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Erickson
finality

Further, your instructions on distinguishing the
patent are important. We would remind you that the
of the Examiner's rejection precludes amending the
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Norman J. Latker

Sincerely,

.1
claims as a matter of right in any response filed. (The Examin~r
can refuse their entry as raising new issues.) !

I
If you wish to proceed, we recommend pursuing option ~)

above. as the same work involved .in pursuing a response would !
have to be undertaken to produce a preliminary amendment to i
accompany a continuation application under option 2) above. I

!
A shortened statutory period for response has been se~

to expire in three months, i.e. the last day of the term will ~e

April 24. 1992, unless the term is extended upon petition and f
payment of an appropriate late fee. As is usual in the case o~

final rejections, we recommend that if you wish to proceed to I
file a response for purposes of appeal, the response should be i
filed within only two months, namely by March 24. 1992. In order­
to give us sufficient time to prepare and file a response, we I
would appreciate receiving your instructions by I

I
March 10. 1992. I

I
We are enclosing a copy of the Erickson patent to I

facilitate your review. !
I

Also enclosed is our debit memorandum for services. I
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