Day 3 Exercises C1 – Exercises on retrieval and utilization of external examination results

We are going to use following freely accessible databases offering patent status data and file inspection:

EPO Espacenet: http://worldwide.espacenet.com/
Espacenet also permits access to the EPO Register which permits file inspection.

Direct access to EPO Register: https://register.epo.org/espacenet/regviewer 
EPO CCD http://www.trilateral.net/ccd
WIPO Patentscope: http://www.wipo.int/patentscope/search/en/search.jsf
US-PAIR: http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal/pair
DPMA Register: http://register.dpma.de/DPMAregister/Uebersicht?lang=en
DEPATISNET: http://depatisnet.dpma.de/DepatisNet/depatisnet?action=einsteiger
AIPN: http://aipn.ipdl.inpit.go.jp/
(requires registration with JPO)

The objective of these exercises is to familiarize ourselves with the online resources permitting access to examination results of other offices for family smembers, file inspection and examination status data.
Task 1: WO2007111918
Q: Retrieve the written opinion of the ISA from Patentscope. Is there any claim which could perhaps be granted? What is the problem with claims 17-22? Does the written opinion include any observations other than those regarding novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability? Which ISA established the written opinion? How many citations does the examiner use in the WO and how many citations are listed in the ISR? How many citations of the ISR challenge the novelty of claim 1?
A: Claims 17-22 have not been searched because of a lack of unity. None of the other claims appears to be „patentable“, see the statements. The examiner also raises objections because the claims do not include reference numerals and because claim 6 and 9 include unclear wording. The WO was established by the EPO. The examiner uses only 3 of the citations of the 8 of the ISR. 3 citations in the ISR challenge the novelty of claim 1.
Q: Search the same application in Espacenet/EP-Register. What is the status at the EPO, what is the overall view of the examiner? Does EP-Register include the ISR and ISA-WO? 

A: The application is deemed to be withdrawn since 24.9.2013 because the applicant did not reply to an office communication; however appeal is still possible. The examiner raised an objection because the amended claims include subject matter which was not part of the initial disclosure. He also objected unclear wording. On page 3 he states a very negative opinion that claims could be amended in anyway to satisfy novelty and inventive step requirements.
Q: Did any other patent office grant a patent?

A: Only the Eurasian Patent Office (EAPO) granted a patent, as you can see from the EA-B1 document listed in the Inpadoc family list on Espacenet.
Q: What is the status in the US? Check Inpadoc legal status in Espacenet and check US-PAIR.

A: When you select the US family member in the Inpadoc family list, you can check the legal status with the Inpadoc legal status link. It appears to be pending because the last legal event recorded was a chnage of assignment.

When you check this status in US-PAIR you will find that the application is deemed to be abandoned already since 30.5.2012 because of a failure to respond to an office action.
Q: What is the status at the JPO? Check Inpadoc legal status and AIPN.

A: At JPO the grant of a patent was refused according to the Inpadoc legal status.
Q: What is the status in CA (CA2646350)?

A: Examination requested (21.3.2012) according to Inpadoc. The CA Register confirms that, it also confirms that the application is still pending ebcasue maintenace fees have been paid in 2013. File inspection is not possible, no communicatiosn between the examiner and the applicant are accessible.
Q: The patent is pending in Cambodia; the claims submitted to examination there are claims 17-22. What would you recommend the examiners of Cambodia? 
