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B. Ground 2: Claims 31, 64, 68, 101, 192, and 195 are obvious
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) in view of Fish

C. Ground 3: Claims 38, 78, and 218 would have been obvious
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) based on Fish in view of Gilham.
D. Ground4:Claims 1, 6,8,9, 12,13, 14, 15,27, 31, 32, 34, 61, 62,
63, 68, 69, 70,72,74,79,100, 191, 192, 193, 194, 213, 219, 226,
227, and 236 are anticipated under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) by VPK.
1. The Challenged Claims Are Entitled to a Priority Date No
Earlier Than the Filing of the CIP Application (Appl. No.
06/732,374)
2. Claims 1, 6, 8,9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 27, 31, 32, 34, 61, 62, 63,
68, 69, 70, 72, 74, 79, 100, 191, 192, 193, 194, 213, 219,
226,227, and 236 are anticipated by VPK.
E.  Ground 5: Claims 16, 38, 64, 78, 101, 195, 218, 222, and 230

would have been obvious under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) based on
Noyes in view of VPK and further in view of Ramachandran.

1. Claims 16, 222, and 230
2. Claims 38, 78, and 218
3. Claims 64, 101, and 195

F. Ground 6: Claims 33, 41, 73,212, 225, and 233 would have been
obvious under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) based on VPK in view of
Metzgar.

X.  Secondary Considerations, Even if Considered, Fail to Overcome the
Evidence of Obviousness

XI. Conclusion
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