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Madam: 

AMENDMENT AND REPLY 

In response to the Office Action dated December 21, 2012, the two month 

period for reply having been restarted on May 29, 2014, and further to the personal 

interview of June 26, 2014, please enter the following amendments to the claims and 

reconsider the rejections in light of the following remarks and accompanying 

Declaration of Dr. James Knox. 
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Attorneys&. Government Relations Professionals 
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AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS 

Please add new claims 10 through 23 as they appear below. 

Original patent claims 1 through 9 are not changed by this paper and have not 

been represented below in accordance with 37 CFR 1.530(d) through (j) and MPEP 

§ 2250. All changes are shown relative to the set of claims that appear in the issued 

patent. 

I. Listing of claims: 

1 0. (New) Method according to claim 6, wherein said data node is an 

Ethernet switch. 

11 . (New) Method according to claim 6, wherein said data signaling pair is a 

pair of wires used to transmit data within an Ethernet cable. 

12. (New) Method according to claim 6, wherein said low level current is a 

current used to determine whether the access device is capable of accepting remote 

power. 

13. (New) Method according to claim 6, wherein said low level current is 

insufficient to operate said access device, but sufficient to generate a voltage level 

on said data signaling pair that is used to determine whether said access device is 

capable of accepting remote power. 

14. (New) Method according to claim 6, wherein controlling power supplied by 

the secondary power source involves increasing the level of the low level current to a 

level sufficient to operate said access device. 

15. (New) Method according to claim 6, wherein said secondary power source 

is the same source of power as said main power source. 
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16. (New) Method according to claim 6, wherein said secondary power 

source is the same physical device as the main power source. 

17. (New) Method according to claim 6, wherein said main power source 

provides a DC current flow. 

18. (New) Method according to claim 6, wherein there are at least two data 

signaling pairs connected between the data node and the access device. 

19. (New) Method according to claim 6, wherein sensing the voltage level on 

the data signaling pair includes at least two sensed measurements. 

20. (New) Method for remotely powering access equipment in an Ethernet 

data network, comprising, 

(a) providing 

(i) an Ethernet data node adapted for data switching, 

(ii) an access device adapted for data transmission, 

(iii) at least one data signaling pair connected between the data node 

and the access device and arranged to transmit data therebetween, 

(iv) a main power source connected to supply power to the data node, 

and 

(v) a secondary power source arranged to supply power from the data 

node via said data signaling pair to the access device, 

(b) delivering a low level current from said main power source to the access 

device over said data signaling pair, 

(c) sensing a voltage level on the data signaling pair in response to the low 

level current, 

(d) determining whether the access device is capable of accepting remote 

power based on the sensed voltage level, and 
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