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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. 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 102 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. 
2. Claims 24, 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rashkovskiy (US 7,281,220) in view of Martin et al (US 7,174,512). 
Claim 24: 
Rashkovskiy discloses: 

"a channel selection field for displaying a plurality of television channel video 
thumbnails and text information identifying the plurality of television channel video 
thumbnails", see Fig. 1; 

"a header field for displaying a user identifier, wherein the user identifier is 
associated with user preference information that includes information related to a user's 
favorite channels", see Fig. 1 items 12,14,16, col. 2 lines 9-10, col. 3 lines 1-3; 

"and an advertising field that is separate and distinct from the channel selection 
field for displaying a video advertisement, wherein the video advertisement is selected 
based on at least two of the television channel video thumbnails preview by the channel 
selection field", see Fig. 1, col. 2 lines 23-34, where the video thumbnails are 
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considered as comprising video advertisements, because Raslil<ovsl<iy provides 
information regarding tlie video thumbnails to allow the viewer to determine whether or 
not to use the material; 

the difference between the claimed invention and Rashkovskiy's disclosure is 
that Rashkovskiy does not explicitly show that the advertising field is separate and 
distinct from the channel selection field. However, it is a notoriously well known teaching 
in the art to provide a framework comprising an advertising field that is separate and 
distinct from the channel selection field for displaying a video advertisement, as 
claimed- as evidence see the reference to Martin, which is also a very relevant 
reference to the claimed invention, at Figs. 1A, 1B, 5D; because of these teachings, an 
artisan would be motivated to modify Rashkovskiy's disclosure and implement this 
existing framework to arrive at the claimed invention, the framework is readily available 
to the designer and an improved channel/video selection canvas with video 
advertisement would be advantageously obtained. Therefore, the claimed invention 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 

was made. 

Claim 25 is disclosed, see Rashkovskiy at Fig. 1, Martin at Figs. 1A, 1B. 

3.     Claims 1,2, 5-9,11,12,15,16,18-23, 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Duhault (US 6,456,334) in view of Rashkovskiy (US 
7,281,220). 



Application/Control Number: Page 4 
10/826,345 
Art Unit: 2622 

Claim 1: 
Duhault discloses: 
A cliannel selection canvas (see Figs. 1-4, the ABSTRACT, Fig. 11) for display on a 
video display device, comprising: 

"a cliannel selection field for displaying a plurality of television channel video 
thumbnails received from a first source", see col. 3 lines 25-28, 34-36, col. 2 lines 32- 
43; 

"an optional video selection field for displaying an ancillary video thumbnail 
received from a second source", see col. 3 lines 25-28, 36-38, col. 2 lines 40-43, col. 2 
line 63 to col. 3 line 9; 

"and a header field for displaying general information based on a current 
condition", see Figs. 1-4 where several header fields are disclosed; 

"wherein the channel selection canvas integrates the display of the television 
channel video thumbnails and the ancillary video thumbnail" see Figs. 1-4 where a 
plurality of video thumbnails are integrated as claimed; 

"wherein the television channel video thumbnails and the ancillary video 
thumbnail are received using different data protocols", is also disclosed because the 
video thumbnails are received from a plurality of sources, see col. 3 lines 4-9, col. 7 
lines 53-64. 

the only difference between the claimed invention and Duhault's disclosure is 
that Duhault does not explicitly show the general information is displayed based on a 
current condition, as claimed in claim 1. However, in a similar field of endeavor, the 
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reference to Rashkovskiy shows it is notoriously well know in the art to display 
information based on a current condition as claimed in claim 1 (as evidence see 
Rashkovskiy at Fig. 1, particularly items 12, 14, 16). Because of these teachings, an 

artisan would be motivated to combine the references to arrive at the claimed invention; 
this combination would advantageously provide an improved channel/video selection 
canvas. Therefore, the claimed invention would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. 
Claim 2 is disclosed, see Rashkovskiy at Fig. 1. 
Claim 5 is disclosed, see Duhault at col. 4 lines 52-55. 
Claim 6 is disclosed, see Duhault at col. 1 line 30. 
Claim 7 is disclosed, see Duhault at col. 2 line 17. 
Claims 8, 9 are disclosed, see Duhault at col. 2 lines 24-26. 
Claim 11 is disclosed, see Duhault at col. 3 lines 10-40. 
Claim 12 is disclosed, see Rashkovskiy at Fig.1, where language and/or location, item 
12 and/or 14 is considered as a user identifier as claimed. 
Claims 26-29 are disclosed, see Rashkovskiy at Figs. 4, 5, Duhault at Fig. 11. 
Claim 3: 

The above combination does not explicitly teach that the channel selection 
canvas further comprises video phone field as claimed in claim 3. However, in the 
above combination, Duhault teaches that a varying number of video images can be 
provided, and other types of video images programming can be monitored (as 
evidence see Duhault at col. 6 lines 44-45, col. 4 lines 37-38); through these teachings. 
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an artisan would liave advantageously recognized tliat tlie above combination could be 
further modified to include varying fields for other types of video, such as video phones; 
and thus, providing a versatile channel selection canvas. Therefore, the claimed 
invention would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made. 
Claims 15,16 are also disclosed because Rashkovskiy teaches streaming news at Fig. 
1. 
Claim 18: 
Duhault discloses: 
A channel selection canvas generator (see Figs. 11, 1-4), comprising: 

"a video selection engine for selecting video streams to be displayed on a 
channel selection canvas", see col. 3 lines 42-48, the ABSTRACT lines 1-13; 

"a video integration engine for integrating the display of video streams selected 
by said video selection engine", see Fig. 11 items 1110, 1126, Figs. 1 -4; 

"a user formatting engine for providing instructions to obtain user formatting 
information", see col. 6 lines 25-62, col. 3 lines 42-48, col. 4 lines 24-25; 

"a composite engine for receiving inputs from said video integration engine and 
user formatting engine to create a channel selection canvas", see Fig. 11 items 1110, 
1126, Figs. 1-4; 

"an interface engine for interfacing to a video display device for displaying a 
channel selection canvas", see Fig. 11 items 1126,1160,1161; 
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"and an administrative engine for storing user preferences and controlling the 
overall operation of the channel selection canvas generator, wherein user preference 
information includes a user's favorite channels as a function of time of day", see Fig. 11 
items 1110,1112,1114,1126; 

the only difference between the claimed invention and Duhault's disclosure is 
that Duhault does not explicitly teach that the user preference information includes 
user's favorite channels as a function of time of day as claimed in claim 18. However, in 
a similar field of endeavor, the reference to Rashkovskiy teaches user's favorite 
channels as claimed (as evidence see Rashkovskiy at col. 2 lines 4-15, Fig. 1, col. 3 
lines 1 -3, for instance current news are function of time of day). Because of these 
teachings, an artisan would be motivated to combine the references to arrive at the 
claimed invention; this combination would advantageously provide an improved 
channel/video selection canvas. Therefore, the claimed invention would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. 
Claims 19, 20 are disclosed, see Duhault at col. 2 lines 23-26, col. 8 lines 1-5. 
Claim 21 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 18. 
Claim 22 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 20. 
Claim 23 is disclosed, see Duhault at col. 3 lines 6-9. 

4. Claims 10, 13,14, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Duhault (US 6,456,334) in view of Rashkovskiy (US 7,281,220) and further in view 
of the Background of the instant application. 
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Claim 10: 
The above combination does not explicitly teacli tlnat tine field displays the 

channel number as claimed in claim 10. However, the structure of the claimed invention 
is a notoriously well known technique in the art (as evidence see Background of the 
instant application at paragraph [002], paragraph [003] lines 5-6), specifically in the field 
of video programming where many channels and sources are involved. An artisan, for 
purpose of identification, would be motivated to further modify the above combination 
and implement this existing technique in order to arrive at the claimed invention. 
Therefore, the claimed invention would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made. 
Claims 13,14,17 are disclosed, see Background of the instant application at paragraph 
[005] line 6, paragraph [002] line 5. 

5.      Claims 4, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Duhault (US 6,456,334) in view of Rashkovskiy (US 7,281,220) and further in view of 
Martin et al (US 7,174,512). 
Claim 4: 

The above combination does not explicitly teach "an advertising field that is separate 
and distinct from the channel selection field for displaying a video advertisement" as 
claimed in claim 4. However, in the above combination the video thumbnails are considered 
as comprising video advertisements, because Rashkovskiy provides information 
regarding the video thumbnails to allow the viewer to determine whether or not to use 
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the material (see Raslil<ovsl<iy at Fig. 1, col. 2 lines 23-34); and it is a notoriously well 
known teaching in the art to provide a framework comprising an advertising field that is 
separate and distinct from the channel selection field for displaying a video 

advertisement, as claimed- as evidence see the reference to Martin, which is also a 
very relevant reference to the claimed invention, at Figs. 1A, 1B, 5D; because of these 
teachings, an artisan would be motivated to modify the above combination and 
implement this existing framework to arrive at the claimed invention, the framework is 
readily available to the designer and an improved channel/video selection canvas with 
video advertisement would be advantageously obtained. Therefore, the claimed 
invention would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made. 

Claim 30 is disclosed, see Rashkovskiy at Fig. 1, Martin at Figs. 1A, 1B, 5D. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are moot in view of 
new ground of rejections and new interpretation of the references necessitated by the 
amendment. 

Conclusion 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Jean W. Desir whose telephone number is (571) 272 
7344. The examiner can normally be reached on 5/4/9 - First Friday Off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David L. Ometz can be reached on (571) 272 7593. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

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). 

JWD 
2-26-09 
/David L. Ometz/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2622 


