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From In re Costello, 178 USEQ 290,92:

MThere is no justification for simply S
ignoring appellant's allegations of =
unexpected results.* :

From Ex parte Johnson, 40 USPQ 576:

~The examiner makes no showing ...
[that applicant's statement is in-
correct] and this tribunal is not so
expert in the art as to disagree with
applicant's sworn deéscéription and
" agree with the examiner without cause.*

T " From In re Andrews, 168 USPQ 360,66:

”ﬁe cannot take judicial notlce of

... the impossibility of what appeéllant
- asserts ... . Accordingly, we reverse

the rejection which, in our view, -

ignored the thrust ofiﬂppellant s appll-

cation in this regard.

From Ex parte Ilgen and Michl, 172 USPQ 316,17:

*As the main opinion notes, appellant's
specification asserts an improved re-
sult ... . The examiner erred in fail-
'ing to show cause for not giving effect
to thls assertlon
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PARTS, FORM, AND CONTENT OF APPLICATION 608.02 ?
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' 608.02(a) . MANUAL OF PATENT EXAMINING PROCEDURE
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608.02(a) New Drawing — When Re-

ings in utility and plant apph'cétions filed on or aft
November 29, 2000, other than continued prosecutio

—placement_is. Required_Before

applications (CPAS), will be teviewed by the-Office-0
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See MPEP § 608.02 for the procedure to follow
when drawings have not been filed, but a drawing will

‘aid in the understanding of the invention. See MPEP

§ 601.01(f) for the procedure to follow when applica- -
tions appear to be missing sheets of drawings. Draw-

August 2001 600-96

Initial Patent Examination (OIPEY for complhiafices
with certain requirements of 37 CFR 1.84. OIPE will §
send a Notice to File Corrected Application Papers if}
the drawings are not acceptable for purposes of publi-
cation. The notice will give applicant a time period 0f §
2 months from the mailing date of the notice to file §-
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