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Application No. Applicant(s)
14/627,703 UNAK ET AL.

Office Action Summary Examiner Art Unit AIA (First Inventor to File)
DINO KUJUNDZIC 2179 f;;ts“s

-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address --
Period for Reply

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHS FROM THE MAILING DATE OF
THIS COMMUNICATION.

Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication.
- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133).

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b).

Status
1)[X Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05/29/2017.
[ A declaration(s)/affidavit(s) under 37 CFR 1.130(b) was/were filedon _____ .
2a)[X] This action is FINAL. 2b)[] This action is non-final.
3)[J An election was made by the applicant in response to a restriction requirement set forth during the interview on
; the restriction requirement and election have been incorporated into this action.
4)[] 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 Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C.D. 11, 453 O.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims*
5K Claim(s) 1-21 is/are pending in the application.

5a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration.
6)[] Claim(s) is/are allowed.
7)X Claim(s) 1-21 is/are rejected.
8)[] Claim(s) _____is/are objected to.
9)[] Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement.

* If any claims have been determined allowable, 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
hitp/hwww usplo gov/eatents/init_events/pph/indax.jsp or send an inquiry to PPHfesdback@uspio.qoy.

Application Papers
10)[] The specification is objected to by the Examiner.
11)[] The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)[_] accepted or b)[] objected to by the Examiner.
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a).

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d).

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119
12)[] Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f).
Certified copies:
a)J Al b)[JSome** c)[] None of the:
1.[] Certified copies of the priority documents have been received.
2.[] Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No.
3.0 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)).
** See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received.

Attachment(s})

1) & Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 3) |:| Interview Summary (PTO-413)
Paper No(s)/Mail Date. ______

2\ I_l Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SR/08a and/or PTO/SRB/08h)
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Application/Control Number: 14/627,703 Page 2
Art Unit: 2179

DETAILED ACTION
1. This action is responsive to the following communication: Claim Amendments
and Remarks filed on May 29, 2017. This action is made final.
2. Claims 1-21 are pending in the case; Claims 1, 8, and 15 are independent.
3. In the Non-Final Rejection mailed on December 30, 2016 (see pgs. 2-4), Claims
8-14 were rejected under 35 USC § 101 but Claim Amendments filed on May 29, 2017
have rendered this rejection moot; in the Non-Final Rejection it was also noted that
Claims 15-21 were interpreted as being directed to a computing system implemented at
least in part in hardware — in Claim Amendments filed on May 29, 2017, independent

Claim 15 was amended to explicitly recite that the computing system includes hardware.

Claim Objections
4. Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 4, as
amended, recites “The computer-implemented method of claim wherein ...” but it does
not specify which Claim it is dependent upon. For the purposes of examination, it is
presumed that Claim 4 depends from Claim 1.

Appropriate correction is required.

Response to Arguments
5. Applicant’s arguments with respect to 35 U.S.C. § 103 Rejection of Claims 1-21
(see Remarks filed May 29, 2017, pgs. 8-9), have been fully considered and are

persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further
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Application/Control Number: 14/627,703 Page 3
Art Unit: 2179

consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Sacco, as discussed

below.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action:

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless —

(a)(1) the claimed invention was patented, described in a printed publication, or in public use,
on sale or otherwise available to the public before the effective filing date of the claimed
invention.

6. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a)(1) as being anticipated by
Giovanni Maria Sacco (hereinafter Sacco), “The intelligent e-store: easy
interactive product selection and comparison,” Proceedings of the Seventh IEEE
International Conference on E-Commerce Technology, published in 2005.

As to independent Claim 1, Sacco teaches a compuisr-implemernted meathod,
gxecuted on a computer, the computer- implemented method comprising:

+ rendering a first-level menu for an online catalog, wherein the first-evel menu
defines a plurality of first-level categorias {see Fig. 1, § 4.1, showing the initial
[EXOnomic summary).

+ assooiating a maich guantity with each of the plurality of first-level categories
{see Fig. 1, § 4.1, showing associated quantity with each calegory corresponding

to a count of ttems classified under each category).
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s receiving g first response from a user of the ondine calalog thal defines a selscted
first-level category, chasen from the plurality of first-level categories (ses Fig. 2, §
4.1, showing preparaiion [0 zoom on a particular category which resulis in
computation of corresponding sub-calegories and modification of the count
corresponding 1o the calegory in focus — a sub-irge/category is expanded and
displayed on the user interfacs (i.e., first category: zoom [58] is expanded into
asegcond category: max oplical zoom [B3] {which can be further sxpanded into
sub-category: 3x zoom {2811

= rendering a plurality of zecond-level categories, assodciated with the selecied first-
fevel category, in a subordinale fashion with respect 1o the selected first-lavel

category {see Fig. 2, 8§ 4.1 and 4.2, showing preparation 1o perfarm a zoom).

With respect (o dependent Clalm 2, Sacco teachas wherein the method further
includes the step of adjusting the malching quantity for each of the plurality of
firat-level categories based on the user responae and wherein rendering a
plurality of second-level categories includes: rendering a plurality of non-selected
firsi-level calegories {see Fig. 3, § 4.1, showing updsated taxonomy o reflect the
user's input (zoom operalion o focus on a particular categony/alinbute); see also
§ 4.2 showing that in Fig. 1, there were 60 cameras under "Brand” but in Fig. 3
{corresponding to the user input illusirated in Fig. 2) there are oniy 30 cameras

under "Brand™).
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