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record at the address provided below:

Clifford A. Ulrich, Esq.

KENYON & KENYON LLP

One Broadway

New York, NY l0004.

Respectfully Submitted,

/Raymond A. Joao/

Raymond A. Joao

Reg. No. 35,907

Date: May 12, 2015

Raymond A. Joao, Esq.
122 Bellevue Place

Yonkers, New York 10703

Tel. (914) 969-2992
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REEXAM-6549130

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

In Re Reexamination of: PATENT OF RAYMOND A. JOAO

Patent No.: 6,549,130

For: CONTROL APPARATUS AND METHOD FOR VEHICLES AND/OR FOR

PREMISES

Control No.: 90/013,301

Issue Date: APRIL 15, 2003

Examiner: MINH T. NGUYEN

Group Art Unit: 3992

Confirmation No.: 1082

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam
Commissioner for Patents

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION

Sir:

This is a Supplemental Response To Office Action in response to the Office

Action, mailed January 20, 2015, in the above-referenced Ex Parte Reexamination of

Claim 48 of U.S. Patent No. 6,549,130 (the '130 Patent), wherein the Examiner rejected

Claim 48 in View of prior art references.

This Supplemental Response is being submitted in response to comments made

during the Examiner Interview which took place on May 5, 2015, in the above-identified

reexamination proceeding. During the above-referenced Examiner Interview, a question
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was raised regarding whether, for an expired patent, the ordinary and customary meaning

in light of the Specification and intrinsic evidence, of the words or phrases of a claim, is

broader than the broadest reasonable interpretation of same. The Patent Owner

respectfully submits that the ordinary and customary meaning in light of the Specification

and intrinsic evidence, for the words or phrases of a claim in an expired patent, is narrower

than the broadest reasonable interpretation of same.

This Supplemental Response To Office Action serves as a supplement to the

Response To Office Action filed on March 18, 2015 in the above-identified reexamination

proceeding. The Patent Owner further hereby incorporates by reference herein, as if to

fully restate herein, the subject matter and arguments of and provided in the Response To

Office Action filed on March 18, 2015.

1. The Claim Construction Standard:

The Patent Owner respectfully notes that U.S. Patent No. 6,549,130 is expired,

that the claims of U.S. Patent No. 6,549,130 are thus not subject to amendment in this

reexamination proceeding and, as a result, the words and phrases of Claim 48 should be

given their ordinary and customary meaning. See MPEP §2258(I)(G). The pertinent

portion of MPEP §2258(I)(G) provides:

In a reexamination proceeding involving claims of an expired patent, claim

construction pursuant to the principle set forth by the court in Phillips v. A WH

Corp., 415 F.3d 1303, 1316, 75 USPQ2d 1321, 1329 (Fed. Cir. 2005) (words of

a claim “are generally given their ordinary and customary meaning” as

understood by a person of ordinary skill in the art in question at the time of the

invention) should be applied since the expired claim are not subject to
amendment.

During the Examiner Interview of May 5, 2015, a question was raised regarding
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whether the ordinary and customary meaning, in light of the Specification and the intrinsic

evidence, is broader than the broadest reasonable interpretation. Upon hearing this, it was

the Patent Owner's understanding that a construction broader than the broadest reasonable

interpretation was being applied in the above-identified reexamination proceeding which

was the subject of that Interview. The Patent Owner immediately offered its response that

the ordinary and customary meaning is narrower than the broadest reasonable

interpretation.

Since it is imperative that the correct claim construction standard be applied in

reexamination proceedings involving expired patents, the Patent Owner submits the

following remarks for entry into the record in the above-identified reexamination

proceeding.

II. The Claim Construction Issues Regarding Ramono, Kniffin, Ryoichi, and

Pagliaroliz

With regards to the claim construction issues regarding the rejection of Claim

48 in view of Ramono, the Patent Owner respectfully submits that any construction by the

Examiner for "first control device" which would allow the alarm unit or system, or any

component of same, of Ramono to serve as the "first control device" of Claim 48 would be

inconsistent with, and would contradict, the Specification and the intrinsic evidence of the

‘I30 Patent. Thus, any such construction would not be an appropriate construction for the

ordinary and customary meaning of "first control device" in light of the Specification and

the intrinsic evidence.

With regards to the claim construction issues regarding the rejection of Claim

48 in view of Kniffin, the Patent Owner respectfully submits that any construction by the

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


