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Total UPR and RCE Filings

FY 2002 — FY 2013 (through March 2)
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227,828 as of March 2, 2013.

FY 2013 Target based on FY 14 President’s Budget model (5% Projected Growth over FY 2012). Serialized filings in FY 2013 are projected to
grow 7.2% over FY 2012. RCE filings are projected to be down -0.8%, compared to FY 2012.

FY 2012 Results: 5.2% total UPR growth rate over FY 2011. Serialized filings grew 6% over FY 2011. RCE filings grew 3.3% over FY 2011. 2
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Unexamined Patent Application Backlog

JFY 2009 — FY 2013 (through March 8)
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596,295 Unexamined Applications as of March 8, 2013. \\—
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End of Fiscal Year 2012 backlog was 608,283.



Applications

228,367 Excess Unexamined Applications as of February 28, 2013.
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Excess and Optimal
Unexamined Patent Application Inventory
FY 2009 — FY 2013 (through February)
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RCE Backlog
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End of Fiscal Year RCE backlog was 95,200.



Irst Action Pendency and Total Pendency

Y 2009 — FY 2013 (through February)
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Total Pendency as of February 28, 2013: 31.2 months.

First Action Pendency as of February 28, 2013: 19.2 months. .
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Average Total Pendency FY 2012 Target: 34.7 months. Actual result: 32.4 months.
Average First Action Pendency FY 2012 Target: 22.5 months. Actual result: 21.9 months.
FY 2013 Targets:

————— Average First Action Pendency: 18.0 months.

————— Average Total Pendency: 30.1 Months.



Months

Forward Looking First Action Pendency

FY 2009 — FY 2013 (through February)
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Forward Looking First Action Pendency as of February 28, 2013: 15.4 months
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Forward Looking Pendency represents an estimate of the average number of months it would take to complete a first
Office action under current and projected workload and resource levels for an application filed at the given date.
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Interview
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12 Month Rolling Average Allowance Rate as of February 23, 2013: 52.0%
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FY 2009 — FY 2013 (through February 23)
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FY 2009 — FY 2013 (through February 23)

Actions Per Disposal 2.52 as of February 23, 2013.
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12-Month Rolling Average UPR Examiner Attrition Rate

Less Transfers and Retirees and Overall Attrition Rate
FY 2001 — FY2013 (through February)

UPR Attrition Rate Less Transfers and Retirees

A —

o y 4 /\'\ \

- N\
AN

‘__——-v
\ »~ Ss

\/_‘ - d o =5 >

f 1

Attrition Rate Less Transfers and Retirees: 2.94% as of February FY 13. ~ s

- -
o -

Overall Attrition Rate: 3.79% as of February FY 13.
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il Attrition Rate Less Transfers and Retirees =t Overall Attrition Rate

Attrition Rate Used in current Working Level model: 4%
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~-_’l The oval represents when monthly data begins.
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Petitions

Received
FY 11
FY 12 390 302 285

October November December

Track One Statistics

(through March 8, 2013)

January  February March  April May  June  July

292 371 442 457 516 436 470

FY 13 505 512 516 503 469 34
% of Decided
Percent of Pefitions Average Days fo ho “eu :
e » iy Pefitions
From Small Entities Pefition Decision
Granted
44% 487 94%
A Average
Average Days D ver:ge Days From
First Actions  from Petifion  Final Number of  Number of uys“rom Petition
, - Issues Petifion
Completed ~ Grantto First Rejections Abandonments Allowances Grant fo
o Grant to .
Office action Final
Allowance
Disposition
5772 56 1,896 1,510 64 1957 137 169

First Patent Issued on January 10,

2012 from a September 30, 2011 Prioritized Examination filing

August September

o7

855
559

Total

855
5,037
2,599
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Quality Composite

Patent Quality Composite Metrics

Final Disposition In-Process FAOM Search |Complete FAOM [Quality Index |External Quality | Internal Quality
Reporting |Compliance Rate |Compliance Rate Review Review Reporting Survey Survey Quality Composite
Period - Weight 20% -Weight 15% -Weight 10% -Weight 10% - Weight 20% - Weight 15% - Weight 10% Score
FY13-Feb € 96.4% > C_95.6%9 C_97.1%) C_90.8% D € 89.8% O C 52 C 94 ¢ 68.6 )
FY13-Jan 96.6% 95.6% 97.1% 91.0% 89.8% 5.2 9.4 70.6
Fy13a1 96.6% 95.9% 96.9% 91.2% 89.8% 52 9.4 72.0
FY13-Mav 96.6% 95.9% 97 2% 91.2% 89.8% 52 9.4 724
FY13-0Oct 96.6% 95 9% 97 2% 91.2% 89.8% 52 9.4 724
Fy12Q4 96.6% 95.9% 897.2% 91.2% §9.8% 52 94 724
FY12-Aug 96.5% 96.0% 97.0% 91.1% 89.7% 50 51 b6.3
FY¥12-Jul 96.6% 96.2% 96.5% 90.9% 90.1% 5.0 51 66.4
FY12-023 96.6% 96.1% 96.6% 90.8% 90.1% 50 51 661
FY12-May 96.6% 96.1% 96.4% 90.7% 89 6% 50 51 653.8
Fy12-Apr 96.7% 96.2% 96.9% 91.4% §9.6% 5.0 51 65.8
FY120Q2 96.3% 96.0% 97.0% 91.5% 89.6% 50 51 65.5
Fyv12-Feb 96.2% 96.0% 95.6% 90.9% 89.5% 3.0 51 49.3
FY12-Jan 95.9% 96.3% 95 6% 91.0% 89 5% 3.0 4.3 439
FY12Q1 95 4% 95 2% 95 6% 91.0% 89 5% 3.0 4.3 352
Fy11Q4 95.4% 95.2% 94.6% 90.9% 89.5% 3.0 4.3 30.7
FY11Q3 95 4% 94 7% 93.4% 90.0% 89.1% 27 4.2 26.4
Fy11@2 95.3% 94.8% < 90.89) C 89.79%) 88.9% 2.7 C 42y C 255
FY11Q1 96.2% 94.9% ML A 88.9% 3.6 Ml
FY 1004 96.3% 94 9% MiA HA 89 3% 3.6 MiA MiA
Fy10Q3 96.0% 94.6% i /A 89.5% 1.8 MiA MiA
FY 1002 95.7% 94.4% MiA LI 89.1% 1.8 WA, M
Fy 1021 94.5% 94.1% i NiA 87.9% 1.2 A A
FY09Q4 94.4% 93.6% M I 85.9% 1.2 M M
FY09Q3 24 1% 94 1% MiA HA %o 1.1 MiA MiA
FYD9Q2 C_93.3%D 93,0% MiA Nis, C_B834%) C 11 NiA M
Fy09a1 94 0% C934% ) MiA NiA 83.5% 1.3 e NI

FY 2011 was baseline year.
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