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Application No. Applicant(s)

10/101,644 : VIANELLO, MARC
Office Action Summary Examiner Art Unit

Romain Jeanty : : 3623

-- The MAILING DATE of this communlcation 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 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed

after SIX (6) 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 () 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)X] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 22 August 2006.
2a)X] This action is FINAL. 2b)[] This action is non-final.
3)[J 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 Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C.D. 11, 453 0.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims

4)X] Claim(s) 5.6,10,14 17 200,204,205,208-219 and 221-225 is/are pending in the application.
4a) Of the above claim(s) 220 is/are withdrawn from consideration.

5)X Claim(s) 219 is/are allowed.

6)X] Claim(s) 5,6,10,14,17,200,204,208,209 and 214, 221, 223 is/are rejected.

7)] Claim(s) 205,210-213,215-218,222,224 and 225 is/are objected to.

8)[] Claim(s) _____are subject to restriction and/or election requirement.

Application Papers

9)[] The specification is objected to by the Examlner
10)I:l The drawing(s) filed on isfare: a)[_] accepted or b)[:] 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)[] Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S. C § 119(a)-(d) or (f).
a)(JAlIl  b)[JSome * c)[] None of:
1.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received.
2.[] Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No.
3.0 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) E Notice of References Cited (PT0-892) 4) D Interview Summary (PT0-413)

2) [] Notice of Draftsperson’s Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper. No(s)/Mail Date. ____

3) [ information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/OB) 5) [] Notice of Informal Patent Application
Paper No(s)/Mail Date ____. 6) ] Other: _____
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* Application/Control Number: 10/101,644 . Page2
Art Unit: 3623

DETAILED ACTION
1. . This Final Office Action is in response to the communication received August 22, 2006.

Claims 5, 6, 10, 14, 17, 200, 204, 205, 208-219 and 221-225 are pending in the applicatiori.

Response to Arguments
| 2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 5; 6, 10, 14, 17, 200, 204, 205, 208-219 and
221-225 have been considered but are mootvin view of tﬁe new ground(s) of rejection. |
Applicant’s amendment has overcome to the 35 USC 112 second réjection. TheArej ection
is withdrawn. .waever, anew 35 USC 112 second ré_jection is rendered Below based on the

newly amended claims.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112
3.  The followingis a quotation- of thé second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112:

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and
distinctly claiming the subJ ect matter which the apphcant regards as his invention.

4. Clalm 5-6, 10, and 208 are rej ected 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 regérds as the invention.
Claim 5 reéites the limitation "said requesting party". It is unclear as what requesting
" party applicant is referring to. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the

claim.
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Application/Control Number: 10/101,644 - - Page 3 .
Art Unit: 3623 o |

Furthermore, élaAim. 208 recited the phrase “the opportunity”. It is unclear what tﬁe_
applicant means by said phrase. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this phrase in the
claim. | |

Claims 6 and 10 depend from independent claim 5; therefore claims 6 and 10 are rejected

-under the same rationale relied upon of claim 1.

Clalm Rejectlons 35USC § 103
5. The followmg isa quotatlon of 35 U S.C. 103(a) Wthh forms the basis for all
obviousness rejections set forth in t}us 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 negatlved
by the manner in which the 1nvent10n was made. :
6..  Claims 5-8, 10-12, 14-15, 17, 198-200, 202-204, 209, 214, 221, andv2'23: are rejected
under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Walker et al “Walker” (U.S. Patent No.
5,884,270) in view of Pineda et al “Pireda” (Wo0182185A2) and further in view of Phatak (U.S.
2001/0042038). |
As per claims 5, 7-8, 12, 17, 200, 202-204, 209, 214, 221, and 223, Walker discloses an
interactive employment recruiting service comprising:
a processor, a memory connected to the processor (col. 8, lines 15-65);
automatically matching said candidate with said employer based on said candidate

requirements and said employer requifements (col. 8, lines 20-37 and col. 8, lines 51-65),

receiving a request for release of contact information from either said candidate or said employer
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Application/Control Number: 10/101,644 - Page 4
Art Unit: 3623

(col. 5, lines 5-18), determining whether there is mutual conteﬁt_ to said request for the release of
contaet information regarding the candidate for each specific request. Since Walker teaches the
control of requested data and authorizafion for feleasing information, it implies that there must
be mutual agreement between the parties before any information is released. Note col. 7, lines
24-41 and col. 21, line 58 through col. 22, line 9 of Walker.
Walker further teaches prov1d1ng exchange 1nformat10n in reel time (col. 7, hnes 24-41
| and col. 21 line 58 through col. 22 line 9).”
Walker discloses all of the limitations above but fail to expreésly disclose obligating
. payment due from said employer in real time and said payment due is a fee to a career site.
Pinada in the same field of endeavor discloses the concept of charging a fee to an employer et al
operator by a web site host (Page 3, lines 18-21)." It would have been obvious to a person of
ordinary ekill in the art to modify the system of Walker to include the teachinge ef Pineda in
order to generate fevenue on the basis of the number of qualiﬁed candidates that employers
actually find through of a job-placement web site.

Furthermore, the combination of Walker and Pinada teaches all of the limitations above,-
but g fails to explicitly disclose ... receiving a search request from either said candidate or said
employer to search the searchable profile of one or more of the candidates and employer
databases for a possible employment opportunity based upon certain parameters, and that the
attributes of the reqpesting one of said candidate and said employer satisfy the minimum
requirements of a non-requesting candidate or employer stored in the candidate and employer

databases. However, Phatak discloses a method for conducting an auction for resources

comprising a server for receiving candidate and employer and determining that the attributes of
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