INTHE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

VIDEO PRIMITIVES

Filing Date:  April 5, 2005

Inventor: Peter L. VENETIANER etal. )
)

Patent No.: 7,868,912 } Conirol No.: Unassigned
Issued: January 11, 2011 g
Title: VIDEO SURVEILLANCE i
SYSTEM EMPLOYING )
)
)
)

Mail Stop Ex Parte Reexam

Central Reexamination Unit

Office of Patent Legal Administration
United States Patent & Trademark Gffice
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

ATTACHMENT TO REQUEST FOR EX PARTE REEXAMINATION (FORM PTO-
SB/ST, PT0O-1465) PROVIDING INFORMATION ON U.S. PATENT NO. 7,868,912

Pursuant to the provisions of 35 U.S.C. §§ 302-307 and 37 C.F.R. § 1.510, the
undersigned, on behalf of an anonymous Reqguester, requests ex parte reexamination of claims 1-

22 of U.S. Patent No. 7,868,912 (“the ‘912 Patent™).
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Copy of U.S. Patent No. 7,868,912, for which reexamination is requested
German Patent Publication No. DE 101 53 484 Al ("Gilge”)

Certified translation of Gilge

Lipton et al., “ObjectVideo Forensics: Activity-Based Video Indexing and
Retrieval For Physical Security Applications,” lntelligent Distributed
Surveillance Systems (IDSS-04), The IEE, Savoy Place, London, UK.,
February 23, 2004. (“Lipton et al.’)

U.S. Patent No. 5,969,755 (“Courtney™)

Olson et al, “Moving Object Detection and Event Recognition Algorithms for
Smart Cameras” Procecdings of the 1997 Inage Understanding Workshop, New
Orleans, May 1997, pp. 159-175. (“Olson et al.”)

11.S. Patent No. 6,628,835 (“Brill et al.”)

Day et al., “Object Oriented Conceptual Modeling of Video Data,” Proceedings

of the Eleventh International Conference on Data Engineering, pp. 401-408.
IEEE March, 1995 (“Day”™) .

Japanese Published Patent Application No. 1997-130783 (“JP *783™)

Certified translation of JP ‘783

Claim Chart - Claims 1 to 3 and 6 to 22 are Anticipated by Gilge Under 35
USC § 102

Claim Chart - Claims 1 to 4 and 6 to 22 are Anticipated by Lipton et al. Under
35USC§ 102

Claim Chart - Claims 1, 3,4, 6, 8,9, 11 to 13, 15 to 20, and 22 Are Anticipated
by Courtney Under 35 US.C. § 102

Claim Chart - Claims 1, 3,4, 6, 8,9, 11 to 13, 15 to 20, and 22 are Anticipated
by Olson et al. Under 35 US.C. § 102

Claim Chart - Claims 1 to 3 and 6 to 22 are Unpatentable in view of the
combination of Gilge and Brill Under 35 USC § 103
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