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TELEPHONE (202)-628-5197

January 6, ~992

SUITE 300
419 SEVENTH STREET. N. w.

WASHINGTON. D. C. 20004

to advise that we have now received
above-identified application, copy

BR.OWDY AND NEIMAR.K
ATIORNEYS AT LAW

PATENT AND TRADEMAR.K CAUSES

711
~

SONNENDORFER - USSN 07/632,207
METHOD FOR SUPPLYING VARIOUS DEPARTMENTS
OF LARGE SELF-SERVICE STORES WITH
DEPARTMENT-SPECIFIC INFORMATION
Your Ref: Sy-~665-USA

OJAr Ref.: SONNENDORFER=3
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Re:

'--'~-'-~"¥.'......'"

We are sorry
final rejection of the
enclosed herewith.

Dipl.-Ing. A. von Kirschbaum
Hermann-Ehlers-Strasse 2~A

D-8034 Germering bei Munchen
GERMANY

Gentlemen:

I
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As you will note, - the rejection is very long and i
argumentative with no indication that we have made any progr~ss.
We strongly disagree with a number of points made by the ~
Examiner. His rejection of claims 30-32 and 36 under 35 U.S!C..
§ ~~2 on the basis that features in these claims are nOt k
described in the specification, is clearly incorrect. W
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w

Further, his comment that certain features were noll:
considered because they were not emphasized in the summary ~~ the
invention as lending patentability to the invention, seems Ii
equally incorrect or irrelevant. His rejectiqn of the cla~

based on features selected from a number of patents with no~
showing of an incentive for·their combination also seems duijious
to us but is better assessed by you.' i

." . r
As you know, after a final rejection, we are pernq.tted

to file an amendment to put the case in better condition fot . .
allowance or appeal, but the Examiner will not enter the II
amendment if it raises new issues. Moreover, the amendmentjdoes
not save the application from abandonment unless it results! in
allowance. See 35 U.S.C. § ~~6 andMPEP §§ 7~4.~2, 7~4.~3.1 The
Examiner may insist that reasons be given why the amendmendswere
necessary and were not earlier presented. 35 U.S.C. § 116 «(1,). .

,For procedural reasons ,it is generally preferable to file Isuch
",v';'- .' .. .... . . ,
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Ofcoum£!.
IVER. P. COOPER.
R.ONALD It. SNIOER.
A FR.ED STAR.OBIN

~ ADMlmD IN D.CJ

SHER.IOAN NEIMAR.K.
R.OCER. L BR.OWDY

ANNE M. K.OR.NBAU
NORMAN J. tATKER.
IER.OME I. NOR.R.IS·
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TEtECQPIEJl. FgC5l~llE.
"(GR.OUP51.~!. ann

(202) 737#3528
(202) 393!-I012
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TELEX. 248633

UNIOI\ c~tNsaL
ALVIN BP(OWDY

I,-,
'''TENT A(;!NTS

SHMUEL L1V~AT. PH.D.
JOHN E. \lARCZA
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Norman J. Latker

Sincerely,

February 26, 1992.

February 26, 1992.

January
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an amendment a month earlier than the March 26, 1992 deadline!
which would be ' I

~-
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March 26, 1992 is also the"deadline for filinganohce
of appeal or a continuation application, but is retroactivelyI
extendible for up to three months with the payment of extensi~n
fees at the time of response. ' I

II
Filing a continuation application would allow us toN

amend the claims as a matter of right. An appeal should be t~ken
only if you believe there is a fully developed claim set and ~
complete evidentiary record in support of patentability. I

Given the Examiner's very harsh attitude and handlibg
of this case, careful consideration should be given on how td
proceed, if that is your client's wish~ ,As noted above, if y/ou
determine to pursue an amendment to put the case in better i
condition for allowance or appeal, it should be filed a montri
earlier than the above noted deadline, or I
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Th~ you; We ,await hearing from you.' A debit note for our ]
se~~ces ~s also enclosed. I
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