine. Thus, drawing objections will
be withdrawn.

Other

1. Discuss about Foreign priority document. The attorney stated that the support can be found on "On pg
6, atlines 23-26. On pg.9, i.e., what has been said in relation to the identifier applies to all other
examples ... as symbolized by the arrow 15. Examiner noted that the arrow pointed at the bottom side of
flange of a capsule. Examiner agreed that fig.16A is an example of the capsule that can be with a
beverage machine. Thus, priority notification will be withdrawn.

2. The attomey agreed to file terminal disclaimer with respect to US 11254491.

JIMMY CHOU/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3761

Applicant is reminded that a complete written statement as to the substance of the interview must be made of record in
the application file. It is the applicants responsibility to provide the written statement, unless the interview was initiated
by the Examiner and the Examiner has indicated that a written summary will be provided. See MPEP 713.04

Please further see:

MPEP 713.04

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews, paragraph (b)

37 CFR § 1.2 Business to be transacted in writing

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-413/413b (Rev. Oct. 2019) Interview Summary Paper No. 20220614
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Application No. Applicant(s)

17/547,363 Kriiger, Marc
. Py ” i AlA (First | t P
Applicant-Initiated Interview Summary iﬁ,\T ;“SL ou G:ltit to Fi(le;r;w?: s "9
a761 | No 20f2

Applicant recordation instructions: The formal written reply to the last Office action must include the substance of the
interview. (See MPEP section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, applicant is given a
non-extendable period of the longer of one month or thirty days from this interview date, or the mailing date of this
interview summary form, whichever is later, to file a statement of the substance of the interview.

Examiner recordation instructions: Examiners must summarize the substance of any interview of record. A complete
and proper recordation of the substance of an interview should include the items listed in MPEP 713.04 for complete
and proper recordation including the identification of the general thrust of each argument or issue discussed, a general
indication of any other pertinent matters discussed regarding patentability and the general results or outcome of the
interview, to include an indication as to whether or not agreement was reached on the issues raised.

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-413/413b (Rev. Oct. 2019) Interview Summary Paper No. 20220614
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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

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

dobrusin_PAIR @firsttofile.com
patmail@patentco.com
rmasquelier @patentco.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Application No. Applicant(s)

17/547,363 Kriiger, Marc
Office Action Summary Examiner ArtUnit | AIA (FITF) Status
JIMMY CHOU 3761 No

-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address -
Period for Reply

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHS FROM THE MAILING
DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION.

Extensions of ime may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing
date of this communication.

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133).
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term
adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b).

Status
1) Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12/10/2021.
OJ A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filedon .
2a)(] This action is FINAL. 2b) [¥) This action is non-final.

3)OJ An election was made by the applicant in response to a restriction requirement set forth during the interview
on ; the restriction requirement and election have been incorporated into this action.

4)J Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is
closed in accordance with the practice under £x parfe Quayle, 1935 C.D. 11, 453 O.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims*
5) Claim(s) 10-29 is/are pending in the application.

5a) Of the above claim(s) _____is/are withdrawn from consideration.
6) (J Claim(s)_____is/are allowed.
7) Claim(s) 10-29 is/are rejected.
8) [ Claim(s) ____is/are objected to.
9) [OJ Claim(s) _____ are subject to restriction and/or election requirement
* If any claims have been determined allowable, you may be eligible to benefit from the Patent Prosecution Highway program at a

participating intellectual property office for the corresponding application. For more information, please see
http://www.uspto.gov/patents/init_events/pph/index.jsp or send an inquiry to PPHfeedback@uspto.gov.
Application Papers
10)J The specification is objected to by the Examiner.
11)@ The drawing(s) filed on 12/10/2022 is/are: a)¥) accepted or b)(] objected to by the Examiner.
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a).
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d).
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119

12)@ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f).
Certified copies:

a)M All b)(J Some**  ¢)(J None of the:
1. Certified copies of the priority documents have been received.
2.(J Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No.

3.0 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)).

** See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received.

Attachment(s)

1) Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 3) [ Interview Summary (PTO-413)

Paper No(s)/Mail Date
4) Other: EAST search history is attached.

2) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08a and/or PTO/SB/08b)
Paper No(s)/Mail Date

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-326 (Rev. 11-13) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20220323
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Application/Control Number: 17/547,363 Page 2
Art Unit: 3761

DETAILED ACTION
Notice of Pre-AlA or AIA Status

The present application is being examined under the pre-AlA first to invent provisions.

Priority

Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority based on
applications DE 19 2010 031 988.0, DE 10 2010 044 251.8, and DE 16 2011 010
5384.4 filed in Germany on 22 July 2010, 02 September 2010, and 07 February 2011
respectively, the official translations of which were received 20 December 2021.

Under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) or (e), the claims in a U.S. application are entitled to the
benefit of a foreign priority date or the filing date of a provisional application if the
corresponding foreign application or provisional application supports the claims in the
manner required by 35 U.S.C. 112(a) or pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph.

This is to say that current application must be an application for a patent for an
invention which is also disclosed in the prior application(s), foreign or domestic. The
disclosure of the invention in the parent application and in the later-filed application
must be sufficient to comply with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112(a) or the first
paragraph of pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 112, except for the best mode requirement. See
Transco Products, Inc. v. Performance Contracting, Inc., 38 F.3d 551, 32 USPQ2d 1077
(Fed. Cir. 1994)

The disclosure of the prior-filed applications, Applications No. DE 19 2010 031
988.0, DE 10 2010 044 251.8, and DE 16 2011 010 5384.4, as well as US Applications

13/744,623, 15/211823, and 15/646,980 fail to provide adequate support or enablement
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Application/Control Number: 17/547,363 Page 3
Art Unit: 3761

in the manner provided by 35 U.S.C. 112(a) or pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph
for one or more claims of this application. Claims 10-29 are directed to a beverage
system. However, there is no disclosure of the below claim limitations in the above

identified applications to teach or suggest the combination of features of independent

claims such as (1) chamfered mandrel that pierces the cover at the location that is offset

from the central longitudinal axis, (2) the cover is bowed outwardly, (3) the capsule

receptacle defined by a base portion and an annular portion, (4) an optical

sensor/detector positioned outside of the base portion of the wall structure of the

capsule holder and below the annular portion, which directs a beam through a portion of

the wall structure to read the identifier on the single-serve capsule and (5) a seal that is

at least partially seated in the groove and configured to bear against a top side of the

cover in a region between the peripheral edge of the cover and the region of the cover

that is pierced by the chamfered mandrel, found in any of applicant’s prior filed
applications. Therefore for claims in the current application are not entitled to the benefit
of the claimed priority dates, foreign or domestic and the priority date is the filing date of
the application, that is 10 December 2021.

Discussed with the attorney of record with respect to DE ‘251.8. However,
examiner noted that the specification of DE ‘251.8 recites “the invention will be
explained hereinbelow with reference to figures 1-18. These explanations do not have a
limiting effect on the general concept of the invention” on page 6 at lines 23-26 and
“claims 8-17” on pages 18-19 do not suggest the particular embodiment as required by

the instant claim 10. In addition, as noted in drawing objection below, there is no single
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Application/Control Number: 17/547,363 Page 4
Art Unit: 3761

embodiment or sufficient disclosure to discuss as to how to reconstruct drawings of DE
‘251.8 into the claim features. Clarification is requested.

This application has been filed as a divisional application. The application
repeats a substantial portion of prior Applications No. 15/646980, 15/211823,
13/744623 filed on 11 July 2017, 15 July 2016 and 18 January 2013 and respectively
but, by way of the claims adds significant disclosure not presented in the prior
applications. Because this application names the inventor or at least one joint inventor
named in the prior application, it should constitute a continuation-in-part of the prior

application and not a divisional application. Appropriate correction is required.

Drawings

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, Claims 10 and 21
recite “(1) chamfered mandrel that pierces the cover at the location that is offset
from the central longitudinal axis, (2) the cover is bowed outwardly, (3) the
capsule receptacle defined by a base portion and an annular portion, (4) an
optical sensor/detector positioned outside of the base portion of the wall
structure of the capsule holder and below the annular portion, which directs a
beam through a portion of the wall structure to read the identifier on the single-
serve capsule and (5) a seal that is at least partially seated in the groove and
configured to bear against a top side of the cover in a region between the
peripheral edge of the cover and the region of the cover that is pierced by the

chamfered mandrel” (However, there is no single embodiment shows the combination
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Application/Control Number: 17/547,363 Page 5
Art Unit: 3761

of the above claim limitations) must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the
claim(s). No new matter should be entered.

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as “amended.” If a drawing figure
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet,
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an
application must be labeled in the top margin as either “Replacement Sheet” or “New
Sheet” pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner,
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next

Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 112(b):

(b) CONCLUSION.—The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the inventor or a joint inventor
regards as the invention.

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AlA), second paragraph:
The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention.
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Claims 10-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112(b) or 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AlA),
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly
claim the subject matter which the inventor or a joint inventor (or for applications subject
to pre-AlA 35 U.S.C. 112, the applicant), regards as the invention.

Claim 10 recites “the capsule holder” at line 25. There is insufficient antecedent
basis for this limitation in the claim. Examiner suggest to change the above claim
limitation to “the capsule receptacle”.

Claim 10 recites “the portion capsule” at line 28. There is insufficient antecedent
basis for this limitation in the claim. Examiner suggest to change the above claim
limitation to “the single-serve capsule”.

Claim 21 recites “the capsule holder” at line 27. There is insufficient antecedent
basis for this limitation in the claim. Examiner suggest to change the above claim
limitation to “the capsule receptacle’.

Claim 21 recites “the portion capsule” at line 30. There is insufficient antecedent
basis for this limitation in the claim. Examiner suggest to change the above claim

limitation to “the single-serve capsule”.

Reason for Allowance
The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject
matter: The closest prior art of record are Jarisch et al. (US 2013/0064937) and
Schmed et al. (US 7,856,920). The prior art of record references neither discloses, or

suggests, in combination with the other limitations of independent claim 1, the detail
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structures of the single serve capsule in relation to detail structures of the beverage

machine comprising a groove that is laterally offset from the chamfered mandrel; and a

seal that is at least partially seated in the groove and configured to bear against a top

side of the cover in a region between the peripheral edge of the cover and the region of

the cover that is pierced by the chamfered mandrel.

Conclusion

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the
examiner should be directed to JIMMY CHOU whose telephone number is (571)270-
7107. The examiner can normally be reached Mon-Friday.

Examiner interviews are available via telephone, in-person, and video
conferencing using a USPTO supplied web-based collaboration tool. To schedule an
interview, applicant is encouraged to use the USPTO Automated Interview Request
(AIR) at http://www.uspto.gov/interviewpractice.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’'s
supervisor, Helena Kosanovic can be reached on (571) 272-9059. The fax phone
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-
273-8300.

Information regarding the status of published or unpublished applications may be
obtained from Patent Center. Unpublished application information in Patent Center is
available to registered users. To file and manage patent submissions in Patent Center,

visit: https://patentcenter.uspto.gov. Visit https://www.uspto.gov/patents/apply/patent-
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center for more information about Patent Center and
https://www.uspto.gov/patents/docx for information about filing in DOCX format. For
additional questions, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197
(toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service

Representative, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000.

NIMMY CHOU/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3761
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