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1.

Applicant's election with traverse of Group II in the Reply (hereinafter “Re.”) ﬁled on

February 27, 2012 is acknowledged.

The traversal is on the grounds that: (a) the present

application contains 42 claims, only one of which is directed to Group I; (b) the claims are
closely related in scope; and (c) no serious burden exists in examining both groups of claims (Re.
pp. 2 and 3). This is not found persuasive because of the reasons, inter alia, listed below:
(a) Currently, there is only one claim directed to Group I, however, Applicant can add
more claims directed to Group I by filing the amendment(s);
(b)

The claims are closely related in scope, but they are drawn to independent and

distinct inventions for the reasons set forth on p. 2 of the restriction requirement on January 27,
2012. Applicant de facto concedes that Groups I and II are patentably distinct as evidenced by
the fact that Applicant has not submitted evidence or identified such evidence now of record
showing the inventions to be obvious or clearly admitted on the record that this is the case. See
p. 3 of the restriction;
(c) There would be a serious burden in examining both groups of claims for the reasons
set forth on pp. 2 and 3 of the restriction; and
(d) If Applicant desires more efficient by filing one application instead of different
applications (Re. p. 3), Applicant is respectfully suggested to submit evidence or identify such
evidence now of record showing the inventions to be obvious or clearly admit on the record that
this is the case.

Upon receiving Applicant’s submission, evidence, and/or admission, the

Examiner is willing to withdraw the restriction requirement between Groups I and II pursuant to
In re Lee, 199 USPQ 108 (Comm’r Pat. 1978) cited in MPEP § 803. See p. 3 of the restriction.
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In view of the foregoing, the requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made
FINAL.
2.

Claim 30 is withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being

drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. Applicant
timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement in the reply filed on February 27, 2012.
3.

Applicant’s election of the species of FIGS. 2—5 in the reply filed on February 27, 2012 is

acknowledged.

Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the supposed

errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an election without traverse
(MPEP § 818.03(a)).
Applicant merely states: “Applicant respectfully traverses this Restriction Requirement”
(Re. p. 3). This general statement does not distinctly and specifically point out the supposed
errors in the restriction requirement of species, thus, the election of species is a constructive
election without traverse. See p. 5 of restriction.
4.

Claims 5, 19—27, 34, and 35 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37

CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no allowable generic or
linking claim. Election was made Without traverse in the reply filed on February 27, 2012.
Claim 5 calls for the screws 71 in the non—elected species of FIG. 8 (Spec. (H 87). Thus,
claim 5 is withdrawn as being not readable upon elected species of FIGS. 2—5.
5.

The drawings are objected to because of the reasons, inter alia, listed below:
(a) FIG. 1 should be labeled “PRIOR ART” (Spec. 1111 8 and 44);
(b) The sectional planes, e. g., A—A in FIG. 2 and Z—Z in FIG. 16B should be changed to

2A—2A and 16C—16C in order to correspond to FIGS. 2A and 16C. See 37 CFR 1.84(h)(3); and
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(c) The drawings and specification are inconsistent with each other (37 CFR l.l2l(e)).

For example, Spec. 1] 10 describes “FIG. 23”, however, the drawings show “FIG. 2A.” Another
example, Spec. (H 71 describes the adjustment screw 32 in FIG. 5, but FIG. 5 shows that the
element 32 is a cavity or a gap, not a screw.
Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR l.l2l(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 l.l2l(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.
6.

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR l.83(a). The drawings must show every

feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the screw/female screw adjustment
member in claims 9 and 10 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new

matter should be entered.
Elected species of FIGS. 2—5 does not show the screw/female screw adjustment member.
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7.

The Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) filed on February 13, 2012 has been

considered. A review of the prosecution history shows that Applicant has filed nine (9) duplicate
and/or cumulative Information Disclosure Statements (IDS) on February 13, 2012; January 20,
2012; November 9, 2011; October 12, 2011; August 1, 2011; February 24, 2011; February 23,
2010; August 8, 2008; and February 29, 2008. Please note that MPEP § 2004 states:

13. It is desirable to avoid the submission of long lists of
documents if it can be avoided. Eliminate clearly irrelevant and
marginally pertinent cumulative information. If a long list is
submitted, highlight those documents which have been specifically
brought to applicant’s attention and/or are known to be of most
significance. See Penn Yan Boats, Inc. v. Sea Lark Boats, Inc.,
359 F. Supp. 948, 175 USPQ 260 (SD. Fla. 1972), affd, 479 F.2d
1338, 178 USPQ 577 (5th Cir. 1973), cert. denied, 414 US. 874
(1974). But cf Molins PLC v. Textron Inc., 48 F.3d 1172, 33
USPQ2d 1823 (Fed. Cir. 1995). (Emphasis added)

Applicant is respectfully suggested to eliminate clearly irrelevant and marginally
pertinent cumulative information and highlight those documents which have been specifically
brought to applicant’s attention and/or are known to be of most significance per MPEP § 2004
supra. See also pp. 6 and 7 of the restriction.
8.

The disclosure is objected to because of the informalities, such as, e. g., listed below:
(a) In the Brief Description of the Drawings, the sectional planes, such as, A—A in FIG. 2,

and Z—Z in FIG. 16B should be changed to 2A—2A and 16C—16C in order to correspond to FIGS.
2A and 16C. Please see 37 CFR 1.84(h)(3); and
(b) The specification and drawings are inconsistent with each other (37 CFR 1.121(e)),

e. g., Spec. 1] 10 describes “FIG. 23”, but the drawings show “FIG. 2A”; and Spec. (H 71 describes
the adjustment screw 32 in FIG. 5, but FIG. 5 shows that the element 32 is a cavity/gap.
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Appropriate correction is required.
9.

Claims 1—4, 6—18, 28, 29, and 39—42 are objected to because of the following

informalities: the claims have typographical or grammatical error(s). For example, the term
“Control device” in line 1 of claims 1 and 39 should have been changed to “A control device”;
and the phrase “surfaceof” in claim 13 should have been changed to “surface of.” Appropriate
correction is required.
10.

The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the

claimed subject matter such as “a first portion” and “a second portion” in claim 41.

See 37

CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction is required.

11.

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112:
The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode

contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention.

12.

Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply

with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed
invention.
Claim 9 recites: “wherein the at least one adjustment member comprises a screw/female
screw coupling operatively arranged between the ﬁrst body and the second body.” As noted,
Spec. (H 71 describes the adjustment screw 32 in FIG. 5, however, FIG. 5 shows that the element
32 is a cavity or a gap, not a screw/female screw. It is unclear as to how Applicant made or used
the screw/female screw adjustment member in the elected species of FIGS. 2—5.
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13.

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

14.

Claims 1—4, 6—18, 28, 29, 31—33, and 36—42 are 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.
(a) The unadomed term “control member” in claims 1, 31, and 39; or “adjustment
member” in claims 8, 9, 36, and 38 is “simply a nonce word or a verbal construct that is not

recognized as the name of structure and is simply a substitute for the term “control means” or
“adjustment means,” thus, it invokes 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph.

See the terms

“mechanism” in Welker Bearing Co. v. PHD Inc., 89 USPQ2d 1289, 1294 (Fed. Cir. 2008) and
Massachusetts Institute of Technology v. Abbacus Software, 80 USPQ2d 1225, 1231 (Fed. Cir.
2006); “element” and “member” in Mas-Hamilton Group Inc. v. LaGard Inc., 48 USPQ2d 1010,

1016 (Fed. Cir. 1998); and other non—structural terms in “Interpreting Claim Limitations Under §
112, 116” in Supplementary Examination Guidelines for Determining Compliance with 35 US. C.
I 12 and for Treatment of Related Issues in Patent Applications, 76 FR 7162 (Feb. 9, 2011).
However, the written description fails to clearly link or associate the disclosed structure,

material, or acts to the claimed function such that one of ordinary skill in the art would recognize
what structure, material, or acts perform the claimed function. See Spec. (M 5, 6, 25, 35, 36, 41,

and 71. Applicant may:
(i) Amend the claim so that the claim limitation will no longer be interpreted as a
limitation under 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph; or
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(ii) Amend the written description of the specification such that it clearly links or
associates the corresponding structure, material, or acts to the claimed function without
introducing any new matter (35 U.S.C. 132(a)); or
(iii) State on the record where the corresponding structure, material, or acts are set
forth in the written description of the specification and linked or associated to the claimed
function. For more information, see 37 CFR 1.75(d) and MPEP §§ 608.01(o) and 2181.

(b) The terms such as "lower" in claims l3, l4, and 32; “upper” in claim 28; and

“rearwardly” in claim 37 are relative terms which render the claims indeﬁnite. These terms are
not defined by the claim(s), the specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the
requisite degree, and one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the
scope of the invention. It is unclear, 6.57., in claim 13, the lower surface is lower relative to what

referential datum.
15.

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 i
(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 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.

16.

Claims 1—4, 7, 8, 11—18, 28, 29, 31—33, and 36—40, as best understood, are rejected under

35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by lrie et al. (US 2003/0167871 which corresponds to EP
1342655 cited in European Search Report (ESR) dated June 18, 2008 and CN 1443679 cited in
the action of Chinese Patent Office on November 30, 2010).
Claim 1
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lrie teaches a control device (FIG. 1) for a bicycle, comprising a first body 30 adapted to
be associated with a bicycle handlebar 15; at least one control member 31/ 50/51 that controls at
least one bicycle component that is remote from the control member 31/50/51; and a second
body 32, 132, 232, 332 that is distinct from the first body 30, wherein the first body 30 defines a

grip portion of the control device and the second body 32, 132, 232, 332 defines at least one of a
further grip portion of the control device and a portion 36, 136, 236, 336 that changes the
position of the first body 30 relative to the bicycle handlebar 15. Ibid. claims 1—30.
As noted, Irie’s second body deﬁnes the portion that changes the position of the ﬁrst
body relative to the handlebar. Thus, claim 1 is anticipated by lrie. It is well settled that when a
claim covers several structures or compositions, either generically or as alternatives, the claim is
deemed anticipated if any of the structures or compositions within the scope of the claim is
known in the prior art. Brown v. 3M, 265 F.3d 1349, 1351, 60 USPQ2d 1375, 1376 (Fed. Cir.
2001) (claim to a system for setting a computer clock to an offset time to address the Year 2000
(Y2K) problem, applicable to records with year date data in “at least one of two—digit, three—
digit, or four—digit” representations, was held anticipated by a system that offsets year dates in
only two—digit formats) cited in MPEP § 2131.

M
The first body 30 defines a first grip portion of the control device and the second body
32, 132, 232, 332 defines a second grip portion of the control device and is associated with the
first body 30 to vary the distance of the at least one control member 31/50/51 from the handlebar.
Claim 3
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The second body 32, 132, 232, 332 is associated with the first body 30 at respective
coupling surfaces having a matching shape (e.g., at 41b in FIG. 2; 36a in FIG. 4; 136a at FIG. 6).

m
The second body 32, 132, 232, 332 is positioned or is capable of being positioned in a
single predetermined position with respect to the first body 30 as seen in FIG. 2, 4, etc.

M
Irie’s second body 32, 132, 232, 332 is associated or capable of being associated with the
ﬁrst body 30 through a snap coupling because Irie’s second body 32, 132, 232, 332 is made of an
elastic material (id. (M 20—22 and 29).

m
See at least one adjustment member 32, 132, 232, 332 for adjusting the position of the
second body 32, 132, 232, 332 with respect to the first body 30.

m
The second body 32, 132, 232, 332 is capable of being removably associated with the
first body 30.

M
See an outer coating sheath (unnumbered in FIG. 8, see Appendix 1 hereinafter “Ap. 1”)
which covers the first body 30 and second body 332. As noted, claim 12 does not require that
the sheath totally covers the first and second bodies, thus, Irie’s sheath “reads on” claim 12.

Claim 13
The second body 32 is associated with a lower surface such as 35a of the first body 30 as
seen, e.g., in FIG. 4 (id. (H 21).
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Claim 14
A lower wall such as 35a is defined in part by the lower surface of the first body 30 and
in part by a lower surface (relative to the upper surface 36a) of the second body 32 (FIG. 4).
Claim 15
Erie’s control device further comprises a lower wall such as 35b (FIG. 4) deﬁned
integrally by a lower surface (relative to the upper surface 36a) of the second body 32. It is well
settled that the term “integral” is sufﬁciently broad to embrace constructions united by such
means as fastening and welding. See In re Harte, 177 USPQ 326, 328 (CCPA 1973) and In re
Morris, 43 USPQ2d 1753, 1757 (CAFC 1997).
Claim 16
The second body such as 32 is associated with an outer side surface of the first body 30
as seen, e.g., in FIG. 4 (Ap. 1).

M
An outer side wall as seen, e.g., in FIG. 4 of Ap. 1, is defined in part by the outer side
surface of the first body 30 and in part by an outer side surface of the second body 32.
Claim 18
An outer side wall as seen, e.g. in FIG. 4 of Ap. 1 is defined integrally by an outer side
surface of the second body 32.
Claim 28
The second body such as 32, when associated with the first body 30, extends at least
partially over at least one of a lower surface 35, an inner side surface, an outer side surface, an

upper surface, and a rear surface of the first body 30 as seen, e.g., in FIG. 2
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Claim 29
See a bicycle 10 (FIG. 1) comprising Erie’s control device.
Claim 31
See claim 1 above and note that Erie’s second body 32/132, 232, 332 varies a distance of
the at least one control member 31/ 50/51 from the handlebar 15.
Claim 32
The second body such as 332 is associated with the first body 30 at a lower surface (at
336 in FIG. 8) of the first body 30 and extends substantially over the entire lower surface (at 336
in FIG. 8) of the first body 30.
Claim 33
Each of an outer side wall and an inner side part of the control device has a respective
surface substantially parallel to a substantially vertical intermediate reference plane (P in FIG. 3
of Ap. 1) that passes through the control device.
Claim 36
See claim 8.
Claim 37
The second body such as 332 comprises a portion 335 that projects rearwardly with
respect to the first body 30 as seen, e. g. in FIG. 8.
Claim 38
Upon activation of Erie’s adjustment member, a grip surface of Erie’s control device and
the distance of the at least one control member 31/50/51 from the handlebar 15 are
simultaneously adjusted. Moreover, the “wherein” or “whereby” clause that merely states the
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inherent results of limitations in the claim adds nothing to the claim’s patentability or substance.
Texas Instruments Inc. v. International Trade Commission, 26 USPQ2d 1018 (Fed. Cir. 1993);
Griﬁfin v. Bertina, 62 USPQ2d 1431 (Fed. Cir. 2002); Amazon.com Inc. v. Barnesandnoble.com

Inc., 57 USPQ2d 1747 (Fed. Cir. 2001); and MPEP § 2106.
Claim 39
See claim 1.
Claim 40
The second body 32, 132, 232, 332 changes the position of the control member 31/50/51
relative to the bicycle handlebar 15 by rotating the control member 31/50/51 with respect to the
handlebar 15 (FIG. 1).

17.

Claims 31 and 39—42, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being

anticipated by Shimano (US 4,459,871).

Claim 31
Shimano teaches a control deVice for a bicycle, the control deVice comprising: a first
body 2 mounted to a bicycle handlebar H; at least one control member 3 that controls a bicycle
component; and a second body 1, 13 associated with the first body 2, wherein the first body 3
defines a first grip portion of the control deVice (id. 2:46—3:49), wherein the second body 1, 13
varies a distance of the at least one control member 3 from the handlebar H (id. 3:61—4:3).

Claim 39
Shimano teaches a control deVice for a bicycle, comprising a first body 2 adapted to be
associated with a bicycle handlebar H; at least one control member 3 that controls at least one
bicycle component that is remote from the control member; and a second body 1, 13 that is
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distinct from the first body 2, wherein the first body 2 defines a grip portion of the control device
and the second body 1, 13 changes the position of the control member 3 relative to the bicycle
handlebar.
Claim 40
The second body 1, 13 changes the position of the control member 3 relative to the
bicycle handlebar H by rotating the control member 3 with respect to the handlebar H.
Claim 41
The second body 1, 13 has a first portion 6 that mates with the first body 2 (FIG. 8) and a
second portion 1c (FIGS. 4 and 7) that mates with the handlebar H.
Claim 42
The second body 2 is capable of mating with the first body 1, 13 in a snap engagement,
e.g., at q, 1d, 2d in FIG. 3.
18.

Claims 1, 31, 39—42, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being

anticipated by Romano (US 4,945,785 cited by Applicant).

m
Romano teaches a control device for a bicycle, comprising a first body 5, 3b adapted to
be associated with a bicycle handlebar l; at least one control member 5 that controls at least one
bicycle component that is remote from the control member 5; and a second body 3a that is
distinct from the first body 3a, wherein the first body 5, 3b defines a grip portion of the control
device and the second body 3a defines at least one of a further grip portion of the control device
and a portion 12 that changes the position of the first body 5, 3b relative to the bicycle handlebar
1. Ibid. claims 1—4. See Brown v. 3M, supra.
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Claim 31
Romano teaches a control device for a bicycle, the control device comprising: a first body
5, 3b operatively mounted to a bicycle handlebar l; at least one control member 5 that controls a
bicycle component; and a second body 3a, 12 associated with the first body 5, 3b, wherein the
first body 5, 3b defines a first grip portion of the control device, wherein the second body 3a, 12
varies a distance of the at least one control member 5 from the handlebar 1.
Claim 39
Romano teaches a control device for a bicycle, comprising a first body 5, 3b adapted to
be associated with a bicycle handlebar l; at least one control member 5 that controls at least one
bicycle component that is remote from the control member; and a second body 3a, 12 that is
distinct from the first body 5, 3b, wherein the first body 5, 3b defines a grip portion of the control
device and the second body 3a, 12 changes the position of the control member 5 relative to the
bicycle handlebar 1.
Claim 40
The second body 3a, 12 changes the position of the control member 5 relative to the
bicycle handlebar 1 by rotating the control member 5 with respect to the handlebar 1.
Claim 41
The second body 3a, 12 has a first portion 11 that mates with the first body 5, 3b, and a
second portion 3a that mates with the handlebar 1.
Claim 42
The second body 3a, 12 is capable of mating with the first body 5, 3b in a snap
engagement at their contact surfaces ass seen, e.g., in Appendix 2.
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19.

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.

20.

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere C0., 383 US. l, 148 USPQ 459

(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35

9.0.7.”

U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows:

21.

Determining the scope and contents of the prior art.
Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue.
Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art.
Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness
or nonobviousness.

Claim 6, as best understood, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable

over hie.
lrie teaches the invention substantially as claimed.

However, lrie does not teach the

second body associated with the first body through glue.
It is common knowledge in the art to associate Irie’s second body with Irie's ﬁrst body
though glue. The use of glue or adhesive in order to attach/associate two elements together is
notoriously well known. See, e.g., (H 18 of US 2002/0078789 of Chen; (H 64 of US 2004/0237698

of Hilsky et al.; and ‘11 62 of US 2007/0137391 of Fujii.
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the
invention was made to use glue in order to associate Irie’s second body with Irie's ﬁrst body as
taught or suggested by common knowledge in the art. The association of Irie’s first and second
bodies by glue would not have been uniquely challenging to a person of ordinary skill in the art
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because it is no more than "the simple substitution of one known element for another or the mere
application of a known technique to a piece of prior art ready for the improvement." KSR Int'l.
C0. v. Teleﬂex Inc, 127 S. Ct. 1727, 1741 (2007) and it “does no more than yield predictable
results. ” KSR at 1739.
22.

Claims 9 and 10, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being

unpatentable over lrie in view of Romano (US 4,945,785 cited in the ESR).

M
lrie teaches the invention substantially as claimed. However, hie does not teach the at
least one adjustment member comprising a screw/female screw coupling 10—12 operatively
arranged between the first body and the second body for adjusting the position of the second
body with respect to the first body.
Romano teaches the at least one adjustment member comprising a screw/female screw
coupling operatively arranged between the first body 3a and the second body 3b for adjusting the
position of the second body 3b with respect to the first body 3a.
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the
invention was made to form Erie’s adjustment member comprising a screw/female screw
coupling operatively arranged between Erie’s ﬁrst and second bodies in order to adjust the
position of Erie’s second body with respect to Erie’s ﬁrst body as taught or suggested by
Romano. KSR.
Claim 10
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One from Romano’s screw and female screw 12 is associated with one from Romano’s
ﬁrst and second bodies 3a and 3b and the other from Romano’s screw and female screw 12 is
associated with the other from Romano’s ﬁrst and second bodies 3a and 3b.
23.

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's

disclosure: Dal Pra et al. (FIGS. l—IZB).

24.

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the

examiner should be directed to Vinh Luong whose telephone number is (571) 272—7109. The
examiner can normally be reached on Monday — Thursday.
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s
supervisor, Richard Ridley can be reached on 571—272—6917.

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.

/Vinh Luong/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3656

