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What is the Patent Trial and Appeal Board?

UNITED STATES

ex parte appeals,
AIA proceedings, other

PATENTS

examine patent applications
and grant patents

TTAB*

ex parte appeals, inter

partes proceedings

TRADEMARKS

examine and
register trademarks

)

*Trademark Trial and Appeal Board (TTAB)



Today’s agenda

Interview with PTAB Inventor
NaThanya

Ferguson

Q&aA

case file cards

*Information not intended as legal advice



Question/comment submission

To send In questions or comments about the
presentation, please email:

— PTABInventorHour@uspto.gov



mailto:PTABInventorHour@uspto.gov

Cynthia Hardman, Administrative Patent Judge

An interview with NaThanya Ferguson,
Office of Innovation Outreach




NaThanya Ferguson
Office of Innovation Outreach




Empowering Women’s Entrepreneurship (WE)

L WOMEN

ENTREPRENEURS

https://www.uspto.gov/initiatives/we



https://www.uspto.gov/initiatives/we




Question/comment submission

To send In questions or comments about the
presentation, please email:

— PTABInventorHour@uspto.gov



mailto:PTABInventorHour@uspto.gov
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Appeal brief tool

* Need help in preparing an appeal brief? Check out the appeal
brief tool

— www.uspto.gov/patents/patent-trial-and-appeal-
board/resources/preparing-ex-parte-appeal-brief

 Tool walks through the required sections of an appeal brief,
gives instructions on what information should be presented in
each section, and provides examples

* |nstructional video also available
e Freel


http://www.uspto.gov/patents/patent-trial-and-appeal-board/resources/preparing-ex-parte-appeal-brief

Ryan H. Flax, Lead Administrative Patent Judge

—= ) PTAB case file
~ ) Ex parte Damir, Appeal No. 2022-004469



U.S. application 15/982,911 (appeal No. 2022-004469)
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U.S. application 15/982,911 (appeal No. 2022-004469)

Foldover mitten cuff

Allowed range
of motion

Pressure to the
midsection

Reducing/suppressing movements
associated with moro reflex
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Examiner’s final rejection
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UNITED STATES PATENT AN Stalus T Bl

1) Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10/28/2020.
[J A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filed on

N M 2a)[¥ This action is FINAL. 2b) [] This action is non-final.
TowE aRARARIONES, LS 3)] An election was made by the applicant in response to a restriction requirement set forth during the interview
T on ; the restriction requirement and election have been incorporated into this action.

4)[J Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is
closed in accordance with the practice under £x parte Quayte, 1935 C.D. 11,453 O.G. 213.

Please find below and/or attached an Offi¢
The time period orreply. ifany. s s inhe| D) ISP 0Sition of Claims*

Note o the Office ommrication s 5) Claim(s) 1,4,6 and 8-22 is/are pending in the application.
oo sty ooy 5a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration.
6) (] Claim(s) is/are allowed.
7) Claim(s) 1,4,6 and 8-22 is/are rejected.
8) [0 Claim(s) ____is/are objected to.
9) (O Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement

* If any claims have been determined allowablg, you may be eligible to benefit from the Patent Prosecution Highway program at a
participating intellectual property office for the corresponding application. For more information, please see
http//www.uspto.gov/patents/init events/pph/index.jsp or send an inquiry to PPHfeedback@uspto.gov.

T

i i, SV
. e T L \\_, ———

et At s " el

- -
FTOL90A (Rev. 0407) Nt n . B

— —



17

Examiner’s final rejection

701 FIFTH AVENUE
SUITE 4800
SEATTLE, WA 98104

Please find below and/or attached anQ

The time period for reply, if any, is set if

Notice of the Office o
following e-mail address

ation wi

docketing-patent@lowe gr
patenudocketing @lowe,

PTOL.S0A (Rev. 0407)

Claim(s) 8 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112(a) or 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AlA), first
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s)
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor or a joint inventor,

or for pre-AlA the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of

the claimed invention.
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Examiner’s final rejection

% UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

2915 759 1124000
LOWE GRAHAM JONES, PLLC

701 FIFTH AVENUE

SUITE 4800

SEATTLE, WA 98104

Please find below and/or attached an
The time period for reply, if any, is set
Notice of the Office communication

following ¢-mail address(es):

docketing-patent@lowe grahamjones com
patentdocketing @lowe grahamjones.com

PTOLS0A (Rev. 0407)

\""*“"“""s.-_-_-vvww""‘_

Claim(s) 8 is/are rejeg S.C. S.C. 112 (pre-AlA), first

or for pre-AlA the inventor d, had possession of

the claimed invention.
— T _ mm—

e -
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Examiner’s final rejection

sssss %0 124000
LOWE GRAHAM JONES, PLLC

701 FIFTH AVENUE

SUITE 4800

SEATTLE, WA 98104

Please find below and/or attached an Offie
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the

Notice of the Offi
following ¢-mail

docketing-patent@lowe,
patentdocketing @lowe grahamjones.com

PTOL.S0A (Rev. 0407)

UNITEDSTATESDEPARTMENT OF COMMIRCE

Usital States Patent s Trademark Office

Adkca. COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
R

-

Claims 16-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112(b) or 35 U.S.C. 112 (pre-AlA),

second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly

_.. claim the subject matter which the inventor or a joint inventor, or for pre-AlA the

applicant regards as the invention.
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Examiner’s final rejection

FER UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Z &s\g\ NITED S TATERDEPAKTMENT OF COMMIRCE
6‘ _'* Unitad States Patent am Trademmark Office
53 ey D —

Please find below and/or attached an O!
The time period for reply, if any, is set in

Notice of the Office communication was.
following ¢-mail address(es):

docketing-patent@lowe grahamjones com
patentdocketing @lowe grahamjones.com

applicant regards as the

- e ——

e, PR

——
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Examiner’s final rejection

Claims 1,4,6,8-11, 15- 22 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being

unpatentable over Krawchuk (U.S. 20110180079) in view of Wollschlaeger (U.S.

20170311663).
— e ——
T Claims 12 and 13 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being unpatentable
S over Krawchuk (U.S. 20110180079) in view of Wollschlaeger (U.S. 20170311663) and

further in view of Krawchuk (U.S. 20150000036).

Claim 14 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being unpatentable over

Krawchuk (U.S. 20110180079) in view of Wollschlaeger (U.S. 20170311663) and

_ further in view of Blacker (U.S. 20160113331).
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Examiner’s asserted prior art

Krawchuk (1) Krawchuk (2) Wollschlaeger
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Appellant’'s appeal arguments

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AN| I I[ . _~ARG Uh’lENT

Applicant : SwaddleDesigns, LLC

Application No. 15/982911

Filed May 17, 2018

For SWADDLING DEVICE A. Claims 1, 4, 6, and 8-22 Are Not Obvious Over Krawchuk in view of
Examiner E
sui 8 Wollschlaeger under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a).

ocket No. H

Date _ ISS—

Mail Stop Appeal Brief - Patents . [

Commissioner for Patents

P.O.Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

APPELLANTS’ BR . - -

Commissioner for Patents:

s et s in fnhermnce of e o~ OTA T 1O @rrive at this combination, the Examiner makes several assumptions that are not borne
2021. The fees required under Section 1.17(b), and any|
fling his brief and fees herefore areaddesed imhest o1t by a proper reading of the references, including that the sleeve length (essentially doesn’t

1 REAL PARTY IN INTEREST

swadeDesns LLC s heresl aryin — atter — that “the sleeve portions would not operate differently having a length with the claimed

1L SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATE

e pesent Us. applicsion seri N range.” (Final Office Action, p. 10-11.) This conclusion is necessitated by the position taken by

application” includes 2 sets of claims: i) independent el

w21 @ dependemclam Jomais sepenien®  the Examiner, because she must (and does) first admit that the combination “is silent to the sleeve

According to 37 CFR 41.37(c)(1)iii), A

nation of the subject matter defined in each of the ind . . = . . !
which shal refer o the speciication in e Record by POTIONS €ach having a sleeve length of between 3 and 4 inches.” Therefore, in order to find the

number, and to the drawing, if any, by reference charact(




Appellant’'s appeal arguments

PATENT
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
Applicant : SwaddleDesigns, LLC
Application No. 15/982911
Filed May 17,2018
For SWADDLING '™
Exar
Artl . 5 .
Dl As discussed further below, Appellant through its Supplemental Declaration of
Date
Commiskones or P Lynette Damir, who is one skilled in the art, a co-inventor, and intimately familiar with the issues

P.O.Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

wm  being addressed at the time of Krawchuk’s filing, disagrees in whole with the Examiner’s naked

Commissioner for Patents:
misbierinn nermce| —— ASSETtIONS Which are not supported by a skilled person’s review of the text and figures of the

2021. The fees required under Section 1.19

fling tistrictand s hereere we0dd® references.  Accordingly, when Ms. Damir’s presented evidence and opinions are properly

1 REAL PARTY IN INTEREST

swacsesuics®t considered as they should be against any supposed evidence presented by the Examiner, the

1L SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUB

The present US. Applicat - v aminer’s ultimate conclusion of obviousness should be overturned.

application” includes 2 sets of claims: i) in
and 21-22; (ii) independent claim 16 and itS.«p. s,

According to 37 CFR 41.37(c)(1)Xiii), Appel‘lam must pre, .. . ~oexpla-
nation of the subject matter defined in each of the independent claims involved in the appeal,
which shall refer to the specification in the Record by page and line number or by paragraph
number, and to the drawing, if any, by reference characters. For each rejected independent claim,
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Appellant’s appeal evidence

Applicq
Applicq
Filed

Mail §
Commi
P.O. B{
Alexan

2021.
filing t}

1

applica
and 21

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Applicant SwaddleDesigns, LLC
Application No. 159
Filed May
Title SW4
SUPPLEMI

1, Lynette Damir, residig
1. 1 am the founde
Patent Application No. 15/982.¢

2 Prior to foundin

SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION OF LYNETTE DAMIR

UNDER 37 CFR 1.132

I, Lynette Damir, residing at 6247 38" Ave NE, Seattle, WA 98115 declare as follows.

hosptal and F vasthe motherd Ile I am the founder for SwaddleDesigns, LLC, the assignee and applicant of U.S.

years, T have been focused on

ey e mitns <2 Patent Application No. 15/982,911 (“Subject Application™).

babies. In addition, I have sha
Academy of Pediatrics (AAP) swwe rass...
related to safe sleep

3 As the CEO of a baby product company, 1 study and strive to understand what new
parents struggle with, what new parents use, and what new parents do when trying to get their baby
to sleep, and I analyze other available products and their relative merits and shortcomings. My
experience, my education, and my position as a baby product company CEO, provided me with
the context, opportunity, and insight to design an innovative solution to address a long-standing
problem of supporting babies during a transitional phase between full swaddling and no swaddling.

This itional phrase presents ing needs of needing to be swaddled to partially suppress

reflexes that startle sleeping babies to awaken yet allow sufficient movement to prevent

suffocation

a1-
SWAD-1-1010SuppRule132Dec
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Appellant’s appeal evidence

Applici
Applict
Filed

Mail S
Comm|
P.O. Bq
Alexan

Commj

2021.
filing t}

applica
and 21

Applicant -
Application No. 15
Filed M
Title S

1, Lynette Damir, resii

1. 1 am the foun
Patent Application No. 15/98!

2. Prior to foun:
hospital and I was the mother.
years, I have been focused or
sleeping sacks and have cond
babies. In addition, I have sh;
Academy of Pediatrics (AAP)
related to safe sleep.

3 As the CEO of
parents struggle with, what new
to sleep, and I analyze other

experience, my education, and

the context, opportunity, and
problem of supporting babies
This transitional phrase pre

reflexes that startle sieepin,

suffocation

_ﬁwﬁ-“fﬂﬁﬁbfj“\ﬂ"

/_v"”\\w 'V'fd

22 Further, the third embodiment described in Figures SA and SB of Krawchuk and
paragraphs [0097]-[0100] also doesn't allow the baby to reposition its head to access air by using
the baby ‘s arms to lift its torso, as claimed in the Subject Application (or to “push off the mattress™
as stated in para [0082] of Krawchuk) The Office Action states that the wings of this embodiment
“allow the wearer to move their arms from the position of fig SA to a position in front of the

wearer's face, thereby providing enough mobility 1o enable use of the baby's arms to lift its torso ™
* k* *

position relative to the face and accessible to the mouth™ in paragraph [0100] In addition, Figures
SA and 5B still show that the wings are much shorter than the 3-4 inches of my claimed swaddling
device | can tell this because the ends of the wings 140 would end up at the mouth level of the
baby’s face given their positions relative to the neck.  The tension pouches would then hold the
baby 's arms so that the baby could not extend its arms to lift its torso and upper body to reposition
its head to access air when prone. Also, even if the baby's elbows were further away from the
baby s sides. then tension on the hands would not allow the baby to get sufficient range of motion

and leverage to lift its torso PR

'...' -ty ‘.fw 'J

. -l
R ——

™
Sinng,, o’

T ——— T

.
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Appellant’s appeal evidence

Applicq
Applicq
Filed

Mail §
Commi
P.O. B{
Alexan

Commi

2021.
filing t}

1

applica
and 21

Applican
Applicati
Filed
Title

I
1
Patent A/
2
hospital |
years, B/
sleeping
babies.
Academy
related 1
3
parents s
to sleep,

experien|

the context, opportunity, and insight to design an innovative solution to address‘a-fong-standing

problem of supporting babies during a transitional phase between full swaddling and no swaddling.

This

ional phrase presents ing needs of needing to be swaddled to partially suppress

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

.

24.  Contrary to any assertions otherwise, 1 chose the length of these sleeves after
extensive experimentation to allow just enough range of motion to allow a baby to use its arms to
laft its torso to reposition its head, but short enough to keep the baby’s arms in a somewhat flexed
position close to the baby’s body so that self-soothing was still possible. If the sleeves were too
long, the baby had too much movement. For several months prior to my final design (during

2016-2017), 1 tested different sleeve lengths to amrive at an optimal range of 3 to 4 inches.

. swvation; and myprposiooias @, e I

reflexes that startle sleeping babies to awaken yet allow sufficient movement to prevent

suffocation

1.
SWAD-1-1010SuppRule1 32Dec
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L The Examiner Has Failed to Meet Her Burden to Establish a Prima
Facie case of Obviousness of Claims 1, 4, 6, and 8-22 Sufficient to Shift the Burden to

u  Appellant to Present Evidence of Non-Obviousness.

— e —

2 Appellant’s Supplemental Declaration Provides Sufficient Rebuttal

mmenrEesaS - Fyidence that Claims 1, 4, 6, and 8-22 Are Not Obvious Over Krawchuk in view of

Applicant : SwaddleDesign
Application No. 15/982911

Filed w208 Wollschlaeger.
For SWADDLING s s =
Examig =
Art Unj . . R - .
et 3. The Alleged Combination of Krawchuk with Wollschlaeger is Based
Date
CommisionertorPuens Upon Impermissible Hindsight.
P.O.Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 [ - =

APPELLANIS' poT== o

Commissioner for Patents:

Thi bref i in frthermnce o the B 4. Dependent Claims 4, 6, and 8-15 and 17-22 Also Are Not Obvious Over

2021. The fees required under Section 1.17(b), and {

filing this brief and fees therefore, are addressed inth I{r({w cku k in vierw gf WO {lsch h«wger-

1 REAL PARTY IN INTEREST ©

SwaddleDesigns, LLC is = =
I SUMMARY OF CLAIMED §| B
The present U.S. Appli "

application” includes 2 sets of claims: i 0y - .
and 21-22; (ii) independent claim 16 and 35 L’I- .S. (» g I 03({1)-

According to 37 CFR 4]

Claim 8 Is Not Obvious Over Krawchuk in view of Wollschlaueger under

nation of the subject matter defined in each of the independent claims involved in the appeal, [ - I— — I S T ———— e
which shall refer to the specification in the Re =
number, and to the drawing, if any, by refere: v . . - . .
ot dmhe fim by C. Claims 12-13 Are Not Obvious Over Krawchuk in view of Wollschlaeger
and further in view of Krawchuk ’036 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a).
| .
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PTAB's decision

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRAD™

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL Al

Ex parte LYNETTI;DAMIR and DECI SION ON APPEAL

Appeal 2022-004
Application 15/98%
Technology Center

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
SRADLEY 5 BATAT e Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 134(a), Appellant! appeals from the

BAYAT, Administrative Patent Judge.

sesovon EXaminer’s decision to reject claims 1, 4, 6, and 8-22, which constitute all

STATEMENT OF TH

ramossusc s apal  PENAING claims on appeal. See Final Act. 1. We have jurisdiction under

Examiner’s decision to reject claims 1, 4, 6,2

zzn[(ji;g.;cc.l:i:z);).n appeal. See Final Act. 1. ¥ 3 5 USC § 6(b)
We REVERSE.

We REVERSE.

! “Appellant” refers to “applicant” as defined in 37 C.F.R. § 1.42. Appellant
identifies the real party in interest as “SwaddleDesigns, LLC.” Appeal Br. 1.




30

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK O
BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL AND APPEAL BC

Ex parte LYNETTE DAMIR and JEFFREY DAN

Appeal 2022-004469
Application 15/982,911
Technology Center 3700

Before BIBHU R. MOHANTY, BRUCE T. WIEDER, and
BRADLEY B. BAYAT, Administrative Patent Judges.

BAYAT, Administrative Patent Judge.

DECISION ON APPEAL

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 134(a), Appellant' appeals fror
Examiner’s decision to reject claims 1, 4, 6, and 8-22, which
pending claims on appeal. See Final Act. 1. We have jurisdict
35US.C. § 6(b).
We REVERSE.

! “Appellant” refers to “applicant” as defined in 37 CFR. § 1
identifies the real party in interest as “SwaddleDesigns, LLC.

e’ "y N — oy

The Examiner’s conclusion that it would have been ol;QiOLls “to
have a sleeve length of between 3 and 4 inches™ is based solely on the
general legal principle espoused in the Gardner case, namely, that
recitation of a relative dimension does not patentably distinguish over
the prior art where the claimed dimension would not perform
differently than the prior art device. Final Act. 11 (citing Gardner,
supra). However, there is no evidence in the record before us by
which we can reliably determine that a sleeve length in the claimed
range would not result in a performance difference. In contrast with
the Examiner’s unsupported statement that “[t]he sleeve portions
would not operate differently having a length within the claimed
range” (Final Act. 11; Ans. 4), the record includes declaratory
evidence that the claimed invention yields improved operational
properties not present in the cited prior art (Appeal Br. 9-10 (citing
Supp. Decl. 9 22, 24-29)). On this record, we cannot agree that a

preponderance of the evidence weighs in favor of the Examiner’s

= conclusion of obviousness.
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PTAB's decision

UNITED STATES PATENT AND Tl

BEFORE THE PATENT TRIAL Al

Ex parte LYNETTE DAMIR and

Appeal 2022-004
Application 15/98%
Technology Center

Before BIBHU R. MOHANTY, BRUCE T. }
BRADLEY B. BAYAT, Administrative Pate|

BAYAT, Administrative Patent Judge.

DECISION ON AP

STATEMENT OF TH
Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 134(a), Appell
Examiner’s decision to reject claims 1, 4, 6,2
pending claims on appeal. See Final Act. 1. M
35US.C. § 6(b).
We REVERSE.

We also are persuaded by Appellant’s argument that the Examiner’s
additional rationale, namely, that “the sleeve portions of the
Krawchuk/Wollschlaeger combined reference to each have a sleeve length
of between 3 and 4 inches in order to optimize the length to suit the wearer’s
proportions” (Final Act. 12; Ans. 4) is unfounded because the Examiner has
not established that “the length of sleeves (as a claimed variable)™ as
claimed was recognized in the prior art to be a result effective variable.
Appeal Br. 14. Rather, as discussed, the Examiner found that the cited

references are silent as to the length of the sleeve portions. See Final Act. 11.

! “Appellant” refers to “applicant” as defined s / Cih._ ’
identifies the real party in interest as “SwaddleDesigns, LLCiapp,
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Notice of allowance

UNITEDST AT ES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE.
United States Patent and Tr sfemark

Atdox COMMSSIONER FOR PATENTS
£0 B 1450
A Vg 20450
—_

NOTICE OF ALLOWANCE AND FEE(S) DUE

25318 790 o6y -
LOWE GRAHAM JONES, PLLC -

1325 Fourth Avenue

SUITE 1130

SEATTLE, WA 98101

3. The allowed claim(s) is/are 1,4,6 and 8-22 . As a result of the allowed claim(s), you may be eligible to benefit from the Patent
Prosecution Highway program at a participating intellectual property office for the corresponding application. For more information
, please see http://www.uspto.gov/patents/init_events/pph/index.jsp or send an inquiry to PPHfeedback@uspto.gov.

| o | st A N

192911 08/17/018 Lynette Damir

TITLEOF INVENTION: SWADDLING DEVICE

[ orsrr [ mwveans | swermo [rmcon o

woprowsimnal SMALL 480 000 000 Er osnaon

THE APPLICATION IDENTIFIED ABOVE HAS BEEN EXAMINED AND IS ALLOWED FOR ISSUANCE AS A PATENT.
PROSECUTION ON THE MERITS IS CLOSED. THIS NOTICE OF ALLOW ANCE IS NOT A GRANT OF PATENT RIGHTS.
THIS APPLICATION IS SUBJECT TO WITHDRAWAL FROM ISSUE AT THE INITIATIVE OF THE OFFICE OR UPON
PETITION BY THE APPLICANT. SEE 37 CFR 1.313 AND MPEP 1308.

THE ISSUE FEE AND PUBLICATION FEE (IF REQUIRED) MUST BE PAID W lT"lNT“RI!IL MQNTII§ I"DOM TIII! MAILIN(. -
DATE OF THIS NOTICE OR THIS APPLICATION SHALL BE REGARDED A

CANNOT Bl D. SEE 35 US.C. 151. THE ISSUE FEE DUE I""“"""“‘ -s

FOR ANY PREVIOUSLY PAID ISSUE FEE IN THIS APPLICATION.
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ompare: Filed vs issued claims

Claim 1 as-filed

1.A swaddfing device, comprising:
a one-piece sack that has a top section, a middle section, and a bottom section,
wherein the sack is configured to substantially enclose a baby, wherein the one-piece sack

includes:
a neck opening;

a first sleeve portion positioned on a first side of the neck opening; and

a second sleeve portion positioned on a second side of the neck opening,

wherein the first and second sleeve portions extend upwards in a Y-
shaped configuration with the distal ends above the shoulder line of the swaddling
device,

wherein each of the first and the second sleeve portion have a distal end
that is selectively openable by a caregiver, such that when the distal end is in an open
position, a hand of the baby is exposed, and when the distal end is in a closed position,
the hand of the baby is enclosed within the sleeve portion, and

wherein the one-piece sack partially restricts movement of the baby and
thereby suppresses the Moro Reflex, while also snugly enveloping the stomach of the
baby and thereby providing constant moderate pressure thereto.

» _hi e . o

Claim 1 as-allowed

4

1.-A- sv:'addli g device, comprising:

a one-piece sack that has a top section, a middle section,
and a bottom section, wherein the one-piece sack is
configured to substantially enclose a baby, wherein the
one-piece sack includes:

a neck opening;
a first sleeve portion positioned on a first side of the
neck opening; and
a second sleeve portion positioned on a second side of
the neck opening,
wherein the first and second sleeve portions each have
a proximal end beginning at a shoulder line of the
swaddling device and a distal end above the shoulder
line of the swaddling device, wherein the distance
between the distal ends is greater than the distance
between the proximal ends, wherein each of the first
and the second sleeve portion have a foldover mitten
cuff at the distal end that is selectively openable by
a caregiver, wherein each of the foldover mitten cuffs
is closed by turning cuff material over an opening at
the distal end and blocking use of the distal end
opening, wherein each of the foldover mitten cuffs is
opened by turning cuff material back on itself to
allow access to the exterior of the swaddling device
through the distal end of each of the first and second
sleeve portions, wherein each foldover mitten cuff is
at least 2.5 inches in length, measured along a
longitudinal axis of each of the first and second
sleeve portions, wherein each sleeve portion is con-
figured to:
expose a hand of the baby outside of the sleeve
portion when the foldover mitten cuff'is in an open
position; and
enclose the hand of the baby within the sleeve
portion when the foldover mitten cuff is in a
closed position,
wherein the sleeve portions each have a sleeve length
of between 3 and 4 inches and are configured to

partially restrict motion of arms of the baby when

hands of the baby are inside the sleeve portion with
the foldover mitten cuff in the closed position by
preventing the cuffs from opening in response to
force applied from hands or arms of the baby,
wherein the sleeve length is structured to enable a
range of motion of the baby’s arms upwards beyond
the ears of the baby, and wherein the length of the
sleeve portions in combination with the length of the
foldover mitten cuffs reduce suffocation risk when
the baby is in a prone position by still allowing a
range of motion of the baby’s arms sufficient to
enable use of the baby’s arms to lift its torso to
reposition its head to access air yet allow access to
the baby’s mouth to self-soothe, and

wherein the one-piece sack is configured to:

partially restrict movement of the baby and thereby
partially suppress the Moro Reflex; and

envelop the torso of the baby and thereby provide
pressure to the mid-section of the baby,

the one-piece sack thereby providing a transitional

swaddling device, that enables the baby to wear both
sleeves simultaneously in combination with one or
both open or closed foldover mitten cuffs to transi-
tion a baby out of swaddling yet still provide partial
suppression of the Moro Reflex.
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