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DETAILED ACTION
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112:

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims patrticularly pointing out and distinctly
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention.

2. Claim 8 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant
regards as the invention.
Claim 8 recites the limitation "the frame" in line 2. There is insufficient
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim.
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows:

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

4. Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Par. 94 of the specification defines computer
readable media to include “Communication media typically embody computer readable
instructions, data structures, program modules, or other data in a modulated data signal
such as a carrier wave or other transport mechanism and include any information
delivery media.” With this definition of computer readable media, Claim 11 cannot be
limited to statutory subject matter and does not fall into one of the four statutory classes

of invention.
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102
5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action:

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless —

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreigh country or in public
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United
States.

6. Claims 1-2, 6-13 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being
anticipated by Adatia et al., US Patent Application Publication 20030103079, hereinafter
Adatia.

As in Independent Claim 1, Adatia teaches a method of processing media
content comprising: rendering a media file by a media player program executed on a
computer (playing a song), said computer having a display for presenting a user
interface (Ul) associated with the media player program (Fig. 1), said Ul occupying less
than all of the display (expanded in Fig. 3, smaller, less than all Fig. 1); defining a
window in which the Ul is presented on the display (Fig. 1 and corresponding text), said
Ul including a control element for controlling the processing of the media file (ie. audio
enhancement controls Fig. 1); setting a visible region of the window, said visible region
excluding the control element from being viewable on the display (ie. audio
enhancement control label; Fig. 1); and selectively removing the visible region of the
window in response to user input via an input device whereby the window and the
control element are viewable on the display (Fig. 3 and corresponding text).

As in Independent Claim 12, Adatia teaches a system for processing media

content comprising a computer executing a media player program for rendering a media
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file (playing a song), said computer having a display for presenting user interface (Ul)
associated with the media player program (Fig. 1), said display having a window in
which the media player program Ul is presented, said Ul occupying less than all of the
display (expanded in Fig. 3, smaller, less than all Fig. 1); and having a control element
for controlling the processing of the media content (ie. audio enhancement controls Fig.
1), said window further having a visible region applied thereon, said visible region
excluding the control element from being viewable on the display (ie. audio
enhancement control label; Fig. 1) unless selectively removed in response to user input
via an input device whereby the window and control element are viewable on the
display (Fig. 3 and corresponding text).

As in Claims 2 and 13, Adatia teaches the input device comprises a pointing
device for controlling a cursor and further comprising detecting the cursor being
positioned adjacent an outer edge of the visible region of the window and selectively
removing the visible region of the window in response thereto (replacing bottom portion
of the window with expanded version with controls Fig. 3).

As in Claim 6, Adatia teaches the control element comprises a media file
playback control (Fig. 20/21 and corresponding text).

As in Claim 7, Adatia teaches selectively removing the visible region of the
window (edge of display) causes the playback control to be viewable on the display and
permits control of a play back position of the media file (Fig. 20/21 and corresponding

text).
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As in Claim 8, Adatia teaches re-setting the visible region of the window for
excluding the portion of the frame from being viewable on the display after the playback
control is no longer in use (Par. 68).

As in Claim 9, Adatia teaches setting the visible region of the window comprises
defining a skin for the media player program, said skin occupying substantially less than
all of the display (Fig. 1 vs. Fig. 3).

As in Claims 10 and 19, Adatia teaches the media file includes a visual rendering
element (title) and wherein rendering a media file includes playing the visual rendering
element of the media file in a miniature screen presentation mode (Par. 72 display
modes).

As in Claim 11, Adatia teaches one or more computer-readable media have
computer-executable instructions for performing the method of claim 1 (Par. 28 et seq.).
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action:

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains.
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made.

8. Claims 3, 5, 14, 16 and 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being
unpatentable over Adatia, and further in view of Gross et al., US Patent Application
Publication 20040133564, hereinafter Gross.

As in Claims 3, 5, 14 and 16, Adatia teaches re-setting the visible region of the

window thereby excluding the control element from being viewable on the display
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(closing the expanded control of Fig. 3). While Adatia teaches re-setting the visible
region to exclude the control element, they fail to show the excluding the control
element from being viewable on the display after the cursor is no longer positioned
within the visible region or after a predetermined interval of time as recited in the claims.
In the same field of the invention, Gross teaches an interface controller similar to that of
Adatia. In addition, Gross further teaches excluding the control element from being
viewable on the display after the cursor is no longer positioned within the visible region
(Par. 71) or after a predetermined interval of time (system needs predetermined amount
of time to sense mouse location). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in
the art, having the teachings of Adatia and Gross before him at the time the invention
was made, to modify the re-setting the visible region to exclude the control element
taught by Adatia to include excluding the control element from being viewable on the
display after the cursor is no longer positioned within the visible region or after a
predetermined interval of time of Gross, in order to obtain re-setting the visible region to
exclude the control element from being viewable on the display after the cursor is no
longer positioned within the visible region or after a predetermined interval of time. One
would have been motivated to make such a combination because an automatic user
preference sensing system would have been obtained, as taught by Gross.

As in Independent Claim 20, Adatia teaches in a computer system having a
graphical user interface for rendering a media file on a display, said user interface
including a skin occupying substantially less than all of the display, a method of

processing media content comprising: defining a window in which the skin is presented
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on the display (Fig. 1), said skin including a control element for controlling the
processing of the media file (ie. audio enhancement controls Fig. 1); setting a visible
region of the window, said visible region excluding the control element from being
viewable on the display (ie. audio enhancement control label Fig. 1); detecting a cursor
relative to the visible region window (cursor is above label), said cursor location being
controlled by user input (mouse); removing the visible region of the window when the
cursor is positioned adjacent to an outer edge of the visible region of the window,
whereby the window and the control element are viewable on the display (replace label
with audio enhancement control box Fig. 3); and re-setting the visible region of the
window thereby excluding the control element from being viewable on the display
(Closing slide out panel Par. 34). While Adatia teaches re-setting the visible region to
exclude the control element, they fail to show the excluding the control element from
being viewable on the display after the cursor is no longer positioned within the visible
region as recited in the claims. In the same field of the invention, Gross teaches an
interface controller similar to that of Adatia. In addition, Gross further teaches excluding
the control element from being viewable on the display after the cursor is no longer
positioned within the visible region (Par. 71). It would have been obvious to one of
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Adatia and Gross before him at the time
the invention was made, to modify the re-setting the visible region to exclude the control
element taught by Adatia to include excluding the control element from being viewable
on the display after the cursor is no longer positioned within the visible region of Gross,

in order to obtain re-setting the visible region to exclude the control element from being
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viewable on the display after the cursor is no longer positioned within the visible region.
One would have been motivated to make such a combination because an automatic
user preference sensing system would have been obtained, as taught by Gross.

9. Claims 4, 15, 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being
unpatentable over Adatia, and further in view of Ludolph et al., US Patent 6133898,
hereinafter Ludolph.

As in Claims 4 and 15, While Adatia teaches a method and system comprising:
rendering a media file by a media player program executed on a computer, said
computer having a display for presenting a user interface (Ul) associated with the media
player program, said Ul occupying less than all of the display; defining a window in
which the Ul is presented on the display, said Ul including a control element for
controlling the processing of the media file; setting a visible region of the window, said
visible region excluding the control element from being viewable on the display; and
selectively removing the visible region of the window in response to user input via an
input device whereby the window and the control element are viewable on the display
(See Independent Claim rejections supra), they fail to show the input device as a
keyboard, wherein depressed keys selectively remove the visible region of the window
as recited in the claims. In the same field of the invention, Ludolph teaches a slide-out
interface similar to that of Adatia. In addition, Ludolph further teaches input device as a
keyboard, wherein depressed keys selectively remove the visible region of the window
(Col. 20, line 15 et seq.). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art,

having the teachings of Adatia and Ludolph before him at the time the invention was
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made, to modify the media player interface setting a visible region of the window, said
visible region excluding the control element from being viewable on the display; and
selectively removing the visible region of the window in response to user input via an
input device whereby the window and the control element are viewable on the display
taught by Adatia to include the input device as a keyboard, wherein depressed keys
selectively remove the visible region of the window of Ludolph, in order to obtain the
media player interface setting a visible region of the window, said visible region
excluding the control element from being viewable on the display; and selectively
removing the visible region of the window in response to user input via an input device
whereby the window and the control element are viewable on the display with a
keyboard input device, wherein depressed keys selectively remove the visible region of
the window. One would have been motivated to make such a combination because an
alternate input method would have been obtained, as taught by Ludolph.

As in Claim 17, Adatia teaches the control element excluded by the visible region
from being viewable on the display is a media file playback control, said media file
playback control permitting control of a playback position of the media file by the user
via the playback control when viewable on the display (See rejection of Claims 6 and 7
supra).

As in Claim 18, Adatia teaches the visible region of the window is re-set thereby
excluding the playback control from being viewable on the display after the playback

control is no longer in use (Par. 68).
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Conclusion

The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.111(c) to
consider these references fully when responding to this action. The documents cited
therein teach similar media player interfaces and slideout, rollover controls.

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the
examiner should be directed to SARA M. HANNE whose telephone number is (571)272-
4135. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30am-4:00pm, off on
alternating Fridays.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s
supervisor, WEILUN LO can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR.
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only.
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000.

/Sara M Hanne/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2179
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