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Forwarded herewith is a communication from the U.S. Patent Office
dated 2 May 194l concerning your patent application S.N. 107, 2Ly, filed
23 October 1936, entitled "Cryptographs". Since this appllcatlon was placed
under the three year rule of 35 U.S.C. 37, an amendment will not become due

in this case untll 2 May 1947.

. - Donald K. Lippincott
@@ S Ny Lieutenant Colonel, Signal Corps
‘ Patents & Inventions Counsel, Legal Division
SPSLG-3a Ext. 3702
5 May 1944
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Address only DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE application Should givd 1he cortal Sumber,’

The Commissioner of Patents, date of filing, and name of
and not any official by name UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE the applicant

RICHMOND, VA.

Please find below a communication from the EXAMINER in
charge of this application.

GPo  186—27315-2 - Commissioner of Patents, Appli cant: Ve Yo Triedman

| - 107,2
¥%illism D. Hall, \ ocz g%, 1936

¢/o Patent ..ection CRYPTOGRAPHS
i:nief of the Air Lorps, j ey s .

var Lept.,

hingtan, D. '(h . - MAY2- 1944

. Fome. .
Responsive to the amendment .of Feb, 12, 19Lk:

The Elaims now in the éaéo are 2 - 15.

Claims 2, 4 - 8, 11 - 1l appear to be allowable.

Claim 3 would‘appeaf alioﬁable if the indefinitensss
of "electricaelly assocliated" were avbided. So far as the
clalm sets out the electrical associatian is immaﬁerial,
The Hebarn pawls and.the like effect permutasive end step-
wise displacements just as well as they could do if the
parts were in aleétrical assocletion. Thils is true‘sinoe
claim 4 seems to set out an operative device without the pre-
'sence of electrical association of parts. ¢laim l appesrs to-
bé allowable and claim 3 1s rejected as unpatentable over
cla»iml LL in the alectrice.zl associaflon criticized which has
5een added to the matter allowable inlclaim 4. |

-Clainm 9 would appear allowable if significance were
given to "electrically rnlated“ and commutators. It is thought
that a commutator can be wholly mechanical.

Zlaim 1Q would appsar allowable if "aperiodic"
were qualfified. 'If the machine 1s run long enough the'same
arrangement as the original #ill be set up. |

Claim 11 sppears allowable.as stated@above,

‘Claim 15 is sgain re jected for reasons of record’
Since an issue has veen reached, this rejection is made final.

This 12 & FIWAL REJECTION,




e
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“If and whan the application mentioned on page 2,

:lines 1 - 3 has become a patent the identify ng data thereof
:should be added; providod this application is still pending.

Bxamirier.




