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before purchasing it in order to gage whether or not it would be worth my time, and all praised The Complete Patent 
Kit: What Every Inventor Needs to Know (Complete Patent Kit (W/CD)): 

0 of 0 people found the following review helpful. As Good as it gets...By Richard DunnI have not read the whole 
thing, however, although it may be somewhat dated, I would say it is best of class for what it is and for the time frame 
of the filing of my patents 2009/2010? [I question the USPTO as to the last assignment -nothing to do with anything 
here]. In any event a tighter dissertation and more logical layout than what I have seen elsewhere.Caveat: I am not a 
lawyer and I am learning empirically through pain with a system that in my estimation is out of control. which I am 
being told by insiders is not subject to due diligence, contract law, bargaining in good faith, agency law as to being 
conversant with the material, even if it is in the title and no simple way for the unqualified to extricate themselves.This 

http://f3db.com/pub/links.php?id=1572485140


book and the updated "Patent It Yourself" by David Pressman would be my picks. "The Complete Patent Kit" for a 
better handling of procedure. The other for more current law, and procedure. Also get the abridged MPEP [the inside 
manual].If you can afford the lawyer, do it. The system is a piece-work system. I made a jumbo patent for which they 
have something like 21 hours per case or it is biting into the examiner's ability to get paid. This is empirical knowledge 
not in the book as far as I have seen. The system is broken. We would be better off as a people to give them advanced 
training as tech accelerates and they have fallen behind. There is more I could say, but this is not the forum. Bick up, 
welcome to the roller coaster.3 of 3 people found the following review helpful. excellent book. the author was my 
professor.By wendonPatent is a complex issue. This book helped me to better understand patent/copyright/trademark. 
The author was my professor about 2 semesters ago at NYCCT. This book gives step by step guide as to how to obtain 
a patent/copyright/trademark. I would recommend this book because it is clear and and it is also filled with examples 
and more. Excellent text and also great for anyone.

A Plain English Guide for Obtaining Your Patent and Making Money With ItYour invention is the product of effort 
and ingenuity that deserves to be protected. Reward all your hard work and creativity by obtaining a patent. The 
Complete Patent Kit contains everything you need to successfully navigate your way through the patent process. It 
takes you step-by-step through each stage of the application process and provides vital information for what you need 
to do, both before and after you receive your patent, to make your invention profitable.- Make MoneyFollow proven 
techniques to gain a stronger competitive advantage in the marketplace.- Respond to ChallengesLearn the best way to 
answer questions from the PTO to overcome any hurdles and speed the process along.- Sample PatentsFind samples of 
both a Utility Patent and a Design Patent to help guide you through the application process.- Online ResourcesObtain 
the latest information directly from the PTO to ensure faster approval of your submissions.- International 
ProtectionExpand your scope of protection by following international laws for patent approval.- Maintenance 
ScheduleTrack important dates and never miss a deadline again.With checklists, handy reference charts and unique 
forms, The Complete Patent Kit takes you start to finish through the patent process.

About the AuthorJames L. Rogers received his law degree from Suffolk University Law School. He received an MS 
degree from New York University with an emphasis on DNA recombinant technology. He is a member of the New 
York and Massachusetts bars, as well as admitted to practice before the United States Patent and Trademark Office. 
He has been a university instructor on the subject of patents and has written extensively on a wide range of legal 
subjects. He has authored or coauthored several books including The Complete Patent Book, Protect Your Patent, and 
Profit from Intellectual Property. He currently resides in Tampa, Florida.Excerpt. Reprinted by permission. All rights 
reserved.Six Requirements for Obtaining a PatentExcerpted from Complete Patent Kit by James L. Rogers 2005This 
chapter introduces the most important statutory requirements that can bar you fromobtaining a patent on your 
invention. These requirements are absolutely vital for you to understand and may also be somewhat foreign to you at 
this point in time. The requirements are:? ?novelty;? ?obviousness;? ?written description requirement;? ?enablement;? 
?best mode; and,? ?utility.As you read through this chapter, remember this: your goal is not just to write a patent 
application and obtain a patent. Instead, your goal is to obtain a high-quality patent for your invention. A high-quality 
patent is one that gives you the broadest protection for your invention and can withstand invalidity attacks from your 
competitors. The patentability requirements that you will learn about in this chapter are not only necessary from the 
standpoint of obtaining your patent, but can be used later to attack the validity of any patent that you obtain. These 
requirements are very important and are referred to throughout the book.NoveltyAs the name suggests, novelty has to 
do with whether your invention is new. If your invention is an old concept, then it makes sense that the government 
will not give you an exclusive monopoly in the form of a patent. Patents are granted to inventors in return for the 
exchange of new information that can advance the technological body of knowledge in this country. The government 
is not interested in giving away patents in exchange for information that is already known. You can think of novelty as 
requiring that your invention must not have been known before. However, patent law is much more specific about 
what this term means. You will be at an advantage if you can start thinking about this in terms of patent law.Under 
patent law, novelty requires that there is no prior art that anticipates your invention. Prior art is discussed in the next 
section. You can also find a detailed discussion on each of the prior art sections in Chapter 13. For now, you can limit 
your understanding about prior art to what is contained in the next section. But if you get a rejection of your patent 
application on the basis of one of the prior art sections, you will appreciate the more detailed discussion in Chapter 13 
(as well as the tips contained there for overcoming such rejections). If during your search you uncover prior art related 
to your invention, the next question to ask is, Does this prior art anticipate your invention? If the prior art that you 
uncover does anticipate your invention, your invention is not novel. If the prior art does not anticipate your invention, 
your invention will be patentable, so long as your invention is not obvious with respect to this prior art. (The meaning 
of obviousness is explained later in this chapter.)Prior ArtPrior art can include printed material, like patents and 
publications, or it can include things like public knowledge and use or sale of your invention. Prior art can be a patent 
or publication that discusses an invention similar or related to yours. It can also be general public knowledge, public 



use, or public sale of such an invention.PatentsA U.S. or foreign patent is prior art if it is:? issued before your date of 
invention or? issued more than one year before your U.S. filing date.A U.S. patent issued to another is also prior art if 
its U.S. filing date precedes your date of invention, even if it does not issue until after the filing date (or patent issue 
date) of your claims under examination.PublicationsA printed U.S. or foreign publication is prior art if it is:? 
?published before your date of invention or? ?published more than a year before the filing date of your application.A 
U.S. published patent application is also prior art if its U.S. filing date precedes your date of invention. The PTO takes 
the position that Internet materials are printed, so long as they include publication dates. (MPEP 2128.)Public 
Knowledge, Use, or Sale of Your InventionAny knowledge or use of your invention by others in the U.S. before your 
invention date constitutes prior art. Any public use or sale of your invention more than one year before the date of your 
patent application also constitutes prior art. (Chapter 4 fully explains how to search for prior art.)AnticipationAs 
stated, the only time that prior art may bar your invention from being patented is when anticipation is directly related 
to how you draft your claims. Lack of novelty is when such prior art anticipates your invention. You define your 
invention in the claims sections of your patent application. You will learn how to define your invention by writing 
claims in Chapter 6. For now, all you really need to know is that each of your claims sets the boundaries of your 
invention. For example, if your invention is a table, you might have one claim that claims the table with legs and a top. 
In such a case, you are claiming a table made up of legs and a top. The legs and top are said to be elements or 
limitations of your claim, because they are the features that you list in your claim. If you were to have a second claim 
to the table having legs, a top, and an enamel surface, then this claim would have an additional limitation-the enamel 
surface. You look at claims individually for anticipation purposes. A claim is anticipated only if each and every 
element as set forth in your claim is found, either expressly or inherently, in a prior art reference. In other words, 
anticipation requires that a piece of prior art (a patent, publication, sale, or use) discloses each and every limitation of 
your claimed invention. The invention described by the prior art must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in 
your claim. Although the elements must be arranged as required by your claim, identical terminology is not required. 
(MPEP 2131.)It is permissible for your examiner to find that a prior art reference inherently discloses an element of 
your claim, even though the disclosure does not come right out and explicitly state the element. To do this, your 
examiner must provide a basis in fact or technical reasoning to reasonably support his or her decision.ObviousnessIn 
addition to a lack of novelty, a claimed invention is unpatentable if the differences between your claimed invention 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time your invention was 
made to a person having ordinary skill in the art (a person skilled in your field). In short, the PTO can take anything 
that qualifies as prior art, combine it with any other prior art, and then reject your claimed invention on the basis that it 
is an obvious invention-even though neither one of such references alone would anticipate your invention. 
Obviousness is a potent tool for the examination of your application because the examiner does not have to find that 
each particular reference, such as one individual science report, anticipates your claim. The examiner would have to 
reject your invention on the basis of a lack of novelty. Instead, the examiner only needs to find that all of the 
references combined teach or suggest your invention. Any reference that your examiner uses as prior art, however, 
must be analogous to the art of your invention. A reference is considered analogous and, therefore, available for use in 
an obviousness rejection, if it is either:? within the field of your endeavor or? reasonably pertinent to the particular 
problem with which your invention was involved.The requirement that prior art references be analogous to the art of 
your own invention is a requirement unique to obviousness. It is not a requirement for the purposes of whether a single 
reference anticipates your invention under the concept of anticipation above. In determining whether a single reference 
bars your invention under anticipation, the reference may be from an entirely different field than your invention or 
may be directed to an entirely different problem from the one addressed by you, yet the reference will still anticipate if 
it explicitly or inherently discloses every limitation recited in your claims.You will learn much more about 
obviousness in Chapter 13. Note that not finding any one reference that does not anticipate your invention may end 
your inquiry for novelty, but not for obviousness purposes. Keep both novelty and obviousness in mind as you do your 
patent searching in Chapter 4.Written Description RequirementThe written description requirement is the first of three 
requirements under the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112. The second and third requirements, enablement and best 
mode, are discussed in the next two sections. The written description requirement prevents you from claiming subject 
matter that was not described in your patent application as filed. In fact, it prevents you from doing anything to the 
claims of your patent application that are not supported by your written description in your application as you file it. 
The essential goal of the written description requirement is to clearly convey the subject matter that you have invented. 
The requirement for an adequate disclosure ensures that the public receives something in return for the exclusionary 
rights that are granted to you by a patent. The government will give you a patent, but in return, wants you to disclose 
your invention to the public.This disclosure adds to the scientific body of knowledge that will advance technology.To 
satisfy the written description requirement, your patent application must describe the claimed invention in sufficient 
detail so that one skilled in the art can reasonably conclude that you have possession of your claimed invention. This is 
done by describing your invention with all of its limitations using such descriptive means as words, structures, figures, 



diagrams, and formulas that fully set forth y... 


