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Control No. Patent Under Reexamination
90/019,166 7103640

Order Granting Request For
Ex Parte Reexamination Examiner
CHARLES R CRAVER 3992 No

Art Unit | AIA (FITF) Status

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

The request for ex parfe reexamination filed 02/17/2023 has been considered and a determination has
been made. An identification of the claims, the references relied upon, and the rationale supporting the
determination are attached.

Attachments: a)(d0 PTO-892, by PTO/SB/08, c)™ Other: ORDER
1.0 The request for ex parfe reexamination is GRANTED.
RESPONSE TIMES ARE SET AS FOLLOWS:

For Patent Owner's Statement (Optional): TWO MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication
(37 CFR 1.530 (b)). EXTENSIONS OF TIME ARE GOVERNED BY 37 CFR 1.550(c).

For Requester's Reply (optional): TWO MONTHS from the date of service of any timely filed

Patent Owner's Statement (37 CFR 1.535). NO EXTENSION OF THIS TIME PERIOD IS PERMITTED.
If Patent Owner does not file a timely statement under 37 CFR 1.530(b), then no reply by requester

is permitted.

CHARLES R CRAVER/
Reexamination Specialist, Art Unit 399

cc:Requester ( if third party requester )

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL-471G(Rev. 01-13) Office Action in £x Parte Reexamination Part of Paper No. 20230327
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Application/Control Number: 90/019,166 Page 2
Art Unit: 3992

DECISION ORDERING EX PARTE REEXAMINATION
Notice of Pre-AlA or AIA Status
The present application, filed on or after March 16, 2013, is being examined

under the first inventor to file provisions of the AlA.

. Summary

A Substantial New Question of Patentability (SNQ) affecting claims 17, 18, and
24 of U.S. Patent 7,103,640 B1 to Overton et al. (hereinafter "the ‘640 Patent") is raised
by the Request for reexamination filed February 17, 2023 by the Requester for the

reasons set forth below.

Reexamination has been requested of claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640 Patent.
The ‘640 Patent to Overton et al. issued September 5, 2006 based on U.S. Patent
Application Ser. No. 09/661,222 filed September 9, 2000, with an earliest possible

effective filing date of July 8, 1998. The ‘640 Patent is still enforceable.

ll. Related Proceedings and Matters

The '640 Patent under this determination is currently under litigation. See, inter

alia, Kove IO, Inc. v. Amazon Web Services, Inc., 1:18-cv-08175 (N.D. IIl.).

The ‘640 Patent is not currently subject to a Reissue proceeding, nor is it subject

to a pending post-grant proceeding before the Patent Trial and Appeal Board.

The Patent Owner is reminded of the continuing responsibility under 37 CFR
1.565(a), to apprise the Office of any litigation activity, or other prior or concurrent
proceeding, involving the instant ‘640 Patent throughout the course of this

reexamination proceeding.
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Application/Control Number: 90/019,166 Page 3
Art Unit: 3992

Information Disclosure Statement
Where the IDS citations are submitted but not described, the examiner is only
responsible for cursorily reviewing the references. The initials of the examiner on the
PTO-1449 indicate only that degree of review unless the reference is either applied
against the claims, or discussed by the examiner as pertinent art of interest, in a

subsequent office action.

See Guidelines for Reexamination of Cases in View of In re Portola Packaging,
Inc., 110 F.3d 786, 42 USPQ2d 1295 (Fed. Cir. 1997), 64 FR at 15347, 1223 Off. Gaz.

Pat. Office at 125 (response to comment 6).

Consideration by the examiner of the information submitted in an IDS means that
the examiner will consider the documents in the same manner as other documents in
Office search files are considered by the examiner while conducting a search of the
prior art in a proper field of search. The initials of the examiner placed adjacent to the
citations on the PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08A and 08B or its equivalent mean that the

information has been considered by the examiner to the extent noted above.

Regarding IDS submissions MPEP 2256 recites the following: "Where patents,
publications, and other such items of information are submitted by a party (patent
owner) in compliance with the requirements of the rules, the requisite degree of
consideration to be given to such information will be normally limited by the degree to
which the party filing the information citation has explained the content and relevance of

the information."
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Application/Control Number: 90/019,166 Page 4
Art Unit: 3992

Declaration

The Examiner notes the Declaration of Sylvia D. Hall-Ellis, Ph.D under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.132 as to the publication date of the OracleNamesAdminGuide reference as well as
the Declaration of Joseph B. Greene under 37 C.F.R. § 1.132. The Examiner further
notes as to the Hall-Ellis Declaration that affidavits or declarations or other written
evidence which explain the contents or pertinent dates of prior art patents or printed
publications in more detail may be considered in reexamination. MPEP 2258 I. E. In any
subsequent action on the merits the Greene Declaration will be addressed inasmuch as

it is relied upon by Requestor in any proposed rejections.
lll. Request

In the Request, Requester asserts that an SNQ is raised over claims of the ‘640
Patent by the following references:

U.S. Patent 6,473,781 B1 to Skagerwall et al. (“Skagerwall’);
U.S. Patent 6,185,601 B1 to Wolff (“Wolff”);

Oracle Names Administrator's Guide, Release 2.0 (Oracle Corp., Redwood City,

CA), published 1996 (“OracleNamesAdminGuide™);

Joseph B. Greene, Oracle 8 Server: Unleashed, 1%t ed. (Sams Publishing,

Indianapolis, Ind.) ISBN: 0672312076, January 1998 (“OracleUnleashed’);

Maarten van Steen, et al., “Locating Objects in Wide-Area Systems,” IEEE
Communications Magazine, Vol. 36, Issue 1, pp. 104-09, ISBN: 0163-6804

(January 1998) (“Steen”);
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Application/Control Number: 90/019,166 Page 5
Art Unit: 3992

In the Request, Requester asserts that an SNQ is raised over issued claims 1-18

by the above references as follows:

SNQ 1) Requester asserts that Skagerwall and Wolff together raise a substantial

new question of patentability as to claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640 Patent.

SNQ 2) Requester asserts that OracleNamesAdminGuide, OracleUnleashed,
and Steen together raise a substantial new question of patentability as to claims

17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640 Patent.

SNQ 3) Requester asserts that Steen and Wolff together raise a substantial new

question of patentability as to claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640 Patent.

SNQ 4) Requester asserts that Steen, Wolff, and Skagerwall altogether raise a
substantial new question of patentability as to claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640

Patent.

' The Request combines SNQs 3 and 4 together, however the Examiner has separated them here for
clarity.
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Application/Control Number: 90/019,166 Page 6
Art Unit: 3992

IV. Patent Backqground

Issued independent claims 17 and 18 are as follows:

17. A system for retrieving data location information for data stored in a distributed network, the
system comprising:

a plurality of data repositories configured to store data, wherein the data is associated with a
respective identifier string in each data repository;

a data location server network having a plurality of data location servers, each of the plurality of
data location servers containing location strings associated with respective identifier
strings and each of the plurality of data location servers having computer executable
code configured to execute the following steps:

in response to receiving a data location request from a client to retrieve a location string
associated with an identification string provided in the data location request, transmitting
a redirect message to the client if the identification string is not associated with a location
string at the data location server, wherein the redirect message contains information for
use by the client to calculate a location of a different data location server in the plurality
of data location servers, wherein the different data location server contains the location
string.

18. A system for retrieving data location information for data stored in a distributed network, the
system comprising:

a data repository configured to store data, wherein the data is associated with an identifier
string;

a client responsive to a data query to query a data location server for location information
associated with the identifier string;

a data location server network comprising a plurality of data location servers, at least one of the

plurality of data location servers containing location information associated with the
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Application/Control Number: 90/019,166 Page 7
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identifier string, wherein each of the plurality of data location servers comprises
computer executable code configured to execute the following steps in response to
receiving a data location request from the client:

if the data location server contains the location string associated with the identification string
provided in the data location request, the data location server transmits location
information for use by the client to calculate a location of the data associated with the
identification string;

if the data location server does not contain the location string associated with the identification
string, the location server transmits a redirect message to the client, wherein the redirect
message contains redirect information for use by the client to calculate a location of a
different data location server in the plurality of data location servers, wherein the

different data location server contains the location string.

The ‘640 Patent teaches towards a device and method for locating data stored in
a distributed network wherein, in response to a client query for particular data
associated with an identifier, a location server in a non-hierarchical network of location
servers retrieves a network address of an element storing the data. If the location server
does not contain the location information, it sends a redirect notice to the client that may
be used to determine another location server to query. ‘640 Patent at Abstract and at
2:12-27, 14:29-31.

In the prosecution of the instant ‘640 Patent, the underlying 09/661,222
Application was filed September 13, 2000 with claims 1-6 with claims 1, 5, and 12 being
independent. Following a non-final rejection mailed February 25, 2004 rejecting all

claims over U.S. Patent 5,764,906 to Edelstein et al. and U.S. Patent 6,418,441 to Call,
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Application/Control Number: 90/019,166 Page 8
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an amendment filed August 25, 2004 amended independent claims 1, 5, and 12
requiring a request, response, and redirect message (claim 1), the first server being
responsive to a client request to provide a redirect message (claim 5), and a step of
responding to the client with a redirect message (claim 12). Following a subsequent
rejection rejecting claims 1-4 and 17-18 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as being directed to non-
statutory subject matter, rejecting claims 1-23 as indefinite, and rejecting claims 1-23
over the Beitz NPL reference, U.S. Patent 5,950,173 to Perkowski, U.S. Patent
5,978,773 to Hudetz, and the Call reference, Patent Owner further amended the claims
August 9, 2005, canceling claims 1-23 and adding new claims 24-49, claims 23, 33, 41,
and 42 being independent. A notice of allowability was subsequently mailed November
14, 2005 including an Examiner's amendment to change claim numbering. No reasons
for allowance were provided.

Notably, following payment of the issue fee, a certificate of correction was
requested and granted, adding a benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 120 as a continuation-in-part

of U.S. Patent Application Ser. No. 09/111,896 filed July 8, 1998.

Subsequent Reexaminations
The ‘640 Patent has been subject to two previous ex parte reexamination
requests.
In the first, ex parte reexamination 90/014,552, reexamination of claims 17, 18,
and 24 were requested over a number of references which do not overlap with this
request. The 90/014,552 ex parte reexamination request was denied September 9,

2020.
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In the second ex parte reexamination, reexamination was ordered in ex parte
reexamination proceeding 90/019,036 over references including one which overlaps
with the instant proceeding, namely OracleNamesGuide.

On November 2, 2002, Public Law 107-273 was enacted. Title Ill, Subtitle A,
Section 13105, part (a) of the Act revised the reexamination statute by adding the
following new last sentence to 35 U.S.C. 303(a) and 312(a):

"The existence of a substantial new question of patentability is not precluded by
the fact that a patent or printed publication was previously cited by or to the Office or
considered by the Office."

For any reexamination ordered on or after November 2, 2002, the effective date
of the statutory revision, reliance on previously cited/considered art, i.e., "old art," does
not necessarily preclude the existence of a substantial new question of patentability
(SNQ) that is based exclusively on that old art. Rather, determinations on whether a
SNQ exists in such an instance shall be based upon a fact-specific inquiry done on a
case-by-case basis. Here, the OracleNamesGuide reference is asserted with another
two references that were not previously discussed by the Office or applied by the
Examiner against the instant claims and is being read in a new light.

Thus references that teach more than the prior art of record with regard to the
claims, particularly the matter added to attain allowance of the claims, may be

considered to be non-cumulative to the record.
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Application/Control Number: 90/019,166 Page 10
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V. Claim Construction and Filing Date

The instant ‘640 patent is expired. In a reexamination proceeding involving
claims of an expired patent, claim construction pursuant to the principle set forth by the
court in Phillips v. AWH Corp., 415 F.3d 1303, 1316, 75 USPQ2d 1321, 1329 (Fed. Cir.
2005) (words of a claim "are generally given their ordinary and customary meaning" as
understood by a person of ordinary skill in the art in question at the time of the
invention) should be applied since the expired claim are not subject to amendment. See
Ex parte Papst-Motoren, 1 USPQ2d 1655 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1986). The statutory
presumption of validity, 35 U.S.C. 282, has no application in reexamination. In re

Etter, 756 F.2d 852, 225 USPQ 1 (Fed. Cir. 1985).

37 C.F.R. § 1.530(j) states, “No enlargement of claim scope. No amendment may
enlarge the scope of the claims of the patent or introduce new matter. No amendment
may be proposed for entry in an expired patent. Moreover, no amendment, other than
the cancellation of claims, will be incorporated into the patent by a certificate issued
after the expiration of the patent.” (emphasis added). Thus, because the patent is
expired no amendments of the claims will be allowed aside from the cancellation of

claims.

Requester asserts that the instant claims are not entitled to the earliest effective
filing date claimed, namely that of the parent 09/111,896 non-provisional application of

which the instant ‘640 Patent is a continuation-in-part. Request at 9-10.

Rejections may be made in reexamination proceedings based on intervening

patents or printed publications where the patent claims under reexamination are entitled
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only to the filing date of the patent and are not supported by an earlier foreign or United
States patent application whose filing date is claimed. For example, under 35 U.S.C.
120, the effective date of these claims would be the filing date of the application which
resulted in the patent. Intervening patents or printed publications are available as prior
art under In re Ruscetta, 255 F.2d 687, 118 USPQ 101 (CCPA 1958), and In re van
Langenhoven, 458 F.2d 132, 173 USPQ 426 (CCPA 1972). See MPEP § 211. See also
In re NTP, Inc., 654 F.3d 1268, 99 USPQ2d 1500 (Fed. Cir. 2011) (holding that the
Office is not prohibited from performing a 35 U.S.C. 112 written description priority

analysis during reexamination). See MPEP § 2258 I. C.

Here Requester asserts that various limitations in claims 17 and 18 are not
disclosed in the parent non-provisional application in such a manner that one of ordinary
skill in the art would have determined the inventor of the ‘640 Patent claims to have

been in possession of the claimed invention as of the earlier filing date, as follows:

1. Alocation string specifying data entity location, as required by elements
17.c,

2. 18.d, and 18.h;

3. The contents of the location servers be indexed, as required by claim 24;

4. The contents of the location servers be organized according to a hash
table, as required by claim 24;

5. Each location server having information to calculate which location server
contains the requested location information, as required by claim elements
17.f2 and 18.h;

6. Returning/sending a redirect message if the location server lacks the
requested location information, as required by elements 17.f2 and 18.h;
and

Page 13 of 31



Application/Control Number: 90/019,166 Page 12
Art Unit: 3992

7. The redirect message comprises information for calculating the location of
a location server known to have the requested location information, as

required by claim elements 17.f2 and 18.h.

Request at 9-10.

Here the Examiner agrees as to at least claims 17 and 18 (the independent
claims at issue), that the instant claims are not supported by the 09/111,896 Patent
application for the reasons set forth in the Request at 9-10 and thus intervening art such
as Skagerwall and OracleUnleashed may apply in this proceeding. It is also noted that,
even if the claims were fully supported by the parent application, at least one SNQ
asserted by Requestor, namely SNQ 3, would apply as it is based solely on non-

intervening art.

VI. Prior Art References

Skagerwall
Skagerwall teaches generally towards a location server network with a flat
architecture, including further a system of directory servers for provisioning information
related to tagged objects. Data objects stored on application servers are associated with
object data stored on the directory servers including retrieval information using a tag.

Skagerwall at FIG 1, 1:9-13, 4:12-20, 9:18-31, and 10:39-40.

Skagerwall is prior art under pre-AlA 35 USC 102(e) as intervening art.
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Wolff
Wolff teaches towards load rebalancing on a distributed network whereby a
network server may provide a redirect message to a client to provide the client with

information as to another server which may satisfy the request. Wolff at 5:25-38.

Wolff is prior art under pre-AlA 35 USC 102(e).

OracleNamesAdminGuide

OracleNamesAdminGuide teaches towards location server networks using
various architectures using name servers between clients requesting data and servers
storing data requested by the clients. A name server utilizes a name associated with the
request to provide a network location for the appropriate node associated with the name

to allow a connection. OracleNamesAdminGuide at 20-23, 33-44, 52-53, and 128-129.

OracleNamesAdminGuide is prior art under pre-AlA 35 USC 102(b).

OracleUnleashed

OracleUnleashed teaches towards the Oracle system through version 8.1,
notably including lookup systems in relational database management systems, including
transparency to the client such that the user need not know specific location information
for data in the system but rather a gateway node will map a data request to different
physical machines in the network on which the requested data resides. Users of a client
device will query location information on a relational database like Oracle8 and

determine the location of data. OracleUnleashed at 38-45, 85, 179, 273, and 452.

OracleUnleashed is prior art under pre-AlA 35 USC 102(a) as intervening art.
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Steen
Steen teaches towards using various topologies in a location server network,
wherein a directory system is used to resolve an object name to another string of
information which may comprise location information for a contact record, wherein a
client may use the string of information to obtain object contact address information.

Steen at Abstract and at 104-108.

Steen is prior art under pre-AlA 35 USC 102(a).

VIl. SNQs Raised by the Request

Substantial New Question of Patentability

For "a substantial new question of patentability™ (SNQ) to be present, it is only

necessary that:

A. The prior art patents and or printed publications raise a substantial question
of patentability regarding at least one claim, i.e., the teaching of the prior art patents and
printed publications is such that a reasonable examiner would consider the teaching to
be important in deciding whether or not the claim is patentable; it is not necessary that

the prior art establish a prima facie case of unpatentability; and

B. The same question of patentability as to the claim has not been decided by
the Office in a previous examination or pending reexamination of the patent or in a final

holding of invalidity by the Federal Courts in a decision on the merits involving the claim.
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SNQ 1) Requester asserts that Skagerwall and Wolff together raise a substantial

new question of patentability as to claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640 Patent.

As noted above, the Skagerwall and Wolff references together disclose a similar
system to that of claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640 Patent, notably as to the limitations in
independent claims 17 and 18 as to returning a redirect message if a location server
lacks location information for the desired identification information comprising
information for use to determine a location of a different data location server. As further
noted by Requester in pp. 28-31 (describing Skagerwall), pp. 31-32 (describing Wolff),
and pp. 73-96 (in detail describing application of the references to the claims) of his
Request, the references would thus have been considered by a reasonable Examiner to
be germane to patentability of the claims. The Skagerwall and Wolff references thus
raise a substantial new question of patentability over claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640
Patent, said question not having been decided in a previous examination of the Patent,

nor considered in holding of invalidity by Federal Court.

SNQ 2) Requester asserts that OracleNamesAdminGuide, OracleUnleashed,

and Steen together raise a substantial new question of patentability as to claims

17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640 Patent.

As noted above, the OracleNamesAdminGuide, OracleUnleashed, and Steen
references together disclose a similar system to that of claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640
Patent, notably as to the limitations in independent claims 17 and 18 as to returning a
redirect message if a location server lacks location information for the desired
identification information comprising information for use to determine a location of a

different data location server. As further noted by Requester in pp. 37-72 (describing the
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two Oracle references), pp. 32-37 (describing Steen), and pp. 96-176 (in detalil
describing application of the references to the claims) of his Request, the references
would thus have been considered by a reasonable Examiner to be germane to
patentability of the claims. The OracleNamesAdminGuide, OracleUnleashed, and Steen
references thus raise a substantial new question of patentability over claims 17, 18, and
24 of the ‘640 Patent, said question not having been decided in a previous examination

of the Patent, nor considered in holding of invalidity by Federal Court.

SNQ 3) Requester asserts that Steen and Wolff together raise a substantial new

question of patentability as to claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640 Patent.

As noted above, the Steen and Wolff references together disclose a similar
system to that of claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640 Patent, notably as to the limitations in
independent claims 17 and 18 as to returning a redirect message if a location server
lacks location information for the desired identification information comprising
information for use to determine a location of a different data location server. As further
noted by Requester in pp. 31-32 (describing Wolff), pp. 32-37 (describing Steen), and
pp. 197-220 (in detail describing application of the references to the claims) of his
Request, the references would thus have been considered by a reasonable Examiner to
be germane to patentability of the claims. The Steen and Wolff references thus raise a
substantial new question of patentability over claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640 Patent,
said question not having been decided in a previous examination of the Patent, nor

considered in holding of invalidity by Federal Court.
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SNQ 4) Requester asserts that Steen, Wolff, and Skagerwall altogether raise a
substantial new question of patentability as to claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640
Patent.

As noted above, the Steen, Wolff, and Skagerwall references together disclose a
similar system to that of claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640 Patent, notably as to the
limitations in independent claims 17 and 18 as to returning a redirect message if a
location server lacks location information for the desired identification information
comprising information for use to determine a location of a different data location server.
As further noted by Requester in pp. 28-31 (describing Skagerwall), pp. 31-32
(describing Wolff), pp. 32-37 (describing Steen), and pp. 197-220 (in detail describing
application of the references to the claims) of his Request, the references would thus
have been considered by a reasonable Examiner to be germane to patentability of the
claims. The Steen, Wolff, and Skagerwall references thus raise a substantial new
question of patentability over claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘640 Patent, said question not
having been decided in a previous examination of the Patent, nor considered in holding

of invalidity by Federal Court.
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VIIl. Conclusion

A substantial new question of patentability is thus raised over issued claims 17,
18, and 24 for the reasons set forth above. Reexamination is hereby ordered over

claims 17, 18, and 24 of the ‘836 Patent.

It is noted that Requester has only requested reexamination of claims 17, 18, and
24 of the ‘640 Patent. The Office’s determination in both the order for reexamination and
the examination stage of the reexamination under 35 U.S.C. 302 will generally be
limited solely to a review of the claim(s) for which reexamination was requested. If the
Requester was interested in having all of the claims reexamined, requester had the
opportunity to include them in its request for reexamination. However, if the Requester
chose not to do so, those claim(s) for which reexamination was not requested will
generally not be reexamined by the Office. It is further noted that 35 U.S.C. 302
requires that "[t]he request must set forth the pertinency and manner of applying cited
prior art to every claim for which reexamination is requested." If the Requester fails to
apply the art to certain claims, then the Requester is not statutorily entitled to

reexamination of such claims.

Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) will not be permitted in these
proceedings because the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136 apply only to "an applicant" and
not to parties in a reexamination proceeding. Additionally, 35 U.S.C. 305 requires that
reexamination proceedings "will be conducted with special dispatch" (37 CFR 1.550(a)).
Extension of time in ex parte reexamination proceedings are provided for in 37 CFR

1.550(c).
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The Patent Owner is again reminded of the continuing responsibility under 37
CFR 1.565(a), to apprise the Office of any litigation activity, or other prior or concurrent
proceeding, involving the instant ‘836 Patent throughout the course of this
reexamination proceeding.

All correspondence relating to this ex parte reexamination proceeding should be
directed:

By Mail to: Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Central Reexamination Unit
Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent & Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

By FAX to: (5671) 273-9900
Central Reexamination Unit

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

Effective July 9, 2007, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office began accepting requests
for reexamination, and "follow-on" papers (i.e., subsequent correspondence in
reexamination proceedings) submitted via the Office’s Web-based electronic filing
system (EFS-Web). The Office has updated the Legal Framework for EFS-Web to set
forth that requests for reexamination, and proper reexamination "follow-on" papers
(see MPEP § 2267) are permitted to be submitted using EFS-Web. The current version
of the Legal Framework for EFS-Web is at: www.uspto.gov/patents- application-
process/filing-online/legal-framework-efs-web.

After the filing of the request for ex parte reexamination, any letters sent to the U.S.
Patent and Trademark Office relating to the resulting ex parte reexamination proceeding

should identify the proceeding by the number of the patent undergoing reexamination,
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the reexamination request control number assigned, the art unit, and the name of the
examiner.
Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to the Central

Reexamination Unit at telephone number (571) 272-7705.
Signed:
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Reexamination Specialist, Art Unit 3992

Conferees:
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3992

/ALEXANDER J KOSOWSKI/
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The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with
your submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. The United States Patent
and Trademark Office (USPTO) collects the information in this record under authority of 35 U.S.C. 2. The
USPTO’s system of records is used to manage all applicant and owner information including name,
citizenship, residence, post office address, and other information with respect to inventors and their legal
representatives pertaining to the applicant's/owner’s activities in connection with the invention for which a
patent is sought or has been granted. The applicable Privacy Act System of Records Notice for the
information collected in this form is COMMERCE/PAT-TM-7 Patent Application Files, available in the
Federal Register at 78 FR 19243 (March 29, 2013). https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2013-03-29/
pdf/2013-07341.pdf

Routine uses of the information in this record may include disclosure to: 1) law enforcement, in the event
that the system of records indicates a violation or potential violation of law; 2) a Federal, state, local, or
international agency, in response to its request; 3) a contractor of the USPTO having need for the
information in order to perform a contract; 4) the Department of Justice for determination of whether the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) requires disclosure of the record; 5) a Member of Congress
submitting a request involving an individual to whom the record pertains, when the individual has
requested the Member’s assistance with respect to the subject matter of the record; 6) a court,
magistrate, or administrative tribunal, in the course of presenting evidence, including disclosures to
opposing counsel in the course of settlement negotiations; 7) the Administrator, General Services
Administration (GSA), or their designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA under
authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906, in accordance with the GSA regulations and any other relevant
(i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive, where such disclosure shall not be used to make determinations
about individuals; 8) another federal agency for purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181)
and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 218(c)); 9) the Office of Personnel
Management (OPM) for personnel research purposes; and 9) the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for legislative coordination and clearance.

If you do not furnish the information requested on this form, the USPTO may not be able to process and/
or examine your submission, which may result in termination of proceedings, abandonment of the
application, and/or expiration of the patent.

Additional Uses

Additional USPTO uses of the information in this record may include disclosure to: 1) the International
Bureau of the World Intellectual Property Organization, if the record is related to an international
application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty; 2) the public i) after publication of the application
pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b), ii) after issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151, iii) if the record
was filed in an application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and
which application is referenced by either a published application, an application open to public
inspections, or an issued patent, or iv) without publication of the application or patent under the specific
circumstances provided for by 37 CFR 1.14(a)(1)(v)-(vii); and/or 3) the National Archives and Records
Administration, for inspection of records.
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