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Appeal No. 93-2012 BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS CLM

. UﬂfTED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK QFFICE

BEFORE. THE ‘BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS
AND INTERFERENCES

Ex parte J. Carl Cooper

: Request filed August 13, 1990, Contreol No. 90/002,107
by JVC Corporation, for the Reexamination of Patent No. 4,305,091
issued to Cooper on October 8, 1985, based on application Serial
No. 06/030,288 filed April 16, 1979; which is a continuation-in-
part of Serial No. 05/763,904 filed January 31, 1977, abandoned.
Electronics Noise Reducing Apparatus and Method.

Charles R. Rust et al. for appellant.

Primary Examiner - John Shepperd.

Before Craig, Lynch and Stewart, Examiners-in-Chief.
Stewart, Examiner-in-Chief.
REMAND TO THE EXAMTNER
‘On March 11, 1993, the examiner of this reexamination
issued a supplemental eiaminer's answer. On April 9, 1993,
appellant filed a petition seeking to strike the supplemental
- examiner’s answer, On April--27, 1993, the case was remanded to —

the group for a decision on the petition. On June 17, 1993, the

Director denigd;appellantfs:petition and the file was forwarded
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to us for a decision. On August 16, 1993, appellant filed a
supplemental reply brief and a disclosure statement.
We are currently without the exaniner’s position

vis-a-v1s the most recently filed papers.

Accordingly, this case is remanded to the examiner for
action on the supplemental reply brief and disclosure statements
filed on August 16, 1993 (Paper Nos. 38 and 39, respectively).

This application, by virtue of its "special" status,
requires an immediate action, M.P.E.P. 708.01(d). It is
important that the Board be informed promptly of any action

affecting the appeal in this case.

er
Ex

. . }
} .
}
}

:;%omas E. Lynch } BOARD OF PATENT
}
}
}
H

Examiner-in-Chief APPEALS AND

4%7_]7 INTERFERENCES

¢ Dav1d L. Stewart
Examiner-in-Chief
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