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Application No. Applicant(s)

 11/347,o24 CHENG ET AL.

Office Action Summary Examiner Art Unit

ABDUL BASIT 3694

-- The MAILING DA TE 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 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS,
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION.

Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR1. 136(a). In no event however may a reply be timely filed
after SIX () 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)|Zl Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 November 2010.

a)IZI This action is FINAL. 2b)|:l This action is non-final.

3)|:l 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 Exparte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims

4)IXI Claim(s) 1-43 is/are pending in the application.

4a) Of the above claim(s)_ is/are withdrawn from consideration.

5)|:| Claim(s)_ is/are allowed.

6)|Xl Claim(s) 1-_43is/are rejected.

7)I:I Claim(s)_ is/are objected to.

8)I:I Claim(s)_ are subject to restriction and/or election requirement.

Application Papers

9)|:l The specification is objected to by the Examiner.

OH] The drawing(s) filed on_ is/are: a)I:I accepted or b)I:I 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).

11)|:| The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152.

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119

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

a)I:I AII b)I:I Some * c)I:I None of:

1.|:I Certified copies of the priority documents have been received.

2.I:I Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No._

3.|:l 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) I] Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) I] Interview Summary (PTO-413)

2) I] Notice of Draftsperson‘s Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper N0(S )/Mai| Date._
3) IZI Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5)I:I NOTICQ 0f Informal Patent Application

Paper No(s)/Mai| Date _. 6)I:I Other:—

 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office

PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mai| Date 20110129
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DETAILED ACTION

This action is in response to Applicant’s remarks received on 11/15/2010. Based

on the Applicant’s remarks, the 35 U.S.C 102 rejection is withdrawn. However, the 35

U.S.C. 103 rejections are not withdrawn. Thus, a final rejection on the merits is issued.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103

1. 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.

1. Claims 1-10, 13-18, and 23-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being

unpatentable over Khedkar (US Pat. No. 6,609,18) in view of Kim (US Pat. Pub. No.

2005/0154657)

Response to Applicant’s Remarks

Applicant makes several assertions as to why the 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection is

improper. Some of the assertions are general in nature. A response is given to specific

assertions given by the Applicant that require a substantive response.

Regarding claim 1, the Applicant asserts that the Kim reference does not

disclose inputs from an owner. However, since an appraisal may require permission

f 
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from an owner for some of the information included in the appraisal, owner input is

taught by Kim.

Second, again regarding claim 1, the Applicant asserts that the Kim reference

does not disclose any value of home improvement values. According to paragraph 36,

the Kim reference discloses an “updated bathroom.”

Regarding claim 2, the Applicant asserts that the Khedkar reference does not

disclose any display of information. According to col. 13 lines 1-20, the system provides

an output from a computing device which inherently requires a display. Also, Khedkhar

discloses a refined value since col. 13 lines 1-20 disclose a process that improves a

previous estimate.

Regarding claim 15, the Applicant asserts that the Khedkar reference does not

disclose "obtaining user input adjusting at least one aspect information..." Based on the

claim language, the claims can be interpreted for getting input values that would result

in the change of information used in the valuation of the home. Since the Khedkar

reference does teach inputs on bedrooms and other property characteristics, this would

teach the user input; and since the reference teaches an invention that can be used on

more than one property, the system will adjust outputs based on changing inputs.

Regarding claim 41, the Applicant asserts that Khedkar does not disclose

information that is obtained from a public source and information obtained from an

owner. Sales price information is available from public sources and is taught in col. 10

lines 20-50 and col. 12 and 13. Also owner input occurs when the appraiser enters a

f 
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property and obtains information on square footage or any updated features of the

home.

Regarding claim 1:

Khedkar teaches a method in a computing system for automatically determining a

valuation for a subject home in response to input from an owner of the home,

comprising:

presenting a display that includes an indication of a first valuation determined for the

subject home and indications of attributes of the subject home used in the

determination, the indicated valuation being determined by applying to the indicated

attributes a geographically-specific home valuation model is based upon a plurality of

homes near the subject home recently sold; (see at least 00/. 8, lines 30-35 and col. 2,

lines 64-65 disclosing a valuation based on geographic specific property)

presenting a display that solicits input from the owner that updates one or more of the

indicated attributes; (see at 00/. 6, lines 1 -25 and col. 5, lines 63-65 disclosing updating

inputs)

receiving first input from the owner that updates one or more of the indicated

attributes; (see at 00/. 6, lines 1-25 and col. 5, lines 63-65 disclosing updating inputs)

applying the geographically-specific home valuation model to attributes of the subject

home as updated by the first input to determine and display a second valuation for the

subject home; (see at 00/. 8, lines 45-65 disclosing using the values to obtain a second

f 
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