45

46

47

48

49

50

Patent/Publication
No.

Date of
Publication

Second half sheet

Application
Date

Date of
Rejection

Rejection
type

101
Rejection

102 Rejection

Claims 1-23 are
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 102(e) as being

103 Rejection

102 anticipated by Marek
US20080154903A1 | 6/26/2008 12/21/2006 | 11/25/2008 rejection N/A Podgorny et al. (US N/A )
Patent No. 6,078,948
and Podgorny
hereinafter).
Claims 15- 17
ared rejgcszted Claims 7, % ang 12
under : } ) are rejected under
us.c 10y |Slams1:568 1011 =~ 135U.5.C. 103(a) as
101, 102 because the under 35 US.C 1102(9) being unpatentable
US20080154711A1 | 6/26/2008 12/22/2006 | 3/20/2008 | and 103 claimed as being anticipated b over Grant et al. )
rejections | invention is Grant e%al (UpS Y (U.S. 200710143
directed to 200710143 16'9)' 169) in view of
non-statutory ) Hunter et al. (U.S.
subject 200210040413).
matter.
Claims I, 10, and 20 are
rejected under 35
u.s.C. 105(5) aésbb?ing
102 anticipated by Sibal et
US20080155672A1 | 6/26/2008 12/22/2006 10/8/2008 rejection N/A al. (Patent No. N/A )
7,210,098 B2 filed
February 18, 2003,
hereinafter Sibal).
Claims 1-1 4,
15, 16-25, 26,
and 27-35 are
rejected Claims 1-35 are
101 and U.S.C. 101 rejected under 35
US20080155641A1 | 6/26/2008 | 12/20/2006 | 3/18/2009 | 102 because the | 5->-O- 102(@) asbeing | np )
rejections | claimed pated by Heim
invention is (US Publication
directed to 2006101 84490).
non-statutory
subject
matter.
Claims 15-21
and 25-27 are
rejected
under 35
U.S.C. 101
because the
claimed
invention is
directed to
non-statutory Claims 1-27 are
rsnuabtjtzgas rejected under 35
101 and follows: géisﬁch:woggg%tgsble
US20080155592A1 | 6/26/2008 12/22/2006 | 2/3/2009 103 Claims 15-21 | N/A overgPeIIEe (US )
rejections | claim "a 7.032.235, in view of
computer y )
readable Bove (US 2004101
medium 2331 4).
containing a
computer
program for.
...."and
Claims 25-27
claim "a data
structure
stored in
memory".
US20080155539A1 | 6/26/2008 12/20/2006 12/5/2008 103 and N/A N/A 1. Claims 1-4, 13-1 (
112 6, and 25-28 are E
rejections rejected under 35 t

U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Halstead (US
printed publication
200510268304) in
view of Burton et al.
(US patent
6,874,074) and

— Ay e m =

e )



Yoshizawa et al. (US
patent 5,734,381). 2.
Claims 5-1 1, 17-23,
and 29-35 are
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Halstead,
Burton, and
Yoshizawa as
applied to claim 1
above, and further in
view of Coombs (US
printed publication
2003101 77149). 3.
Claims 12, 24, and
36 are rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as being
unpatentable over
Halstead, Burton,
and Yoshizawa as
applied to claim 1
above in further view
of Boyce et al. (US
printed publication
2004101 391 03).

1. Claim 2 is rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as being
unpatentable over
Callegari (PGPub.
No. 200310004802)
in view of Northcutt
(PGPub No.
200510130680). 2.
Claim 3 is rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as being
unpatentable over
Callegari (PGPub.
No. 200310004802)
in view of Maes

(PGPub No.
200710291859;
Claims 13-1 6 Filing date: Jun. 15,
artzj rejggted $go% ?.E;CIIagms 7-8,
under : ,15-16,19 are
U.S.C. 101 %a;rgsgo :rg’ r%'égfed rejected under 35
101, 102 because the under 35 U.S CJ102(b) U.S.C. 103(a) as
US20080155476A1 | 6/26/2008 12/20/2006 | 11/26/2008 | and 103 claimed as being anticinated b being unpatentable
rejections | invention is Calle agri (PGPpub Noy over Callegari
directed to 500571000 ago2) | (PGPub. No.
non-statutory ) 200310004802) in
subject view of Eliezerov
matter. (PGPub No.
200810086361 ;
Provisional filing
date: Oct. 10, 2006).
4. Claim 14 is
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Callegari
(PGPub. No.
200310004802) in
view of Eliezerov
(PGPub No.
200810086361;
Provisional filing
date: Oct. 10, 2006)
and further in view of
Northcutt (PGPub
No. 200510130680).
US20080155471A1 | 6/26/2008 12/20/2006 | 3/6/2009 101 and Claim 22 is Claims 1-23 are N/A
102 rejected rejected under 35
rejections | under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being
U.S.C. $101 anticipated by U.S. Pat.
because the . Pub.
claimed 200310065721 to
invention is Roskind.
directed to
non-statutory
subject
matter (i.e.,
computer
data signal

that is not tied




to any

machine).
. Claim 19 is rejected
Claims 1-1 8, 20, 21
102 and are rejected under 35 gg%erdr?sé?e):rﬁbl e
US20080155432A1 | 6/26/2008 12/21/2006 | 10/6/2008 | 103 N/A U.S.C 102(a) as being overgBeap san )
rejections anticipated by usang
(5,828,579) in view
Beausang (5.828,579). | 5¢'Berni (5,070,483).
(
r
S
Claims 1-11,13-17 |
102 and are rejected under 35 f
US20080155353A1 | 6/26/2008 | 10/24/2006 | 3/5/2009 | 112 N/A U.5.0. 10a(b) as being | N/ r
rejections anticipated by Edwards ’
(U.S. Patent number c
6732307). h
r
E
r
i
Claims 1-7 are rejected
102 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b)
US20080155352A1 | 6/26/2008 11/1/2006 12/31/2008 | .oicction N/A as being anticipated by | N/A )
1 Lange (US 6,947,957
BI)
1. Claims 5-6 and
19-20 are rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as being 1
unpatentable over r
Blakely in view of C
sy |
; 4 8. 0.6,978, . 2. f
Olame 1421214 [Slame 7and oo ||
102, 103 under 35 U.S.C 1102(b) rejected under 35 f
US20080155349A1 | 6/26/2008 9/30/2006 12/23/2008 | and 112 N/A as being anticinated b U.S.C. 103(a) as r
rejections Blakel g(U S Ppatent Y being unpatentable f
No. 5 ¥24 '90‘9) over Blakely in view | ¢
e ’ of Official Notice. 3. t
Claim 15 is rejected r
under 35 U.S.C. E
103(a) as being r
unpatentable over i
Blakely in view of
Sang (U.S. PGPub
200610242319).
(
r
Claims 7, §
9-14 and 1. Claims 1-3, 5-7, }
16-20 are 9-11and16-17are |.
rejected rejected under 35 ;
101, 103 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 1
US20080155342A1 | 6/26/2008 12/21/2006 | 4/2/2009 and 112 U.S.C. 101 as | N/A being unpatentable b
rejections | being over Thekkath (US p
directed to Patent Application b
nonstatutory Publication )
subject 200610225050). ;
matter (
C
(
/
US20080155339A1 | 6/26/2008 10/25/2006 | 1/26/2009 | 103 N/A N/A 1. Claims 1, 3-7, N
rejection 9-13, and 15-20 are

rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
Lindsey (US
5,896,536) in view of
Diec (US 6,083,281).
2. Claims 2, 8, and
14 are rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as being
unpatentable
Lindsey (US
5,896,536) in view of
Diec (US 6,083,281),




and in further view of
Klotz (US
2005100761 13 A1).

US20080155332A1

6/26/2008

10/30/2006

12/29/2008

101, 102
and 103
rejections

Claims 11-15
are rejected
under 35
U.S.C. 101
because the
claims are
directed to
non-statutory
subject
matter.

Claims 1-2, 4, 6-7,
11-12, and 14 are
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 102(b) as being
anticipated by Loison

(US 200310046529 Al).

1. Claims 3 and 13
are rejected under
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Loison (US
200310046529 A1)
in view of Tami (US
2004101 33474 A1).
2. Claims 5 and 15
are rejected under
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Loison (US
200310046529 A1)
in view of Bailey (US
2002101 50086 A1 ).
3. Claims 8-10 are
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Loison (US
200310046529 Al) in
view of Mann (US
6,922,722 Bl).

US20080155305A1

6/26/2008

12/22/2006

3/17/2009

102 and
103
rejections

N/A

Claims 1-3, 5-7 are
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 102(e) as being
anticipated by Alaniz et
al. U.S. Patent
Application Publication
US200810 195887A1.

Claims 4, 8 are
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Alaniz et al. in
view of Ansari U.S.
Patent 7,293,201.

US20080155301A1

6/26/2008

12/20/2006

7/29/2008

103 and
112
rejections

N/A

N/A

Claims 1-24 are
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Sinclair et al
(US 6,725,321).
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US20080127326A1

5/29/2008

8/8/2006

9/11/2008

103 and
112
rejections

N/A

N/A

Claim 1 is rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as obvious
over Blumenau et al.
(U.S. Publication
2002/0194294),
hereinafter
Blumenau 7294 in
view of Smart (U.S.
Publication
2007/0174851),
gereinafter Smart
1.
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US20080127261A1

5/29/2008

9/21/2006

3/26/2009

103
rejection

N/A

N/A

1. Claims |, 4-7, 9-12
are rejected under
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over White (US Pub.
2002/0056098), in
view of Ellis (US
Pub. 2004/0226042),

—



and in further view of
Harada et al. (US
Pat. 6,246.442),
herein referenced as
White, Ellis, and
Harada, respectively.
2. Claims 2-3, 8,
13-15 are rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as being
unpatentable over
White in view of Ellis,
Harada, and in
further view of
Billmaier et al. (US
Pub.2003/0028883),
herein referenced as
Billmaier.

1. Claims 1-2, 6, 11-12
and 17-18 are rejected
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b)

1. Claims 1-20 are
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Garnett (US
2003/0033459),
hereafter referred to
as Garnett?459, in
view of Pecone et al.

grlg'?;-segego as being anticipated by | (US 6,098,140),
und er135 Garnett (US hereafter referred to
U.S.C. 101 2003/0033459), as Peconer140. 2.
L hereafter referred to as | Claims 3-5. 7-10,
101, 102 because the Garnett?459. 2. Claims | 13-16, and 19-20 are
US20080127229A1 | 5/29/2008 9/8/2006 3/5/2009 and 103 claimed 1-4. 6.8. 1 1-1 4. and reiected under 35 )
rejections | invention is oS Tl e jected under
directed to 16-20 are rejected U.S.C. 103(a) as
non-statutor under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) | being unpatentable
subiect Y las being anticipated by | over Garnettr459 in
matjter Pecone et al. (US view of Pecone et al.
: 6,098,140), hereafter (US 6,098,140),
referred to as Pecone hereafter referred to
et a1.?7140. as Pecone? 140. 3.
Claims 5, 9-10, and
15 are rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as being
unpatentable over
Pecone et a1.?7140.
(
r
Claims 5—8d K
are rejecte : . S
under 35 | &0 L S tnder 35 r
U.S.C. 101 ) : Claims3and7are |t
101, 102, because the U.S.C. 102(b) as being rejected under 35 f
103 and : anticipated by ]
US20080127224A1 | 5/29/2008 7/25/2006 4/18/2008 112 claimed Rochford, 11 et al. (US U.S.C. 103(a) as f
S invention is ) ’ being unpatentable r
rejections h Patent No. 7,080,247
directed to B2) h ft ferred over Rochfordr247 C
non-statutory | ; ) %reahfer ée23|'7re t
subject 0 as Rochfordr247. r
matter. c
r
i
Claims 10-1 8
are rejected
under 35
U.S.C. 101 Claims 1-20 are
101 and because the rejected under 35

US20080127219A1 | 5/29/2008 9/15/2006 2/27/2009 102 claimed U.S.C. 102(b) as being | N/A )

rejections | invention is anticipated by Upton
directed to (US 200310093471).
non-statutory
subject
matter.

US20080127170A1 | 5/29/2008 8/29/2006 12/31/2008 | 101, 102 Claims 11-16, ] 1. Claims 1-3, 6, 8, 1. Claims 9, and 19 )
and 103 and 18-20 are | 10-13, 16, 18, and 20 are rejected under
rejections | rejected are rejected under 35 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as

under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being | being unpatentable
U.S.C. 101 anticipated by Fors et over Fors, in view of
because the al. (hereinafter Fors), Wei. 2. Claims
claimed US 200810028390. 2. 22-24, and 26-27 are
invention is Claim 21 is rejected rejected under 35
directed to under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) | U.S.C. 103(a) as
non-statutory | as being anticipated by | being unpatentable
subject Wei, US 2005/0155027 | over Wei, in view of
matter. 3. Claims 1-6, 8, 10-16, | Fors. 3. Claim 25 are

18, 20, 21-24, and
26-27 are rejected

rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as




under 35 U.S.C. 102(e)
as being anticipated by

being unpatentable
over Wei, in view of

Fors et al. (hereinafter Curtis et al.
Fors), US (hereinafter Curtis)
Patent No.
6,687,902.
Claims 1-4, 6-14, 16-24
and 26-30 are rejected
102 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b)
US20080127169A1 | 5/29/2008 8/29/2006 3/26/2009 reiection N/A as being anticipated by | N/A )
| Cicciarelli (art of record,
US Patent Publication
No. 200310037328 Al).
Claims 5-1 5 1. Claims 1-4 and 9-12
are rejected are rejected under 35 (
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 1
U.S.C. 101 anticipated by Okbay et r
101, 102 because the al., US 2005101 38471 K
US20080127111A1 | 5/29/2008 9/27/2006 3/20/2009 | and 112 claimed A1. 2. Claims 5-7 and N/A f
rejections | invention is 13-15 are rejected E
directed to under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) C
non-statutory | as being anticipated by €
subject Pietschker et al., US r
matter. 2004101 53871 Afl.
Cglglg,mfé?; are Claims are rejected
rejected under 35 U.S.C.
under 35 103(a) as being
U.S.C. 101 unpatentable over
101 and because the Voruganti (US
US20080127103A1 | 5/29/2008 7/27/2006 12/10/2008 | 103 claimed N/A Publication Number )
rejections invention is 20050137844Al) in
directed to view of Parnell et al.
non-statutory (US Publication
. Number 200201
subject 62090A1)
matter. )
Claims 1-30 are
rejected under 35
Claims are rejected U.S.C. 103(a) as
102 and under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) | being unpatentable
US20080127029A1 | 5/29/2008 10/31/2006 | 1/26/2009 103 N/A as being anticipated by | over White et al., US | I
rejections Ferguson et al., US PGPUB
Patent No. 6,578,190. 200310229881 in
view of Zach, US
20061 0236271 Al.
Claims 3, 9, 20, and
26 are rejected
Claims 1-2, 4-8, 10-1 9, | under 35 U.S.C.
21 -25, and 27-34 are 103(a) as being
e e o8 g | Leioriable over
.S.C. as being ukherjee et al.,
US20080127027A1 | 5/29/2008 11/2/2006 6/12/2008 : (Sgctions N/A anticipated by Pub. 200510055658) )
1 Mukherjee et al., (US in view of Gallatin et
Pub. 200510055658) al., (US Pub.
(see entire document). 2005101 3231 0)
(see entire
document).
1. Claims |, 8-9 and
15 are rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as being
unpatentable over
Leonhardt (US
200310088393) in
view of Van Horn et
al. (US
%00510024068). 2.
103 laim 7 is rejected
US20080127010A1 | 5/29/2008 11/28/2006 | 10/9/2008 rejection N/A N/A under 35 U.S.G. )
103(a) as being
unpatentable over
Leonhardt (US
200310088393) in
view of Van Horn et
al. (US
200510024068) and
in further view of
Beattie et al. (US
200510065763).
US20080127006A1 | 5/29/2008 10/27/2006 | 9/24/2008 102 N/A Claims I, 5 and 8 are N/A )
rejection rejected under 35

U.S.C. 102(e) as being




anticipated by Tseng et
al. (US Patent
Application Publication
200601 17274).

US20080126999A1

5/29/2008

10/26/2006

12/10/2008

103 and
112
rejections

N/A

N/A

1. Claims 1-4, 7-11,
14-18, and 21-23 are
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Viswanath et
al., "Automatic
Insertion of Low
Power Annotations in
RTL for Pipelined
Microprocessors",
Proceedings of
Design, Automation,
and Test in Europe
2006, vol. 1, pp. 1-6,
March 2006
(hereinafter,
"Viswanath"). 2.
Claims
5,6,12,13,19,20,24,
and 25 are rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as being
unpatentable over
Viswanath in view of
Usami et al.,
"Lowpower Design
Methodology and
Applications Utilizing
Dual Supply
Voltages",
Proceedings of the
Asia and South
Pacific Design
Automation
Conference, 2000,
pp. 123-128
(hereinafter,
"Usami").
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US20080126959A1

5/29/2008

11/29/2006

10/29/2008

102 and
103
rejections

N/A

Claims 1-3,7, 1 1-13
and 17 are rejected
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b)
as being anticipated by
Redford et al. U.S.
Patent 200310126298
(hereinafter "Redford).

1. Claims 4, 8-10, 14
and 18-20 are
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Redford et al.
U.S. Patent
200310126298
(hereinafter
"Redford), as applied
to claims 1 and 11
above, and further in
view of ~icrosoft@Of
fice outlook@,c
opyright 2003
(hereinafter
"Outlook"). 2. Claims
5 and 15 are rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as being
unpatentable over
Redford et al. U.S.
Patent
200310126298
(hereinafter
"Redford), as applied
to claims 1 and 11
above, and Kato
U.S. Patent
7,124,209. 3. Claims
6 and 16 are rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as being
unpatentable over
Redford et al. U.S.
Patent
200310126298
(hereinafter
"Redford), as applied
to claims 1 and 11
above,and ~icros
o fOt ~ff ice Word,
copyright 2003
(hereinafter "Word").




1. Claims 5 and 12
are rejected under
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as

aCrLa(IjITS ;r7é 18 being unpatentable
rejected over Ellis et al. (US
under 35 Claims 2-4, 7-1 1, 13-1 | 2002101 74430) In
101, 102 U.S.C. 101 as | 9 are rejected under 35 (US 6,353 938) 5
US20080098443A1 | 4/24/2008 1/11/2007 11/28/2008 | and 103 not falling U.S.C. 102(b) as being Claims 1 and 6 are )
rejections | within one of anticipated by Ellis et reiected under 35
the four al. (US 200210174430). | ¢l
statutor U.S.C. 103(a) as
y being unpatentable
categories of Eli |
invention. over Ellis et al. (US
2002101 74430) in
view of Knudson et
al. (200510204387).
1. Claims 4 and 13
Claims 1-9 are rejected under
and 19 are 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as
rejected being unpatentable (
under 35 Claims 1-3, 5-8, 10-1 2, | over Zigmond in view | r
101, 10d2, g.S.C. 10;] 14-1 7,dandd19 are of Lu (l)JS 28?2101 lg
103 an ecause the rejected under 35 571 15). 2. Claims 9 |
US20080098423A1 | 4/24/2008 10/20/2006 | 2/27/2009 112 claimed U.S.C. 102(b) as being | and 18 are rejected :
rejections | invention is anticipated by Zigmond | under 35 U.S.C. C
directed to et al. (US 6698020). 103(a) as being €
non-statutory unpatentable over r
subject Young in view of
matter. Palazzo et al. (US
2003101 15601).
(
r
<
Claims 1-3 are rejected E
102 and under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) f
as being anticipated by
US20080098395A1 | 4/24/2008 10/23/2006 | 3/30/2009 112 N/A Vaitzblit et al. (hereafter N/A [
rejections P : [
Vaitzblit) (U.S. Patent c
No. 5528513). i
r
e
r
i
1. Claims 4, 10, 17
are rejected under
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Szladovics et al.
(Hereinafter
Szladovics) U.S.
Patent No. 7340718
filed May 8, 2003, in
view of Beda et al
Claims 1-3, 7-9, 13-16, | (hereinafter Beda)
20 are rejected under U.S. Publication
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 20040194020 field
102 and being anticipated by Oct. 23, 2003. 2.
US20080098296A1 | 4/24/2008 10/23/2006 | 12/18/2008 | 103 N/A Szladovics et al. Claims 5-6, 11-12 )
rejections (Hereinafter and 18-19 are
Szladovics) U.S. Patent | rejected under 35
No. 7340718 filed May | U.S.C. 103(a) as
8, 20083. being unpatentable
over Szladovics et al.
(Hereinafter
Szladovics) U.S.
Patent No. 7340718
filed May 8, 2003, in
view of Lewallen et
al (hereinafter
Lewallen) U.S.
Patent No. 6801224
filed Sept. 14, 2000.
Claims 7-1 2
are rejected
under 35 Claims 1-4, 7-1 0, 13-1
U.S.C. 101 5 and 18-20 are
101 and because the rejected under 35
US20080098242A1 | 4/24/2008 10/19/2006 | 3/31/2009 102 claimed U.S.C. 102(e) as being | N/A )
rejections | invention is anticipated by
directed to Pessolano, U.S. Patent
non-statutory | No. 7,340,628.
subject

matter.




Claims 7-1 2
are rejected

under 35
U.S.C. 101
becausethe | Glaims 1-25 are
101 and limitation 'Sjsecéeﬁ gg?be)rasssbein
US20080098187A1 | 4/24/2008 10/18/2006 | 1/16/2009 102 lines 2-3, ot f 9 INnA
rejections | "computer anticipated by Micka
usable (US. Pub. No. 2003101
medium" is 58869).
directed to
non-statutory
subject
matter.
Claim 4 is
rejected
under 35 Claims 1-4 are rejected
U.S.C. 101 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e)
101 and because the as being anticipated by
US20080098131A1 | 4/24/2008 9/26/2007 1/22/2009 102 claimed US Patent Application N/A
rejections | invention is Publication No. US
directed to 200710033225 A1 to
nonstatutory Davis.
subject
matter.
1. Claim 19 is
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Santos (US
Claims 21 -23 200310158900 Al),
are rejected in view of
under 35 Dorenbosch et al.
US.C.101 | Claim1-18,21 24 are gf)sﬁg?eﬂgggf'%f’
101, 102 because the rejected under 35 "Dorenbosch”. 2
US20080098067A1 | 4/24/2008 10/20/2006 | 2/20/2009 | and 103 claimed U.S.C. 102(b) as being Claim 20 is reiected
rejections | invention is anticipated by Santos under 35 U SJC
directed to (US 2003/0158900 Al) 103(a) as being.
non-statutory 9
; unpatentable over
subject Santos (US
matter. )
2003/0158900 Al), in
view of Mannaru et
al. (US
20060031290).
Hereinafter
"Mannaru".
Claims 11 -1
5 are rejected
under 35 Claim 1-1 5 are
U.S.C. 101 rejected under 35
101 and because the U.S.C. 102(b) as being
US20080098066A1 | 4/24/2008 10/20/2006 | 2/19/2009 102 claimed anticipated by Durazo N/A
rejections | invention is etal. (US
directed to 200510004990 Al).
non-statutory | Hereinafter "Durazo".
subject
matter.
1. Claims 1-6 are
rszgc(t:ed unE:ie)r 35b
: .S.C. 102(e) as being
Claims 15-18 2
are rejected grt;ﬂgaé%%gg%ig%;t Claims 15-18 are
under 35 X h rejected under 35
Al). 2. Claims 7-14 are
U.S.C.101 reiected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as
101, 102 because the UJS C. 102(e) as bein being unpatentable

US20080098062A1 | 4/24/2008 10/20/2006 | 12/10/2008 | and 103 claimed ot 9 | over Deng et al. (US
reiecti h L anticipated by Deng et :
ejections | invention is al. (US 20060184609 20060184609 Al), in

directed to AI') 3. Claims 19-22 are view of Heinonen et
non-statutory |\ ois o3 inder 35 al. (US 20050281237
subject jected under . Al).
matter U.S.C. 102(e) as being
: anticipated by Deng et
al. (US 20060184609
Al).

US20080098051A1 | 4/24/2008 1/24/2007 1/12/2009 101, 102 Claims 12-1 9 ] Claims 12 and 20-21 1. Claims 13-17 and
and 103 are rejected are rejected under 35 19 are rejected
rejections | under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being | under 35 U.S.C.

U.S.C. 101 anticipated by Apple Inc | 103(a) as being
because the - Technical Note TNI unpatentable over
claimed 150 - HFS Plus Volume | Apple Inc - Technical
invention is Format dated March 5, | Note TNI 150 - HFS
directed to 2004 - Applicant?s IDS | Plus Volume Format

non-statutory

(hereinatfter, Technical

dated March 5, 2004




subject

note TNI 150).

- Applicant?s IDS

matter. (hereinafter,
Technical note TNI
150), in view of
Okada (EP 1 300
850 A2 - Applicant?s
IDS). 2. Claim 18 is
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Apple Inc -
Technical Note TNI
150 - HFS Plus
Volume Format
dated March 5, 2004
- Applicant?s IDS
(hereinafter,
Technical note TNI
150), in view of
Gotoh et al. (US
2003101 9421 8)
Claims 8- 1 1
are rejected
under3> . | claims 1- 18.are
101 and because the 'Sjsecéeﬁ gggbe)rasssbein
US20080098031A1 | 4/24/2008 10/23/2006 | 9/29/2008 102 claimed anticioated b 9 InA
rejections | invention is Johnsﬁon eret al. (US
directed to A ;
non-statutory Patent No. 6,104,391).
subject
matter.
Claims 7, 8, and | I,
: . are rejected under
102 and Claims 1 ?Jr%rgle%ezcze) 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as
US20080098027A1 | 4/24/2008 6/26/2007 1/7/2009 103 N/A :s being anticivated b being unpatentable
rejections Ka (20%7/0072620) Y | over Kay in view
y Yoshikawa et al.
(200710227337).
Claims |, 2, 4-6, 8-9,
and 11-20 are
: ) rejected under 35
g U.S.C. 103(a) as
under 35 being unpatentable
U.S.C. 101 over Roberts
101 and because the (BJ\uSmgagl?garn%nal.
US20080097974A1 | 4/24/2008 10/18/2006 | 3/6/2009 102 claimed N/A 20'05'00%21 15 and
rejections | invention is B
directed umgartner
non-statutory hereinafter) in view
subiect of Humphreys et al.
o (U.S. Patent
) 7,003,445 and
Humphreys
hereinafter).
Claims 11-17 Claims 4- 5, 8-9,
are rejected 14-15, rejected
under 35 Claims 1-3, 6-7, 10-13, | under 35 U.S.C.
U.S.C. 101 16-17 are rejected 103(a) as being
101,102 because the under 35 U.S.C. 102 (e) | unpatentable over
US20080097964A1 | 4/24/2008 10/24/2006 | 9/12/2008 | and 103 claimed as being anticipated by | Berger et al. US
rejections | invention is Berger et al. US Publication
directed to Publication 2006/0010113 in
non-statutory | 2006/0010113. view of Auerbach et
subject al. US Publication
matter. 2007/0027843.
Claims 4, 9, 14, 19,
Claims 1-3, and 23 are rejected
5-8,10-13,15-18,20-22, ‘jgggfai%ésihc-
102 and and 24 are rejected unpatentable o%er
US20080097897A1 | 4/24/2008 10/20/2006 | 9/16/2008 103 N/A under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) Zirﬁel 2349 as
rejections as being anticipated by aoplied to claims 1-3
U.S. Pat. No.6,135,349 | PP ’
(Zirkel 2349) 58, 10-13,
’ : 15-18,20-22, and 24
above, alone.
US20080097879A1 | 4/24/2008 10/20/2006 | 3/4/2009 103 N/A N/A Claims 1-2, 5-7,
rejection 9-12,14-18, and

20-26 are rejected
under 35 U.S.C.
103(a) as being
unpatentable over
Zirkel (US PAT:




94

95

96

97

98

6,135,349) in view of
Stewart et al
(Stewart hereinafter,
US PUB NO.:
2002/0120846).

103

Claims 1-20 are
rejected under 35
U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable

US20080097844A1 | 4/24/2008 5/17/2007 3/3/2008 rejection N/A N/A over Beach et al (US
2002/0107738) in
view of Register et al
(US 2005/0234771).
1. Claims 1-4, 19-22
are rejected under
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Planas et al.
6112015, hereinafter
Planas and further in
view of Norman,
2006/0212327 Al. 2.
Claims 5-12, 23-30
are rejected under
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Planas,

. Norman, and further
grlglﬁgseltgg in view of Swisher et
v al. 2004/0015309 Al,
U.S.c. 101 hereinafter Swisher.
S 3. Claims
101 and because the 13-15.31.33 are
US20080097731A1 | 4/24/2008 10/18/2006 | 2/18/2009 103 claimed N/A reiected under 35
rejections | invention is Uee 103(a) as
ggﬁc;?g to being unpatentable
-statutory over Planas,
%’;{2‘? Norman, and further
in view of
McDonough et al.
2004/0049345 Al,
hereinafter
McDonough. 4.
Claims 16-18,34-36
are rejected under
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as
being unpatentable
over Planas,
Norman,
McDonough, and
further in view of
Syrbe 2006/0148488
Al
Claim 27 is
rejected
under 35 Claims 14-16, 18-21
U.S.C. 101 and 23-26 are rejected
101 and because the under 35 U.S.C. 102(b)
US20080097722A1 | 4/24/2008 8/31/2007 7/31/2008 102 claimed as being anticipated by | N/A
rejections | invention is Knight (US 5,296,861)
directed to (Hereafter referred to
non-statutory | as Knight).
subject
matter.
Claims 7-12
are rejected
under 35
U.S.C. 101
101 because the
US20080097715A1 | 4/24/2008 10/23/2006 | 4/29/2008 . claimed N/A N/A
rejection h L
invention is
directed to
non-statutory
subject
matter.
. . Claim 6 is rejected
102 and Sr%gsszj-g %'eore%%%t(eb(; under 35 U.S.C.

US20080097702A1 | 4/24/2008 10/20/2006 | 4/8/2008 103 N/A as being anticinated b 103(a) as being

rejections 9 p Y unpatentable over

Willhoit, Jr. et al.

Willhoit, Jr. et al.
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