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§ 1.552 Scope of reexamination in ex 
parte reexamination proceedings. 

(a) Claims in an ex parte reexamina-
tion proceeding will be examined on 
the basis of patents or printed publica-
tions and, with respect to subject mat-
ter added or deleted in the reexamina-
tion proceeding, on the basis of the re-
quirements of 35 U.S.C. 112. 

(b) Claims in an ex parte reexamina-
tion proceeding will not be permitted 
to enlarge the scope of the claims of 
the patent. 

(c) Issues other than those indicated 
in paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section 
will not be resolved in a reexamination 
proceeding. If such issues are raised by 
the patent owner or third party re-
quester during a reexamination pro-
ceeding, the existence of such issues 
will be noted by the examiner in the 
next Office action, in which case the 
patent owner may consider the advis-
ability of filing a reissue application to 
have such issues considered and re-
solved. 

[65 FR 76776, Dec. 7, 2000]

§ 1.555 Information material to patent-
ability in ex parte reexamination 
and inter partes reexamination pro-
ceedings. 

(a) A patent by its very nature is af-
fected with a public interest. The pub-
lic interest is best served, and the most 
effective reexamination occurs when, 
at the time a reexamination pro-
ceeding is being conducted, the Office 
is aware of and evaluates the teachings 
of all information material to patent-
ability in a reexamination proceeding. 
Each individual associated with the 
patent owner in a reexamination pro-
ceeding has a duty of candor and good 
faith in dealing with the Office, which 
includes a duty to disclose to the Office 
all information known to that indi-
vidual to be material to patentability 
in a reexamination proceeding. The in-
dividuals who have a duty to disclose 
to the Office all information known to 
them to be material to patentability in 
a reexamination proceeding are the 
patent owner, each attorney or agent 
who represents the patent owner, and 
every other individual who is sub-
stantively involved on behalf of the 
patent owner in a reexamination pro-
ceeding. The duty to disclose the infor-

mation exists with respect to each 
claim pending in the reexamination 
proceeding until the claim is cancelled. 
Information material to the patent-
ability of a cancelled claim need not be 
submitted if the information is not ma-
terial to patentability of any claim re-
maining under consideration in the re-
examination proceeding. The duty to 
disclose all information known to be 
material to patentability in a reexam-
ination proceeding is deemed to be sat-
isfied if all information known to be 
material to patentability of any claim 
in the patent after issuance of the reex-
amination certificate was cited by the 
Office or submitted to the Office in an 
information disclosure statement. 
However, the duties of candor, good 
faith, and disclosure have not been 
complied with if any fraud on the Of-
fice was practiced or attempted or the 
duty of disclosure was violated through 
bad faith or intentional misconduct by, 
or on behalf of, the patent owner in the 
reexamination proceeding. Any infor-
mation disclosure statement must be 
filed with the items listed in § 1.98(a) as 
applied to individuals associated with 
the patent owner in a reexamination 
proceeding, and should be filed within 
two months of the date of the order for 
reexamination, or as soon thereafter as 
possible. 

(b) Under this section, information is 
material to patentability in a reexam-
ination proceeding when it is not cu-
mulative to information of record or 
being made of record in the reexamina-
tion proceeding, and 

(1) It is a patent or printed publica-
tion that establishes, by itself or in 
combination with other patents or 
printed publications, a prima facie case 
of unpatentability of a claim; or 

(2) It refutes, or is inconsistent with, 
a position the patent owner takes in: 

(i) Opposing an argument of 
unpatentability relied on by the Office, 
or 

(ii) Asserting an argument of patent-
ability. 
A prima facie case of unpatentability 
of a claim pending in a reexamination 
proceeding is established when the in-
formation compels a conclusion that a 
claim is unpatentable under the pre-
ponderance of evidence, burden-of-
proof standard, giving each term in the 
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