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Detailed Action

Claims 1-7,9,11-24,26-30,32-37are pending in this application. This is a

response to the amendment filed on 2/14/05. Claims 8,10,25,31 have been

cancelled.

Claim Objections

As per claim 9 and 26, recites the same limitation. The applicant is advised to

cancel either claim 9 or 26.

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103

The following is a quotation of 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 1 02 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

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 1,2,5,7,16,22,24,28,32,33,35,36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C.

103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et

al.(Wheeler) in view of US Patent 5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr).

As per claim 1 , Wheeler teaches method of handling a data request by

exporting data from at least one database to at least one receiver via an

intermediary server, the intermediary server comprising at least one database

adapt- and a memory buffer for temporary storage of data, the method

comprising the steps of:
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(a)transmitting the data request from the intermediary server to the

database(col.9, lines 4-24);

(b)retrieving the requested data from the database(col.1 , lines 43-

45; searching databases and extracting useful information is

interpreted as retrieving requested data from the database);

(e) passing the requested data through the relevant database

adapter to transform the data into receiver readable format and

storing the transformed data and unique ID number in the memory

buffer(col.2,line 62-col.3,line7,col.20,lines 49-53), and

(c)assigning to the data a unique ID number(col.2, lines 33-35);

wherein the data at the receiver may be altered and retransmitted back to the

database with the same unique number via the intermediary server and only that

data that has changed is retransmitted back to the database(col.9, lines 25-63).

However, Wheeler does not explicitly teach transmitting data to the

intermediary server and transmitting data to the receiver.

Barr teaches transmitting data to the intermediary server(coL5, lines 9-12)

and transmitting data to the receiver(col.5, lines 15-17)

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler to explicitly add

transmitting data to an intermediary server and transmitting data to the receiver

as taught by Barr in order to retrieve and to transmit information(Barr, col.1 , lines

57-60).
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One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr in order to provide the method for identifying and retrieving documents from

a database corresponding to the search query(Barr, coL4, lines 64-67).

As per claim 2, the method of handling a data request as claimed in claim

1 , in which the unique ID number Identifies the database from which the data

came{Barr, col. 16, line 59-col.17, linelO). Motivation to combine set forth in claim

1.

As per claim 5, the method of handling a data request as claimed in claim

1 in which the data request originates at the receiver before passing through the

intermediary server(Barr, col.4,line 66-col.5, line 1). Motivation to combine set

forth in claim 1

.

As per claim 7, the method of handling a data request as claimed in claim

1 , in which the database will transmit only the updated data of data that has

already been given a unique ID number(Wheeler,col.15, lines 44-46). Motivation

to combine set forth in claim 1

.

As per claim 16, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which the data from more than one database may be linked so that a

request for one piece of to data will also generate a request for all fined pieces of

data(Barr, Figure 3). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1

.

As per claim 22, Wheeler in view Barr teaches limitations (a)-(f) and

wherein the data at the receiver may be altered and retransmitted back to the

database with the same unique number via the intermediary server and only that

data that has changed is retransmitted back to the database (see claim 1
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rejection for rationale) and further teaches (g)exporting the updated data to the

intermediary server(Wheeler, Fig.1, coMSJines 3-19); (h)storing the updated

date with the same ID in the memory buffer(Wheeler, col. 2, lines 33-35, col.1,

lines28-30); and (i) transmitting the updated data to the receiver when the

receiver is next enabled whereby the receiver then stored the updated data(col.5,

lines 15-17). Motivation to combine is set forth in claim 1.

Claim 24 is of the same scope as claim 5, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale and motivation to combine set forth in claim 5.

As per claim 28, Wheeler teaches a computer implemented system for

accessing databases operated by independent electronic processing devices

comprising:

(a) a plurality of receivers(Fig.1 , col. 2, lines 20-21 ; the users is

interpreted as the receivers);

(b) an intermediary server(Fig.l);

(c) a communications network connecting the processing devices

and the server and the receivers and the server, at least the

receivers and the server being only intermittently connected(Fig.l);

(d)translation means in the server to accept data from the database

and convert the accepted data into a format suitable for

transmission to the receiver(col.2,line 62-coL3,line7);

(e)means to assign a unique ID to data in a database on accepting

data from the database (col. 2, lines 33-35);

(f) a storage buffer for the ID and converted data(col.1 , lines 28-30);
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wherein the data at the receiver may be altered and retransmitted back to the

database with the same unique number via the intermediary server and only that

data that has changed is retransmitted back to the database(coL9, lines 25-63).

Wheeler however does not explicitly teach transmitting or downloading the

data to the receiver.

Barr teaches transmitting data to the receiver(coL5, lines 15-17)

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler to explicitly add

transmitting data to the receiver as taught by Barr in order to retrieve and to

transmit information(Barr, col.1 , lines 57-60).

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr in order to provide the method for identifying and retrieving documents from

a database corresponding to the search query(Barr, col. 4, lines 64-67).

As per claim 32, a computer program comprising program instructions for

causing a computer to perform the method of claim 1(Wheeler, col. 5, lines 8-10).

Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1

.

As per claim 33, a computer program as claimed in claim 32 embodied on

a record medium(Wheeler, col. 20, lines 50-54; memory is a record

medium). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1

.

Claim 35 is of the same scope as claim 32, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale. Motivation to combine set forth in claim 22.

Claim 36 is of the same scope as claim 33, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale. Motivation to combine set forth in claim 22.
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Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US

Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al. (Wheeler) in view of US Patent

5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US Patent 6,424,647

issued to Ng et al.(Ng).

Wheeler in view of Barr teaches all the limitations of claim 1 , however

does not teach as per claim 3, the method of handling a data request as claimed

in claim 1 , in which the unique ID number contains a destination address.

Ng teaches in which the unique ID number contains a destination

address(claim 17).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr to

explicitly add the unique ID number contains a destination address as taught by

Ng in order to handle the addressing of data packets(Ng, col.1, lines 40).

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Ng in order to provide the method that require configuration of computer

hardware with software to connect with an Internet service provider(Ng, col.1

,

lines 44-48).

Claims 4,6,23,12,17,18,19,29,30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as

being unpatentable over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al. (Wheeler)

in view of US Patent 5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US

Patent 6,154,764 issued to Nitta et al.(Nitta).
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Wheeler in view of Barr teaches all the limitations of claim 1 , however

does not teach as per claim 4, the method of handling a data request as claimed

in claim 1, in which the data is requested from the database at predetermined

intervals by the server.

Nitta teaches in which the data is requested from the database at

predetermined intervals by the server(Fig.22, col. 4, line 63-col.5, Iine2).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr to

explicitly add in which the data is requested from the database at predetermined

intervals by the server as taught by Nitta in order to get updated information.

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Nitta in order to provide the method to reduce the load on the

network(Nitta, col.1, lines 38-40).

Claims 6 and 23 are of the same scope as claim 4, therefore claim 6 and

23 are rejected based on the same rationale and motivation set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 12, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1, in which the data is retransmitted back to the database at predetermined

intervals(Wheeler, col.24, lines16-18,Nitta, col. 4, lines 63-col.5, line 2; Wheeler

teaches transmitting data and Nitta teaches the predetermined interval).

Motivation to combine set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 17, the method of handling a date request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which two or more receivers may be linked into a common group so
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that data transmitted to one of these receivers will be transmitted to all of those

receivers in that group(Nitta, Fig.1 ). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 18, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 17, in which the receivers of a common group are all updated at

predetermined intervals(Nitta, Fig.1, col. 4, line 65-col.5,line 2). Motivation to

combine set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 19, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 17, in which the receivers of a common group are all updated when the

data in the database changes(Nitta, col. 4, lines 36-40; deleting data is a form of

data being changed in the database). Motivation to combine Wheeler and Barr

and Nitta is set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 29,a computer implemented system as claimed in claim 28,

in which the intermediary server is provided with means to request data from the

database at predetermined intervals(Wheeler, Fig.1, Nitta, Fig. 22, col. 4, line 63-

col.5, line 2; Wheeler teaches the server can request data from the database

while Nitta teaches requesting data at a predetermined interval). Motivation to

combine set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 30, a computer implemented system as claimed in claim 28,

in which the receiver is provided with means to request data from the databases

at predetermined intervals(Wheeler, col.1, line 43-line 67, Nitta, Fig. 22, col. 4, line

63-COI.5, line 2; Wheeler teaches the receiver requesting data from the

databases while Nitta teaches requesting data at a predetermined interval)

Motivation to combine set forth in claim 4.
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Claims 9,1 1,13,14,26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being

unpatentable over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et aL(Wheeler) in

view of US Patent 5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US

Patent 6,480,883 issued to Tsutsumitake.

Wheeler in view of Barr teaches all the limitations of claim 1 , however

does not teach as per claim 9, the method of handling a data request as claimed

in claim 1 , in which the data to be retransmitted back to the database is stored on

the memory buffer of the intermediary server until an update request is received

from the database.

Tsutsumitake teaches which the data to be retransmitted back to the

database is stored on the memory buffer of the intermediary server until an

update request is received from the database(col. 5, lines 15-30).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr to

explicitly add which the data to be retransmitted back to the database is stored

on the memory buffer of the intermediary server until an update request is

received from the database as taught by Tsutsumitake in order to reduce the

load of the network and CPU(Tsutsumitake, col. 5, lines 36-38).

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Tsutsumitake in order to provide the method to cope with information

update in the server (Tsutsumitake, col. 3, lines 24-25).
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As per claim 1 1 , the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1, in which the data received by the database is compared with the existing

data and the existing data is updated accordingly(Tsutsumitake, coLI , lines 37-

40). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 9.

As per claim 13, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which the database will transmit any data that has changed to the

intermediary servers so that the receivers may receive the updated data when

the receiver is next enabled to receive the data(Tsutsumitake, col.1, lines 44-67).

Motivation to combine set forth in claim 9.

As per claim 14, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 13, in which the data is automatically sent to the intermediary server when

the data in the database changes(Tsutsumitake, col.1, lines 50-53). Motivation to

combine set forth in claim 9.

Claim 26 is of the same scope as claim 9, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale and motivation to combine set forth in claim 9.

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over

US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al.(Wheeler) in view of US Patent

5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US Patent 6,480,883

issued to Tsutsumitake in view of US Patent 6,154,764 issued to Nitta et

al.(Nitta).

Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Tsutsumitake teaches all the

limitations of claim 13, and further teaches data being sent from a database to
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the intermediary server(Wheeler. Fig.1), however does not teach as per claim 15,

sending data at predetermined intervals.

Nitta teaches sending data at predetermined intervals(coL4, line 65-col.5,

line 2).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in

further view of Tsutsumitake to explicitly add sending data at predetermined

intervals as taught by Nitta in order to get updated information.

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Tsutsumitake and Nitta in order to provide the method to reduce the

load on the network( Nitta, col.1, lines 38-40).

Claims 20,21,27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being

unpatentable over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al. (Wheeler) in

view of US Patent 5,873,076 issued to Barr et al,(Barr) in view of US Patent

6,460,076 issued to Srinivasan.

Wheeler in view of Barr teaches all the limitations of claim 1 , however

does not teach as per claim 20, the method of handling a data request as

claimed in claim 1 , in which data that is transferred is not deleted from the

transmitting memory until a transmission successful message is received from

the recipient.



Application/Control Number: 09/884,448 Page

Art Unit: 2151

Srinivasan teaches in which data that is transferred is not deleted from the

transmitting memory until a transmission successful message is received from

the recipient(col.7, line 55-63).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr to

explicitly add data that is transferred is not deleted from the transmitting memory

until a transmission successful message is received from the recipient as taught

by Srinivasan in order to make sure the data is sent to the recipient.

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Srinivasan in order to provide the method to protect multimedia files

which are downloaded(Srinivasan, col.1, lines 4-7).
.

As per claim 21 , the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1, in which the data transfers that are unsuccessful will generate a data

transfer incomplete message(Srinivasan, col. 6, lines 58-59). Motivation to

combine set forth in claim 20.

Claim 27 is of the same scope as claim 20, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale and motivation set forth in claim 20,

Claims 34,37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable

over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al. (Wheeler) in view of US Patent

5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US Patent 5,983,351

issued to Glogau.
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Wheeler in view of Barr teaches all the limitatjons of claims 32 and 35,

however does not teach as per claim 34 and 37, a computer program embodied

on a carrier signal.

Glagau teaches a computer program embodied on a carrier signal(claim

20).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr to

explicitly add a computer program embodied on a carrier signal as taught by

Glogau in order to provide another form of storing a computer program.

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Glogau in order to provide the method with copyright registration

capabilities (Glogau, col.1, lines 15-25).

Claims 1,2,5,7,16,22,24,28,32,33,35,36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C.

103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et

al.(Wheeler) in view of US Patent 5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further

view of US Patent 6,430,555 issued to Gill et al.(Gill).

As per claim 1 , Wheeler teaches method of handling a data request by

exporting data from at least one database to at least one receiver via an

intermediary server, the intermediary server comprising at least one database

adapt- and a memory buffer for temporary storage of data, the method

comprising the steps of:



Application/Control Number: 09/884,448 Page

Art Unit: 2151

(a)transmitting the data request from the intermediary server to the

database(col.9, lines 4-24);

(b)retrieving the requested data from the database(col.1, lines 43-

45; searching databases and extracting useful information is

interpreted as retrieving requested data from the database); the use

of database(col.1, lines 43-45);

(e) passing the requested data through the relevant database

adapter to transform the data into receiver readable format and

storing the transformed data and unique ID number in the memory

buffer(col.2,line 62-col.3,line7,col.20,lines 49-53), and

(c)assigning to the data a unique ID number(col.2, lines 33-35).

However, Wheeler does not explicitly teach transmitting data to the

intermediary server and transmitting data to the receiver.

Barr teaches transmitting data to the intermediary server(col.5, lines 9-12)

and transmitting data to the receiver(col.5, lines 15-17)

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler to explicitly add

transmitting data to an intermediary server and transmitting data to the receiver

as taught by Barr in order to retrieve and to transmit information(Barr, col.1, lines

57-60).

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr in order to provide the method for identifying and retrieving documents from

a database corresponding to the search query(Barr, col.4, lines 64-67).
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Wheeler in view of Barr does not explicitly teach wherein the data at the

receiver may be altered and retransmitted back to the database and only that

data that has changed is retransmitted back to the database.

Gill teaches wherein the data at the receiver may be altered and

retransmitted back to the database and only that data that has changed is

retransmitted back to the database(Fig.1-2, coL3, lines 1-20).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Wheeler in view of Barr to add

altering and retransmitting back to the database and only that data that has

changed is retransmitted back to the database as taught by Gill in order to modify

query functionalities without great expense(Gill, col.2, lines 19-23).

One ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been

motivated to combine the teachings of Wheeler, Barr and Gill in order to provide

the method to decrease the number of hits for a query requests(Gill, col. 1, lines

53-67).

As per claim 2, the method of handling a data request as claimed in claim

1, in which the unique ID number Identifies the database from which the data

came(Barr, col. 16, line 59-coL17, linelO). Motivation to combine set forth in claim

1.

As per claim 5, the method of handling a data request as claimed in claim

1 in which the data request originates at the receiver before passing through the

intermediary server(Barr, coL4,line 66-col.5, line 1). Motivation to combine set

forth in claim 1.
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As per claim 7, the method of handling a data request as claimed in claim

1 , in which the database will transmit only the updated data of data that has

already been given a unique ID number(Wheeler,col.15, lines 44-46). Motivation

to combine set forth in claim 1

.

As per claim 16, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which the data from more than one database may be linked so that a

request for one piece of to data will also generate a request for all fined pieces of

data(Barr, Figure 3). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1.

As per claim 22, Wheeler in view Barr teaches limitations (a)-(f) (see claim

1 rejection for rationale) and further teaches (g)exporting the updated data to the

intermediary server(Wheeler, Fig.1, col.16,lines 3-19); (h)storing the updated

date with the same ID in the memory buffer(Wheeler, col.2, lines 33-35, col.1

,

lines28-30); and (i) transmitting the updated data to the receiver when the

receiver is next enabled whereby the receiver then stored the updated data(col.5,

lines 15-17). See Claim 1 for motivation to combine.

Wheeler in view of Barr does not explicitly teach wherein the data at the

receiver may be altered and retransmitted back to the database and only that

data that has changed is retransmitted back to the database.

Gill teaches wherein the data at the receiver may be altered and

retransmitted back to the database and only that data that has changed is

retransmitted back to the database(Fig.1-2, col. 3, lines 1-20).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Wheeler in view of Barr to add
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altering and retransmitting back to the database and only that data that has

changed is retransmitted back to the database as taught by Gill in order to modify

query functionalities without great expense(Gill, col, 2, lines 19-23).

One ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been

motivated to combine the teachings of Wheeler, Barr and Gill in order to provide

the method to decrease the number of hits for a query requests(Gill, col. 1 , lines

53-67).

Claim 24 is of the same scope as claim 5, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale and motivation to combine set forth in claim 5.

As per claim 28, Wheeler teaches a computer implemented system for

accessing databases operated by independent electronic processing devices

comprising:

(a) a plurality of receivers(Fig.1, col. 2, lines 20-21; the users is

interpreted as the receivers);

(b) an intermediary server(Fig. 1 );

(c) a communications network connecting the processing devices

and the server and the receivers and the server, at least the

receivers and the server being only intermittently connected(Fig.l);

(d)translation means in the server to accept data from the database

and convert the accepted data into a format suitable for

transmission to the receiver(col.2,line 62-col.3Jine7);

(e)means to assign a unique ID to data in a database on accepting

data from the database (col. 2, lines 33^35);
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(f) a storage buffer for the ID and converted data(col,1 , lines 28-30);

Wheeler however does not explicitly teach transmitting or downloading the

data to the receiver.

Barr teaches transmitting data to the receiver(col.5, lines 15-17)

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler to explicitly add

transmitting data to the receiver as taught by Barr in order to retrieve and to

transmit information(Barr, col.1, lines 57-60).

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr in order to provide the method for identifying and retrieving documents from

a database corresponding to the search query(Barr, col.4, lines 64-67).

Wheeler in view of Barr does not explicitly teach wherein the data at the

receiver may be altered and retransmitted back to the database and only that

data that has changed is retransmitted back to the database.

Gill teaches wherein the data at the receiver may be altered and

retransmitted back to the database and only that data that has changed is

retransmitted back to the database(Fig.1-2, col. 3, lines 1-20).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Wheeler in view of Barr to add

altering and retransmitting back to the database and only that data that has

changed is retransmitted back to the database as taught by Gill in order to modify

query functionalities without great expense(Gill, col.2, lines 19-23).
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One ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been

motivated to combine the teachings of Wheeler, Barr and Gill in order to provide

the method to decrease the number of hits for a query requests(Gill, col.1 , lines

53-67).

As per claim 32, a computer program comprising program instructions for

causing a computer to perform the method of claim 1 (Wheeler, col. 5, lines 8-10).

Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1

.

As per claim 33, a computer program as claimed in claim 32 embodied on

a record medium(Wheeler, col. 20, lines 50-54; memory is a record

medium). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1

.

Claim 35 is of the same scope as claim 32, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale. Motivation to combine forth in claim 22.

Claim 36 is of the same scope as claim 33, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale. Motivation to combine forth in claim 22.

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US

Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et aL(Wheeler) in view of US Patent

5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US Patent 6,430,555

issued to Gill et al.(Gill). in further view of US Patent 6,424,647 issued to Ng et

al.(Ng).

Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Gill teaches all the limitations of

claim 1 , however does not teach as per claim 3, the method of handling a data
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request as claimed in claim 1 , in which the unique ID number contains a

destination address.

Ng teaches in which the unique ID number contains a destination

address(claim 17).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in

further view of Gill to explicitly add the unique ID number contains a destination

address as taught by Ng in order to handle the addressing of data packets(Ng,

col.l, lines 40).

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Gill and Ng in order to provide the method that require configuration of

computer hardware with software to connect with an Internet service provider(Ng,

col.l, lines 44-48).

Claims 4,6,23,12,17,18,19,29,30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as

being unpatentable over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al. (Wheeler)

in view of US Patent 5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US

Patent 6,430,555 issued to Gill et al.(Gill). in further view of US Patent 6,154,764

issued to Nitta et al.(Nitta).

Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Gill teaches all the limitations of

claim 1 , however does not teach as per claim 4, the method of handling a data

request as claimed in claim 1 , in which the data is requested from the database

at predetermined intervals by the server.
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Nitta teaches in which the data is requested from the database at

predetermined intervals by the server(Fig.22, coL4, line 63-col.5, Iine2).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in

further view of Gill to explicitly add in which the data is requested from the

database at predetermined intervals by the server as taught by Nitta in order to

get updated information.

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Gill and Nitta in order to provide the method to reduce the load on the

network(Nitta, col.1, lines 38^0).

Claims 6 and 23 are of the same scope as claim 4, therefore claim 6 and

23 are rejected based on the same rationale and motivation set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 12, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which the data is retransmitted back to the database at predetermined

intervals(Wheeler, col.24, lines16-18,Nitta, col.4, lines 63-coL5, line 2; Wheeler

teaches transmitting data and Nitta teaches the predetermined interval).

Motivation to combine set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 17, the method of handling a date request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which two or more receivers may be linked into a common group so

that data transmitted to one of these receivers will be transmitted to all of those

receivers in that group(Nitta, Fig.1 ). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 18, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 17, in which the receivers of a common group are all updated at
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predetermined intervals(Nitta, Fig.1, col. 4, line 65-col.5,line 2), Motivation to

combine set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 19, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 17, in which the receivers of a common group are all updated when the

data in the database changes(Nitta, col. 4, lines 36-40; deleting data is a form of

data being changed in the database). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 29,a computer implemented system as claimed in claim 28,

in which the intermediary server is provided with means to request data from the

database at predetermined intervals(Wheeler, Fig.1, Nitta, Fig. 22, col. 4, line 63-

col.5, line 2; Wheeler teaches the server can request data from the database

while Nitta teaches requesting data at a predetermined interval). Motivation to

combine set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 30, a computer implemented system as claimed in claim 28,

in which the receiver is provided with means to request data from the databases

at predetermined intervals(Wheeler, col.l, line 43-line 67, Nitta, Fig. 22, col.4, line

63-COL5, line 2; Wheeler teaches the receiver requesting data from the

databases while Nitta teaches requesting data at a predetermined interval)

Motivation to combine set forth in claim 4.

Claims 9,1 1,13,14,26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being

unpatentable over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al.(Wheeler) in

view of US Patent 5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US
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Patent 6,430,555 issued to Gill et aL(Gill). in further view of US Patent 6,480,883

issued to Tsutsumitake.

Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Gill teaches all the limitations of

claim 1 , however does not teach as per claim 9, the method of handling a data

request as claimed in claim 1 , in which the data to be retransmitted back to the

database is stored on the memory buffer of the intermediary server until an

update request is received from the database.

Tsutsumitake teaches which the data to be retransmitted back to the

database is stored on the memory buffer of the intermediary server until an

update request is received from the database(col. 5, lines 15-30).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in

further view of Gill to explicitly add which the data to be retransmitted back to the

database is stored on the memory buffer of the intermediary server until an

update request is received from the database as taught by Tsutsumitake in order

to reduce the load of the network and CPU(Tsutsumitake, col. 5, lines 36-38).

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Gill and Tsutsumitake in order to provide the method to cope with

information update in the server (Tsutsumitake, col.3, lines 24-25).

As per claim 1 1 , the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which the data received by the database is compared with the existing

data and the existing data is updated accordingly(Tsutsumitake, col.l, lines 37-

40). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 9.
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As per claim 13, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which the database will transmit any data that has changed to the

intermediary servers so that the receivers may receive the updated data when

the receiver is next enabled to receive the data(Tsutsumitake, col.1 , lines 44-67).

Motivation to combine set forth in claim 9.

As per claim 14, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 13, in which the data is automatically sent to the intermediary server when

the data in the database changes(Tsutsumitake, col.1, lines 50-53). Motivation to

combine set forth in claim 9.

Claim 26 is of the same scope as claim 9, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale and motivation to combine set forth in claim 9.

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over

US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al.(Wheeler) in view of US Patent

5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US Patent 6,430,555

issued to Gill et al.(Gill). in further view of US Patent 6,480,883 issued to

Tsutsumitake in view of US Patent 6,154,764 issued to Nitta et al.(Nitta).

Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Gill in further view of

Tsutsumitake teaches all the limitations of claim 13, and further teaches data

being sent from a database to the intermediary server(Wheeler, Fig.1), however

does not teach as per claim 15, sending data at predetermined intervals.

Nitta teaches sending data at predetermined intervals(col.4, line 65-col.5,

line 2).
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in

further view of Gill in further view of Tsutsumitake to explicitly add sending data

at predetermined intervals as taught by Nitta in order to get updated information.

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Gill and Tsutsumitake and Nitta in order to provide the method to

reduce the load on the network(Nitta, col.l, lines 38-40).

Claims 20,21,27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being

unpatentable over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al.(Wheeler) in

view of US Patent 5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US

Patent 6,430,555 issued to Gill et al.(Gill). in view of US Patent 6,460,076 issued

to Srinivasan.

Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Gill teaches all the limitations of

claim 1 , however does not teach as per claim 20, the method of handling a data

request as claimed in claim 1 , in which data that is transferred is not deleted from

the transmitting memory until a transmission successful message is received

from the recipient.

Srinivasan teaches in which data that is transferred is not deleted from the

transmitting memory until a transmission successful message is received from

the recipient(col.7, line 55-63).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in
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further view of Gill to explicitly add data that is transferred is not deleted from the

transmitting memory until a transmission successful message is received from

the recipient as taught by Srinivasan in order to make sure the data is sent to the

recipient.

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Gill and Srinivasan in order to provide the method to protect multimedia

files which are downloaded(Srinivasan, coLI, lines 4-7).

As per claim 21 , the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which the data transfers that are unsuccessful will generate a data

transfer incomplete message(Srinivasan, col.6, lines 58-59). Motivation to

combine set forth in claim 20.

Claim 27 is of the same scope as claim 20, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale and motivation set forth in claim 20.

Claims 34,37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable

over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al. (Wheeler) in view of US Patent

5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US Patent 6,430,555

issued to Gill et al.(Gill). in further view of US Patent 5,983,351 issued to Glogau.

Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Gill teaches all the limitations of

claims 32 and 35, however does not teach as per claim 34 and 37, a computer

program embodied on a carrier signal.

Glagau teaches a computer program embodied on a carrier signal(claim

20).
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in

further view of Gill to explicitly add a computer program embodied on a carrier

signal as taught by Glogau in order to provide another form of storing a computer

program.

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Gill and Glogau in order to provide the method with copyright

registration capabilities (Glogau, col.1, lines 15-25).

Claims 1 ,2,5,7,16,22,24,28,32,33,35,36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C.

103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et

al. (Wheeler) in view of US Patent 5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further

view of US Patent 6,490,589 issued to Weider et al.(Weider).

As per claim 1, Wheeler teaches method of handling a data request by

exporting data from at least one database to at least one receiver via an

intermediary server, the intermediary server comprising at least one database

adapt- and a memory buffer for temporary storage of data, the method

comprising the steps of:

(a)transmitting the data request from the intermediary server to the

database(col.9, lines 4-24);

(b) retrieving the requested data from the database(col.1 , lines 43-

45; searching databases and extracting useful information is
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interpreted as retrieving requested data from the database); the use

of database(col.1, lines 43-45);

(e) passing the requested data through the relevant database

adapter to transform the data into receiver readable format and

storing the transformed data and unique ID number in the memory

buffer(col.2,line 62-col.3,line7,col.20Jines 49-53), and

(c)assigning to the data a unique ID number(coL2, lines 33-35).

However, Wheeler does not explicitly teach transmitting data to the

intermediary server and transmitting data to the receiver.

Barr teaches transmitting data to the intermediary server(col.5, lines 9-12)

and transmitting data to the receiver(coL5, lines 15-17)

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler to explicitly add

transmitting data to an intermediary server and transmitting data to the receiver

as taught by Barr in order to retrieve and to transmit information(Barr, col.1 , lines

57-60).

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr in order to provide the method for identifying and retrieving documents from

a database corresponding to the search query(Barr, col.4, lines 64-67).

Wheeler in view of Barr does not explicitly teach wherein the data at the

receiver may be altered and retransmitted back to the database and only that

data that has changed is retransmitted back to the database.
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Weider teaches wherein the data at the receiver may be altered and

retransmitted back to the database and only that data that has changed is

retransmitted back to the database(coL3, lines 22-40).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Wheeler in view of Barr to add

altering and retransmitting back to the database and only that data that has

changed is retransmitted back to the database as taught by Weider in order to

rewrite queries and resubmit to the server(Weider, col. 3, lines 22-40).

One ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been

motivated to combine the teachings of Wheeler, Barr and Weider in order to

provide the method to decrease the number of hits for a query requests(Weider,

col. 1, lines 13-18).

As per claim 2, the method of handling a data request as claimed in claim

1 , in which the unique ID number Identifies the database from which the data

came(Barr, col, 16, line 59-col.17, linelO). Motivation to combine set forth in claim

1.

As per claim 5, the method of handling a data request as claimed in claim

1 in which the data request originates at the receiver before passing through the

intermediary server(Barr, col.4Jine 66-col.5, line 1). Motivation to combine set

forth in claim 1.

As per claim 7, the method of handling a data request as claimed in claim

1 , in which the database will transmit only the updated data of data that has
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already been given a unique ID number(Wheeler,col.15, lines 44-46). Motivation

to combine set forth in claim 1

.

As per claim 16, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which the data from more than one database may be linked so that a

request for one piece of to data also generate a request for all fined pieces of

data(Barr, Figure 3). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1

.

As per claim 22, Wheeler in view Barr teaches limitations (a)-(f) (see claim

1 rejection for rationale) and further teaches (g)exporting the updated data to the

intermediary server(Wheeler, Fig.1, col.16,lines 3-19); (h)storing the updated

date with the same ID in the memory buffer(Wheeler, col. 2, lines 33-35, col.1,

lines28-30); and (i) transmitting the updated data to the receiver when the

receiver is next enabled whereby the receiver then stored the updated data(col.5,

lines 15-17). See Claim 1 for motivation to combine.

Wheeler in view of Barr does not explicitly teach wherein the data at the

receiver may be altered and retransmitted back to the database and only that

data that has changed is retransmitted back to the database.

Welder teaches wherein the data at the receiver may be altered and

retransmitted back to the database and only that data that has changed is

retransmitted back to the database(col.3, lines 22-40).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Wheeler in view of Barr to add

altehng and retransmitting back to the database and only that data that has
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changed is retransmitted back to the database as taught by Weider in order to

rewrite queries and resubmit to the server(Weider, col. 3, lines 22-40).

One ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been

motivated to combine the teachings of Wheeler, Barr and Weider in order to

provide the method to decrease the number of hits for a query requests(Weider,

col.1, lines 13-18).

Claim 24 is of the same scope as claim 5, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale and motivation to combine set forth in claim 5.

As per claim 28, Wheeler teaches a computer implemented system for

accessing databases operated by independent electronic processing devices

comprising:

(a) a plurality of receivers(Fig.1, col. 2, lines 20-21; the users is

interpreted as the receivers);

(b) an intermediary server(Fig.l);

(c) a communications network connecting the processing devices

and the server and the receivers and the server, at least the

receivers and the server being only intermittently connected(Fig.l);

(d)translation means in the server to accept data from the database

and convert the accepted data into a format suitable for

transmission to the receiver(col.2,line 62-col.3,line7);

(e)means to assign a unique ID to data in a database on accepting

data from the database (coL2, lines 33-35);

(f) a storage buffer for the ID and converted data(col.1, lines 28-30);
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Wheeler however does not explicitly teach transmitting or downloading the

data to the receiver.

Barr teaches transmitting data to the receiver(col.5, lines 15-17)

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler to explicitly add

transmitting data to the receiver as taught by Barr in order to retrieve and to

transmit information(Barr, col.1, lines 57-60).

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr in order to provide the method for identifying and retrieving documents from

a database corresponding to the search query(Barr, col.4, lines 64-67).

Wheeler in view of Barr does not explicitly teach wherein the data at the

receiver may be altered and retransmitted back to the database and only that

data that has changed is retransmitted back to the database.

Weider teaches wherein the data at the receiver may be altered and

retransmitted back to the database and only that data that has changed is

retransmitted back to the database(col.3, lines 22-40).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Wheeler in view of Barr to add

altering and retransmitting back to the database and only that data that has

changed is retransmitted back to the database as taught by Weider in order to

rewrite queries and resubmit to the server(Weider, col. 3, lines 22-40).

One ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been

motivated to combine the teachings of Wheeler, Barr and Weider in order to
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provide the method to decrease the number of hits for a query requests(Weider,

col. 1, lines 13-18).

As per claim 32, a computer program comprising program instructions for

causing a computer to perform the method of claim 1 (Wheeler, col. 5, lines 8-10).

Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1

.

As per claim 33, a computer program as claimed in claim 32 embodied on

a record medium(Wheeler, col. 20, lines 50-54; memory is a record

medium).Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1.

Claim 35 is of the same scope as claim 32, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale. Motivation to combine forth in claim 22.

Claim 36 is of the same scope as claim 33, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale. Motivation to combine forth in claim 22.

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US

Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al. (Wheeler) in view of US Patent

5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US Patent 6,490,589

issued to Weider et al.(Weider). in further view of US Patent 6,424,647 issued to

Ngetal.(Ng).

Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Weider teaches all the limitations

of claim 1 , however does not teach as per claim 3, the method of handling a data

request as claimed in claim 1 , in which the unique ID number contains a

destination address.
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Ng teaches in which the unique ID number contains a destination

address(claim 17),

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in

further view of Weider to explicitly add the unique ID number contains a

destination address as taught by Ng in order to handle the addressing of data

packets(Ng, col.1, lines 40).

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Weider and Ng in order to provide the method that require configuration

of computer hardware with software to connect with an Internet service

provider(Ng, col.1, lines 44-48).

Claims 4,6,23,12,17,18,19,29,30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as

being unpatentable over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al. (Wheeler)

in view of US Patent 5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US

Patent 6,490,589 issued to Weider et al. (Weider). in further view of US Patent

6,154,764 issued to Nitta et al.(Nitta).

Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Weider teaches all the limitations

of claim 1 , however does not teach as per claim 4, the method of handling a data

request as claimed in claim 1 , in which the data is requested from the database

at predetermined intervals by the server.

Nitta teaches in which the data is requested from the database at

predetermined intervals by the server(Fig.22, col. 4, line 63-col.5, Iine2).
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in

further view of Welder to explicitly add in which the data is requested from the

database at predetermined intervals by the server as taught by Nitta in order to

get updated information.

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Welder and Nitta in order to provide the method to reduce the load on

the network(Nitta, col.1, lines 38-40).

Claims 6 and 23 are of the same scope as claim 4, therefore claim 6 and

23 are rejected based on the same rationale and motivation set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 12, the method of handling a data request as claimed In

claim 1 , in which the data Is retransmitted back to the database at predetermined

intervals(Wheeler, col.24, lines16-18,Nitta, coL4, lines 63-col.5, line 2; Wheeler

teaches transmitting data and Nitta teaches the predetermined interval).

Motivation to combine set forth In claim 4.

As per claim 17, the method of handling a date request as claimed in

claim 1 , In which two or more receivers may be linked Into a common group so

that data transmitted to one of these receivers will be transmitted to all of those

receivers in that group(Nitta, Fig.1 ). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 18, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 17, in which the receivers of a common group are all updated at

predetermined lntervals{Nltta, Fig.1, col. 4, line 65-col,5,line 2). Motivation to

combine set forth in claim 4.
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As per claim 19, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 17, in which the receivers of a common group are all updated when the

data in the database changes(Nitta, coL4, lines 36-40; deleting data is a form of

data being changed in the database). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 29, a computer implemented system as claimed in claim 28,

in which the intermediary server is provided with means to request data from the

database at predetermined intervals(Wheeler, Fig.1, Nitta, Fig. 22, col.4, line 63-

coL5, line 2; Wheeler teaches the server can request data from the database

while Nitta teaches requesting data at a predetermined interval). Motivation to

combine set forth in claim 4.

As per claim 30, a computer implemented system as claimed in claim 28,

in which the receiver is provided with means to request data from the databases

at predetermined intervals(Wheeler, col.1, line 43-line 67, Nitta, Fig. 22, col.4, line

63-COI.5, line 2; Wheeler teaches the receiver requesting data from the

databases while Nitta teaches requesting data at a predetermined interval)

Motivation to combine set forth in claim 4.

Claims 9,1 1,13,14,26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being

unpatentable over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al. (Wheeler) in

view of US Patent 5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US

Patent 6,490,589 issued to Weider et al.(Weider). in further view of US Patent

6,480,883 issued to Tsutsumitake.
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Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Weider teaches all the limitations

of claim 1, however does not teach as per claim 9, the method of handling a

data request as claimed in claim 1 , in which the data to be retransmitted back to

the database is stored on the memory buffer of the intermediary server until an

update request is received from the database.

Tsutsumitake teaches which the data to be retransmitted back to the

database is stored on the memory buffer of the intermediary server until an

update request is received from the database(col. 5, lines 15-30).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in

further view of Weider to explicitly add which the data to be retransmitted back to

the database is stored on the memory buffer of the intermediary server until an

update request is received from the database as taught by Tsutsumitake in order

to reduce the load of the network and CPU(Tsutsumitake, col.5, lines 36-38).

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Weider and Tsutsumitake in order to provide the method to cope with

information update in the server (Tsutsumitake, col.3,lines 24-25).

As per claim 1 1 , the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which the data received by the database is compared with the existing

data and the existing data is updated accordingly(Tsutsumitake, col.1, lines 37-

40). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 9.

As per claim 1 3, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which the database will transmit any data that has changed to the
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intermediary servers so that the receivers may receive the updated data when

the receiver is next enabled to receive the data(Tsutsumitake, col.1, lines 44-67).

Motivation to combine set forth in claim 9.

As per claim 14, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 13, in which the data is automatically sent to the intermediary server when

the data in the database changes(Tsutsumitake, col.1, lines 50-53). Motivation to

combine set forth in claim 9.

Claim 26 is of the same scope as claim 9, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale and motivation to combine set forth in claim 9.

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over

US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et aL(Wheeler) in view of US Patent

5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US Patent 6,490,589

issued to Weider et aL(Weider). in further view of US Patent 6,480,883 issued to

Tsutsumitake in view of US Patent 6,154,764 issued to Nitta et aL(Nitta).

Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Weider in further view of

Tsutsumitake teaches all the limitations of claim 13, and further teaches data

being sent from a database to the intermediary server(Wheeler, Fig.1), however

does not teach as per claim 15, sending data at predetermined intervals.

Nitta teaches sending data at predetermined intervals(coL4, line 65-coL5,

line 2).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in
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further view of Welder in further view of Tsutsumitake to explicitly add sending

data at predetermined intervals as taught by Nitta in order to get updated

information.

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Weider and Tsutsumitake and Nitta in order to provide the method to

reduce the load on the network( Nitta, col.1 , lines 38-40).

Claims 20,21,27 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being

unpatentable over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al.(Wheeler) in

view of US Patent 5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US

Patent 6,490.589 issued to Weider et al. (Weider). in view of US Patent 6,460,076

issued to Srinivasan.

Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Weider teaches all the limitations

of claim 1 , however does not teach as per claim 20, the method of handling a

data request as claimed in claim 1, in which data that is transferred is not deleted

from the transmitting memory until a transmission successful message is

received from the recipient.

Srinivasan teaches in which data that is transferred is not deleted from the

transmitting memory until a transmission successful message is received from

the recipient(col.7, line 55-63).

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in

further view of Weider to explicitly add data that is transferred is not deleted from
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the transmitting memory until a transmission successful message is received

from the recipient as taught by Srinivasan in order to make sure the data is sent

to the recipient.

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and

Barr and Weider and Srinivasan in order to provide the method to protect

multimedia files which are downloaded(Srinivasan, col.1 , lines 4-7).

As per claim 21, the method of handling a data request as claimed in

claim 1 , in which the data transfers that are unsuccessful will generate a data

transfer incomplete message(Srinivasan, col.6, lines 58-59). Motivation to

combine set forth in claim 20.

Claim 27 is of the same scope as claim 20, therefore is rejected based on

the same rationale and motivation set forth in claim 20.

Claims 34,37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable

over US Patent 6,738,759 issued to Wheeler et al. (Wheeler) in view of US Patent

5,873,076 issued to Barr et al.(Barr) in further view of US Patent 6,490,589

issued to Weider et aL(Weider). in further view of US Patent 5,983,351 issued to

Glogau.

Wheeler in view of Barr in further view of Weider teaches all the limitations

of claims 32 and 35, however does not teach as per claim 34 and 37, a computer

program embodied on a carrier signal.

Glagau teaches a computer program embodied on a carrier signal(claim

20).
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at

the time of the invention to modify the method of Wheeler in view of Barr in

further view of Weider to explicitly add a computer program embodied on a

carrier signal as taught by Glogau in order to provide another form of storing a

computer program.

One skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Wheeler and Barr

and Weider and Glogau in order to provide the method with copyright registration

capabilities (Glogau, col.1, lines 15-25).

Response to Arguments

The applicant has amended the claims to overcome all claim objections

therefore, the examiner withdraws all previous claim objections.

Applicant's arguments filed 2/14/05 have been fully considered but they

are not persuasive.

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain

features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant

relies (i.e., reducing data traffic from the receiver back to the database) are not

recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the

specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See

In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir 1993).

Wheeler teaches the added limitation of wherein the data at the receiver

may be altered and retransmitted back to the database and only that data that

has changed is retransmitted back to the database, col. 9, lines 25-63. Wheeler

teaches that the schema is changed by a user and retransmitted to the server.
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Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1-7,9,1 1-24,26-30,32-37 have

been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. See

above rejection.

Conclusion

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to

applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892.

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection

presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL.

See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as

set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a).

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire

THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is

filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory

action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory

period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory

action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be

calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will

the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this

final action.

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from

the examiner should be directed to Backhean Tiv whose telephone number is

(571 )272-3941 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9 A.M.-1 2 P.M. and 1

-6 P.M. Monday-Friday.



Application/Control Number: 09/884,448 Page

Art Unit: 2151

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the

examiner's supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571) 272-3939. The fax

phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is

assigned is 703-872-9306.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from

the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information

for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public

PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through

Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-

direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-

free).

Backhean Tiv

2151

5/3/05 SUPERVISORY R«rENT EXAMINER


