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!701 Enminers Not To ExprwsOpinion ou Va-

Congress, in 35 USC 282, has endowed every
‘patent granted by the Patent and Trademark Office
with a presumption of validity. Public policy demands
that every employee of the Patent and Trademark
. Office refuse 10 express {0 any person any opinion or
view as to the invalidity of any United States Patent
except in the course of examining a reissue or reexam-
ination application. The question of validity or inva-
hdnty is exclusively a matter for the courts to deter-
mine. Each member of the examining corps is cau-
tioned to be especially wary of any inquiry from any
person outside the Patent and Trademark Office (in-
cluding any ,employee of another government
agency), the answer to which might indicate that a
particular patent should not have been issued.

Further, when a field of search for an invention is
requested, Patent and Trademark Office employees
should routinely inquire whether the invention has
been patented in the United States.

Examiners are especially cautioned against answer-
ing inquiries from any person outside the Patent and
Trademark Office as to whether or not a certain ref-
erence was considered and whether or not a claim
would have been allowed over that reference. This
applies to anything in the patented file, including the
extent of the field of search and any entry relating
thereto. The record of a patented file must speak for
itself. Practitioners can be of material assistance in this
regard by refraining from making such inquiries of
members of the examining corps. Answers to inquiries
of this nature must of necegsity be refused, and such
refusal should be considered neither discourteous nor
an expression of opinion as to validity. Searches sug-
gested to members of the public who conduct validity
searches might well serve as a basis for concluding
that the examiner who examined the application
during its prosecution overlcoked a pertinent area of
prior art during his or her search. This might adverse-
ly affect the presumption of validity.

The examiner who offers suggestions as to fields of
search might well find himself or herself in a position
where the offer to hielp might lead to statements made
by the examiner which adversely reflect on the patent
itself. These statements, while not part of the Patent
and Trademark Office written record, may result in
the examiner being sought for testimony in connec-
tion with litigation resuiting from the issuance of that
patent. While § 1701.01 points out that the testimony
of examiners can be taken by deposition in appropri-
ate situations, the circumstances noted are not appro-
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. pomted out abovc, the determmatlon of valwhty of a

United States patent is strictly a mattet for determma-
tion by compctent judwxal authority.. - :

1701.01 Examiners Not To Testify as Patent Ex-
perts

Inasmuch as pnb}ic policy does not permit examin-
ers to decide, as judges in the Patent and Trademark
Office, questions upon which they have been retained
to give opinions es expert witnesses in patent cases in
the courts, every examiner who shall ‘testify as an
expert in-a patent case pending in any court will be
dismissed, unless he or she shall have so testified in-
voluntarily, upon compulsxon by competent Jjudicial
authority, and without retainer or preparation.

Whenever an examiner is asked or subpoenaed to
testify in a suit comcerning a patent, trademark regis-
tration, or application for either, the examiner is di-
rected to report that fact immediately to the Solicitor.
Where the suit invelves a patent or an application for
a patent, the examiner must also promptly notify the
Office of the Deputy Assistant Commissioner for Pat-
ents.

Also, examiners are reminded that, in view of the
long established policy of the Patent and Trademark
Office to refuse to permit members of the staff of the
Patent and Trademark Office to testify in patent suits,
they should, before allowing an application, determine
that the written record is accurate and complete.

Patent examiners are forbidden to testify as patent
experts or to express opinions, in testimony or other-
wise, as to the invalidity of any issued patent. Patent
examiners have, in connection with litigation involv-
ing patent validity, been called to testify on factual
matters. In those cases, the practice had been to
permit the examiner to testify only upon the issuance
of a subpoena. .

However, under current pratice, patent examiners
are permitted to testify on deposition in patent suits,
without the need for a subpoena, provided the follow-
ing conditions are satisfied:

(1) The party proposing to take the testimony
will state in writing, that the questions to be asked
of the examiner will be phrased to comply with the
permissible scope of inquiry as outlined in the pro-
tective orders contained in the Court opinions in In
re Mayewsky, 162 USPQ 86, 89, and Shaffer Tool
}‘gtl)rks v. Joy Manufacturing Co., 167 USPQ 170,






of. abandoned, notice of allowance,' copws of docu-
ments cited during examination, a copy of the last

office action and, when necessary, any earlier actions
which may be included by reference in the last action.
The Philippines Office will then make their own com-
plete office action based upon the claims as amended
with U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, perfonnmg
whatever checks desired and search for copending in-
terfering applications. Alternatively, the Philippines
may request applicant to show cause why the results
of the U.S. examination should not be accepted in the
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ce'such references are map— ‘

Where the appllcatxon ongmatw in’ the thppmgs
Patent Office and is subsequently filed in the U.S.
Patent aud Trademark Office, a similar procedure as
outlined above, consonant with U.S. Law, will be fal-
fowed.

It is believed that this program will facilitate the
handling of U.S. origin apphcatlors filed in the Re-
public of the Phthppmes resulting in a savings in time
and expense of prosecution to U.S. applicants.
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