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1301 Substantially Allowable Case,
Special

When an application is in condition for al-
lowance, except as to matters of form, the case

221

Allowance and Issue

will be considered special and prompt. action

taken to require correction of formal matters.

Ses 710.02(b) paragraph (a).

1302 Final Review and Preparation
for Issue ‘

1302.01 General Review

When an application is apparently ready for
allowance, it should be reviewed the Ex-
aminer to make certain that the whole case
meets all formal requirements and particularly
that the brief summary of the invention and
the descriptive matter are confined to the in-
vention to which the allowed claims are di-
rected and that the language ' of the claims
finds clear support or ant t basis in the

ification. ~ Neglect to give due attention to
matters may lead to confusion as to the

scope of the patent.
tly the invention as originally de-
scribed and claimed was of much greater scope
than that defined in the claims as allowed.
Some or much of the subject matter disclosed
ma{ be entirely outside the bounds of the
claims accepted by the applicant. In such case
the Examiner should require the applicant to
modify his brief summary of the invention
and restrict his descriptive matter so as to be
in harmony with the claims. However valu-
able for reference pu the Examiner may
consider the matter which is extraneous to the
claimed invention, patents should be confined
in their disclosures to the respective inventions
patented. (Rule 71.) Of course enough back-
und should be included to make the inven-
tion cluri{ )understandable. See 608.01(d)

e

and 608.01(e).

There should be clear surport or antecedent
basis in the ification for the terminology
used in the claims. Usually the original claims
follow the nomenclature of the ‘ageeiﬂcation;
but sometimes in amending the claims or in
adding new claims, apg‘licamt employs terms
that do not appear in the specification. This
may result in uncertainty as to the interpreta-
tion to be given such terms. See 608.01(o).

Where a copending application is referred to
in the specification, the Examiner should as-
certain whether it has matured into a patent
or become abandoned and that fact or the pat-
ent number added to the specification.
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by Rule 126, and particular attention should
be given to claims dependent on previous

claims to see that the numbering is consistent.

See 608.01(j).and 608.01(n), . . . .. .. . .
The absgmgdlge?% cked for:
quate and clear statement of the disclosure.

- The title.should also be checked.

be as short and specific 3. possi 2 satis-
factory title is nrtﬁc supplied by pplicant,

3& Examineéfe may clm&‘i re tl&e title on or after
WANCY, - B0 0U0 and DUO.vL. +,. . I
All pencil no?gg made by the Examiners
must be erased when the case is passed to issue.

1302.01(a) Fee Exempt Application

See 607.01 for checking specification to
assure presence of proper stipulation by
applicant. - e

1302.02 Requirement for Rewritten
T Specification o

Whenever interlineations or cancellations
have been made in the specifieation or amend-
ments which would lead to confusion and mis-
take, the Examiners should require the entire
mt on of specification affected to be rewritten
ore ‘(Fumg the cnse to issue. See Rule 125
1

in 608.01(q).

1302.03 Status Letter of Allowability,
POL~255

This letter is used whenever an application
under final rejection has heen placed in condi-
tion for allowance as a result of a communica-
tion from or an interview with applicant.

The date of the commuanication or interview
which resulted in the allowance and the name
of the person with whom the interview, if any,
was held should be included in the letter.

Immediately after determining that a POL
255 letter is necessary, the letter should be ef-
fected before preparing the applieation for

allowance, See 714.13.
1302.04 Examiner's Amendments and
' Changes

o

Except by formal amendment duly signed or
a8 hereinalter provided, no corrections, era-
sures, or interlineations may be made in the
body of written portions of the specification
or any other paper filed in the application for

patent. (See Rule121.) -
Correction of the following obvious errors

and omissions only may he made with pen by

Rev. 12, Ape, 1967
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8 thoExammerof the cise,iho' will then initial

, claims should be renumbered as required  the
The claims sho by Yo - the sheet margin and assume full responsibilitz

for the chan When correcting origi

ed papers, clean red ink must be used (not
I ’ 4 me or " ’: iy - J . L I
i 1. Misstelled » s
2. Disagree

3. Inconsistent “case” of a pronoun.

4. D%*rgement- between a reference charac-
ter as in the description and on the draw-
ing. The character may be corrected in the
description but, only when the Examiner is
certain of the &mpriety of the change,
_ 5. Entry of “now Patent No. _._." to iden-
tify a patent which has been
U.S. application referred to by
the ification,

6. Other obvious minor grammatical errors
such as misplaced or omitted commas, improper
parentheses, quotation marks, etc.

7. Obvious informalities in the application,
other than the ones noted above, or of purely
grammatical nature, :

The fact that spplicant is entitled under 85

US.C. 120 to an earlier U.S. effective filing
date is sometimes overlooked. To minimize
this possibility, the statement that, “This is a
division (continuation, continuation-in-part)
of Application Serial No. _._. yhiled o .____. ”
should appear as the first sentence after the ab-
stract exe sgt in the case of design applications
where it should appear as set fortﬁ in Sec.
1503.01. Any such statements a ggaring else-
where in the specification shoulff) relocated.
(The clerk indicates the change for vhe printer
in the appropriate margin and applicant is
notified of the change by an Examiner's
Amendment.)
_ Other obvious informalities in the applica-
tion may be corrected by the Examiner, but
such corrections must be in the form of an
amendment, approved and signed by the Pri-
mary Examiner, placed in the file, and made
a part of the record. A copy of the amend-
ment is sent to the applicant. The changes
sFeciﬁed in the amendment are entered by the
clerk in the regular way.

The amendment or cancellation of claims by
Examiner’s Amendment is permitted when
passing an application to issue where these
changes have been authorized by applicant (or
his representative) in a telephone or personal
interview, The Examiner’s Amendment should
include a statement indieating that the changes
were authorized, the date and type (personal
or telephone) of interview, and with whom it
was had.

A change in the abstract may be made by

Zxaminer’s Amendment.
-

anted on a
rial No. in




 Where a reference to the parent application
in an otherwise allowable Kule 147 divisional
- case or streamlined continuation case has in-
advertently been omitted by the applicant, the
Examiner should insert the required reference
by Examiner’s Amendment (see 201.11),

No other changes may be made by any per-
son in any record of this office without the
written approval of the Commissioner of
Patents.

References cited as being of interest by ex-
aminers when passing an application to issue
will not be supplied to icant. The refer-

222.1

1302.04

ences will be cited as ususl on form PO-892, a
copy of which will be attached to Examiner's
Amendment form POL~3T.

Where an application is ready for issue ex-
cept for a slight defect in the drawing not
involving change in structure, the Ezaminer
will note in pencil on the drawing the addition
or alteration to be made. He will also prepare
an Examiner's Amendment irdicating the
changes made and send the drawing to the
Draftsman for the required correction.

See also 608.02(w).
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