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-- 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 § MONTHS 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 (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)IXI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12/04/2014.

I:I A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filed on

2a)I:l This action is FINAL. 2b)I:| This action is non—final.

3)I:I An election was made by the applicant in response to a restriction requirement set forth during the interview on

; the restriction requirement and election have been incorporated into this action.

4)I:I 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 O.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims*

5)XI Claim(s) iis/are pending in the application.

_are subject to restriction and/or election requirement.

* If any claims have been determined allowable, you may be eligible to benefit from the Patent Prosecution Highway program at a

participating intellectual property office for the corresponding application. For more information, please see

htt :/:’vvww.usbto. ow atents/init events/' or send an inquiry to PPI--lfeedbackf,63u3j;),togov.

5a) Of the above claim(s)j is/are withdrawn from consideration.

6)I:I Claim(s)j is/are allowed.

7)IZI Claim(s) iis/are rejected.

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

I

if/index.‘s   

Application Papers

10)I:I The specification is objected to by the Examiner.

11)|:I 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).

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119

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

Certified copies:

a)|:l All b)I:l Some** c)I:l None of the:

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

2.|:l Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No.j

3.I:| 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.

Attach ment(s)

1) D Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 3) D jntervjew summary (pTo-413)
_ _ Paper No(s)/Mail Date.j

2) E Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08a and/or PTO/SB/08b)
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 12/04/2014 10/08/2014 09/18/2014 . 4) I:I Other‘ :-
 
 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
PTOL—326 (Rev. 11-13) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20141206

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Application/Control Number: 13/653,095 Page 2

Art Unit: 2833

The present application is being examined under the pre-AIA first to invent

provisions.

DETAILED ACTION

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of pre-AIA 35 U.S.C.

102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action:

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless —

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language.

Claims 1, 4-8, 13-14, 17-19 are rejected under pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. 102 (e) as

being anticipated by Ehret et al (US008480430B2).

Regarding claims 1, 4-8, Ehret’s device discloses a coaxial cable connector (100)

for coupling an end of a coaxial cable to a terminal, the coaxial cable (10) comprising an

inner conductor (1), a dielectric (16) surrounding the inner conductor (1), an outer

conductor (14) surrounding the dielectric (16), and a jacket (12 or 12a) surrounding the

outer conductor (14), the connector comprising: a coupler (30) adapted to couple the

connector to the terminal; a body assembled with the coupler, and a post (40)

assembled with the coupler (30) and the body (50), wherein the post (40) is adapted to

receive an end of a coaxial cable (10), and wherein the coupler (30) and post (40)

provide RF shielding such that RF signals external to the coaxial cable connector 20-43)

are attenuated such that the integrity of an electrical signal transmitted through coaxial

f 
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cable connector is maintained regardless of the tightness of the coupling of the

connector to the terminal, and without a separate continuity member (col. 10, 62-67, col.

11, lines 1-23); wherein the RF signals external to the connector comprise RF signals

that ingress into the connector (see col. 1, lines 21-42); wherein the RF signals external

to the connector comprise RF signals that egress out from the connector(see col. 1,

lines 21-42); wherein the coupler (30) comprises, a step (treading shape), and a lip

(protruding end portion), and wherein the post (40) comprises, a flange at 45, a

contacting portion at 42 and a shoulder at 47; wherein a first circuitous path

(connection path) is established by at least one of the step, the lip, the flange, the

contacting portion and the shoulder, and wherein the first circuitous path attenuates of

RF signals external to the connector (see figs. 1-23); wherein the contacting portion at

42 is integraland monolithic with at least a portion of the post.

Regarding claims 13-14,17-19, Ehret’s’s device discloses the aforementioned

including the post at 41 providing a continuous path resulting in RF shielding such that

RF signals external to the coaxial cable connector are attenuated, such that the integrity

of an electrical signal transmitted through coaxial cable connector (10) is maintained

regardless of the tightness of the coupling of the connector to the terminal (20).

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103

The following is a quotation of pre-AIA 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

f 
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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.

Claims 2-3, 9-12, 15-16, 20-23 are rejected under pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as

being unpatentable over Ehret et al (US008480430B2).

Regarding claims 2-3, 15-16, Ehret’s device discloses the aforementioned, but

fails to explicitly disclose the RF signal range or the resistance of the conductor. It would

have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was

made to the RF signal range or the resistance of the conductor to have the RF signal

conductor having a certain range values, since it has been held that where the general

conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable

ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233. It would have

been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made

to the RF signal range or the resistance of the conductor to have the RF signal

conductor with a certain range values in order to meet the system specification and

requirement.

Regarding claims 9-12, 20-23, Ehret’s device discloses equipment connection

port at 20, and wherein the coupler comprises a threaded portion at 33 adapted to

connect with a threaded portion at 24 of the equipment connection port, and wherein at

least one thread on the coupler. However, Ehret’s device fails to explicitly disclose the

threading size. It would have been obvious matter of design choice to have the

threading being at a certain angle or size, such a modification would have involved a

mere change in the size of the component. A change in size of the threading is

f 
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