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*1 The Director and David F. Gould (Respondent), being fully advised,
desire to settle this disciplinary matter w thout the need for serving
a conplaint, filing an answer, or a hearing before an Adm nistrative
Law Judge. The Director and Respondent therefore present tothe
Conmi ssi oner this agreed- upon FI NAL ORDER as settlement of the above-
identified disciplinary proceeding.

The Director has investigated possible violations of the Patent and
Trademark O fice (PTO Code of Professional Responsibility by
Respondent in connection with his conduct respecting suspension from
the practice of law for knowi ngly assisting a suspended attorney in the
practice of |aw.

The Director has presented the evidence to the Commttee on
Di scipline and the Comm ttee has found probable cause to bring charges
as set forth in the foll ow ng counts:

COUNT 1

Respondent, havi ng been suspended fromthe practice of |aw by the
Supreme Judicial Court of the State of Miine for, inter alia, know ngly
assi sting a suspended attorney in the unauthorized practice of |aw,
engaged i n professional m sconduct.

1.1 Respondent was charged in an | NFORMATI ON by the Board O
Overseers of the Bar of the State of Maine with violating certain Mine
Bar Rul es; further the | NFORMATION al |l eged, in essence that Respondent
knowi ngly assisted a suspended attorney in the unauthorized practice of
| aw and, by doi ng so, engaged in conduct prejudicial to the
adm ni stration of justice; and further, the information alleged that
with respect to the sane incident, Respondent handled a | egal matter
wi t hout adequat e preparation.

1.2 The Suprene Judicial Court for Maine, after a hearing, concluded
t hat Respondent engaged in the conduct as alleged and suspended
Respondent fromthe practice of lawin all courts of Maine for a period
of six (6) nonths.



1.3 Respondent had an affirmative duty to refrain from conduct for
whi ch he coul d be suspended on ethical grounds; further, Respondent did
not refrain from such conduct; and still further, said conduct reflects
on Respondent's fitness to practice before the PTO.

1.4 By being suspended fromthe practice of |aw by the Suprene
Judicial Court for Mine on ethical grounds, Respondent engaged in
conduct justifying suspension or exclusion under Part 10, Title 37,
Code of Federal Regulations, to wit: 37 CFR 10.23(a) and/or 37 CFR
10. 23(c)(5).

COUNT 2

By knowi ngly not advising the Director of his suspension fromthe
practice of lawin courts of the State of M ne, Respondent engaged in
prof essi onal m sconduct .

2.1 Paragraphs 1.1 through 1.3 of Count 1 are incorporated herein by
ref erence.

2.2 By virtue of his suspension fromthe practice of |aw by the
Suprenme Judicial Court for Miine, Respondent was no |onger a nenber in
good standi ng of the bar of Suprenme Judicial Court for Miine; and
further Respondent was precluded frombeing eligible to be registered
as a patent attorney under 37 CFR 10.6(a).

*2 2.3 Prior to his suspension, Respondent held hinmself out in the
Mai ne Bar Journal as being a "Registered Patent Attorney"; and further
subsequent to his suspension Respondent held hinself out in The Mi ne
Bar Journal as being a "Patent Engineer."”

2.4 Respondent failed and/or refused to advise the Director of the
O fice of Enrollnent and Discipline that he had been suspended fromthe
practice of |law by the Suprene Judicial Court for Miine; and further
Respondent knew or shoul d have known that he had failed and/or refused
to advise the Director of the sane.

2.5 Respondent, by holding hinmself out since in or about My, 1988 as
being a "Patent Engi neer"” knew or should have known that he was
precluded fromcontinuing to be registered as a patent attorney under
37 CFR 10.6(a); and further Respondent knew or should have known that
he failed and/or refused to advise the Director in witing of any
change precluding his continued registration as a patent attorney under
37 CFR 10.6(a).

2.6 Respondent had an affirmative duty to advise the Director in
writing of any change which woul d preclude continued registration as a
patent attorney under 37 CFR 10.6(a).

2.7 By knowingly failing and/or refusing to advise the Director in
writing of any change precluding continued registration as a patent
attorney under 37 CFR 10.6, Respondent did engage in professiona
m sconduct which justifies suspension or exclusion under Part 10, Title
37, Code of Federal Regulations, to wit: 37 CFR 10.23(c)(14).



SETTLEMENT

For purposes of settling this disciplinary matter w thout any
determination by the Adm nistrative Law Judge, and w thout a conplaint,
answer, or hearing, the Director and Respondent have agreed as foll ows:

1. Respondent acknow edges that he is aware that the Conmittee on
Di sci pline has determ ned, pursuant to 37 CFR 10.132(a), that there is
probabl e cause to bring charges agai nst Respondent as specified in
Counts 1 and 2, supra

2. Respondent further acknow edges that he is entitled:
(i) To be served a conplaint,
(ii) To file an answer to the conplaint, and
(iii) To have a hearing in this proceeding (37 CFR 10.132(a),
10. 132(b), 10.135, 10.136 and 10.144);
and that he hereby waives his rights to service of a conplaint,
file an answer, and a hearing in this matter.

3. Respondent freely and voluntarily admts that the facts in Count 1
and Count 2 are true, and freely and voluntarily enters a plea to Count
1 and Count 2 of nol o contendere.

4. Respondent acknow edges that he is not acting under duress or
coercion fromthe Patent and Trademark O fice, and that he is fully
aware to the inplications of approval and entry the FINAL ORDER. The
FI NAL ORDER wi || be made of record in Respondent's file together with
all information obtained in connection therewith, and will be
considered in dealing with any further conplaint or evidence of
m sconduct coming to the attention of the Ofice of Enrollnment and
Di sci pline.

*3 5. Respondent shall conply with all Disciplinary Rul es applicable
to attorneys and patent agents practicing before the Patent and
Trademark office.

6. Respondent, having foll owed the suspension inposed by the Suprene
Judicial Court of the State of Maine, and having been reinstated to
practice law by the duly constituted authorities of the State of Maine,
is no | onger under any known inpedinent to continue to practice law in
the State of Maine.

7. The Director and Respondent request that the Assistant Secretary
and Commi ssi oner of Patent and Trademark enter the FI NAL ORDER

8. The Director and Respondent shall bear their own costs.
9. Respondent shall be publicly reprimanded for his conduct as
specified in Counts 1 and 2. This public reprimand shall take place

upon the Conmi ssioner's approval and entry of the FINAL ORDER

10. The following notice will be published in Oficial Gazette:

PUBLI C REPRI MAND



David F. Gould of Bangor, Miine, whose registration nunber is
21,029, has been publicly reprimnded. This action is taken under the
provisions of 35 U S.C. 32, and 37 CFR 10. 130 and 10.133(9).

11. The Director and Respondent agree that the FINAL ORDER nmy be
published inits entirety, and the Director shall, pursuant to 37 CFR
10. 159(a), give notice of the reprimand to appropriate authorities of
the State of Maine and appropriate bar associ ati ons.

Agreed to:
David F. Goul d Respondent
Dat e: OCTOBER 12 1989

Agreed to:

Canmeron Wi ffenbach, Director Ofice of Enrollnment and Discipline
Date: 10/17/89

Approved and FI NAL ORDER Ent ered:
Date: SEP 26 1989

Approved and FI NAL ORDER Ent er ed:
Donal d J. Quigg, Assistant Secretary and Comm ssioner of Patents
and Trademar ks
Dat e: 10-24-89
14 U.S.P.Q 2d 1331

END OF DOCUMENT



