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Patent Owner’s Reply to Office Action in Ex Parte Reexamination

Mail Stop “Ex Parte Reexam”
Attn: Central Reexamination Unit

Commissioner for Patents

PO. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313—1450

Sir:

The intrinsic and extrinsic evidence demonstrate “stored data” recited in “means for

analyzing and for combining an user’s entry with a set of stored data” is broadly interpreted by a

person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to mean data accessedfrom a

remote location. Johnson’s standalone computer uses “rules,” i.e., machine instructions, to operate

on facts and user input and cannot perform any bi-directional communication — cannot access

anything remote from the standalone computer. Hence, neither Johnson’s “rules” nor any other

disclosure can anticipate at least the claimed “stored data.” Patent Owner therefore requests

reconsideration and confirmation of rejected independent claim 8 and its dependents 9-15.

The Office granted a one-month extension of time in its petition decision mailed on March

14, 2013 to extend the due date for this Reply to from April 20, 2013 to May 20, 2013.

Fees for additional claims are being paid. If additional fees are necessary to prevent

abandonment of this reexamination, then such fees are hereby authorized to be charged to our

Deposit Account No. 19-0036.
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I. Status of the Claims

Claims 1-17 of US. Patent No. 7,010,508 (“the’508 patent”) are subject to the present

reexamination. Claims 1—7 and 16-17 are confirmed, claims 8-15 are rejected, and claims 18-25 are

sought to be added, of which claims 18 and 22 are independent. A listing of all Original Patent

Claims (claims 1-17) from the ’508 patent is presented here for convenience:

1. (Original Patent Claim) An automated multimedia system for data processing which

comprises:

a computerized installation including a database, means for entering data into said database,

and a program means for storing, processing, updating, and retrieving data items in response to

coded requests from stations in communication with said installation;

at least one station including a general purpose computer and a program applicable to said

computer for sending said requests to said installation;

means for communicating data back and forth between said installation and said station;

said station further including:

a mass memory and means associated therewith for storing and retrieving textual and

graphical data;

a video display and means associated therewith for displaying textual and graphical data;

means for entering information into said computer;

means for programming sequences of inquiring messages on said video display in accordance

with preset routines and in response to said information;

said sequences including instructions to an operator of said station for operating said station;

and

means for selectively and interactively presenting to said operator interrelated textual and

graphical data describing a plurality of transaction options, and for selectively retrieving data from

said mass memory;

means for storing information, inquiries, and orders for transactions entered by said operator

via said means for entering information;

means for transmitting said inquiries and orders to said installation via said means for

communicating;
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