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Dear Examiner Nile, . /

This Amendment is in response to the Office Action mailed April 25, 2025. This
Amendment is tmvly because it is being submitted within the period for reply which

expires July 25, 2025. Please enter and consider the following;: é C%’Zp \% (\
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AMENDMENTS TO THE CLAIMS
This listing of claims will replace all prior versions, and listings, of claims in the

application:

LISTING OF CLAIMS
1. (Currently Amended) A system including:
a restraining device;
a processor structurally connected to said restraining device;

a sensor structurally connected to said restraining device, wherein said sensor is in

electronic data communication with said processor, wherein said sensor
detects an oxygen saturation of a subject and determines a current oxygen
saturation data based on said oxygen saturation, and transmits said current
oxygen saturation data to said processor; and

atleastone a light emitting diode structurally connected to said restraining device,

wherein said light emitting diode is in electronic data communication with

W said processor,Avherein said processor compares-said-eurrent-oxygen

}ﬁy value receives said current oxygen saturation data from said sensor, and

wherein said processor determines a current oxygen saturation value based

on said received current oxygen saturation data, and wherein said

processor illuminates said atteast-one light emitting diode when said

Page 2 of 9



Application No. 17/000,000
Attorney Docket No. 698

current oxygen saturation

saturation-threshold-valuerand- value is 94% or less.

% 2. (Currently Amended) The system of claim 1, further including a data memory

oflyj structurally connected to said restraining device, wherein said data memory is sterage

whit in electronic data commumcatlon with said processor, wherein said data memory

e — S ———

/ . . “ . .
storage—unit—is—configured—to store§ atleast—one—predetermined—numeric—oxygen

saturation a_threshold data utilized by said processor value;—and—wherein—said

vaen catnration—data—to
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3. (Currently Amended) The system of claim 2, further including an audio memory

storage unit structurally connected to said restraining device, wherein said audio

memory storage unit is in electronic data communication with said processor

restraining—device and a speaker structurally connected to said restraining device,

wherein said speaker is in electronic data communication with said processor,
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wherein said audio memory storage unit stores atleast-one audio alert file-ineluding

audio data, and wherein said processor restraining-deviee retrieves said audio alert

predeterminedthresholdconditions_from said audio memory and outputs an audio

alert through sgid speaker when said current oxygen saturation value is 94% or less.

$# o 202 ar o ol )

Claims 4-10 (Cancelled)

W danp
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REMARKS
The Applicant thanks Examiner Nile for his time and effort in preparing the Final
Office Action dated April 25, 2025, and for the telephonic interview on April 25, 2025.
The present application includes Claims 1-10. Claims 1-10 were rejected by t}e
Examiner. By this Amendment, claims 4-10 have been cancelled, claims 1-3 have been

amended, and no new claims have been added. Vv

Claims 1-10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112(b) as being indefinite for failing
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which the inventor or a

joint inventor regards as the invention.

Claims 3 and 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §101 as being directed to non-

statutory subject matter.

Claims 1-10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(a)(1) as being anticipated by

U.S. Pat. App. Pub. No. US2025/0012117.

Claims 1-10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(a)(1) as being anticipated by

U.S. Pat. App. Pub. No. US2023/0013865.
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The Applicant now turns to the rejection of claims 1-10 under 35 U.S.C. §1 1W&QJM\)
as being indefinite. Claims 1-3 are amended to rectify all thege-indefinite limitations “
based on the comments and suggestions obtained during the Examiner interview on April \/
25,2025. Claim 1 has been amended to remove the mobile device and include the sensor |
and LED (light emitting diode) as being part of the restraining device with the language
“structurally connected to said restraining device”. Claims 4-10 are cancelled. /

Consequently, claims 1-3 are respectfully submitted to be definite and allowable.

The Applicant now turns to the rejection of claims 1-10 under 35 U.S.C. §101 as J
AN

.

being directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 3 has been amended to remove all
recitations of “satisfying a condition”. Claims 4-10 are cancelled. Consequently, claims

1-3 are respectfully submitted to be definite and allowable.

The Applicant now turns to the rejection of claims 1-10 under 35 U.S.C. §
102(a)(1) as being anticipated by Hughes, U.S. Pat. App. Pub. No. US2023/0013865.
Hughes teaches methods and systems integrated into restraint devices to monitor an
individual’s vital signs. The processor within the device may receive data from various
sensors to assess the detainee’s condition. Hughes teaches incorporating sensors such as

SpO2 sensors to measure oxygen saturation levels and PPG or ECG sensors to monitor

heart rate.
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However, Hughes fails to teach the specific limitations required by amended Cj(\: b'.\',,s, ) ’{‘
?‘\ ’) X :3 A L/“'

)¢

L

perform the steps of “determines a current oxygen saturation value based on said received

Claim 1. Specifically, amended Claim 1 requires that the processor is configured to

current oxygen saturation data” and “illuminates said light emitting diode when said v

current oxygen saturation value is 94% or less.” While Hughes might generally disclose

SpO2 monitoring and alerts based on undefined “predefined thresholds,” Hughes does

not teach the specific threshold condition recited in amended Claim 1, specifically “when / J\ ‘ ’
¥ N;%M

7
said current oxygen saturation value is 94% or less”. Claims 4-10 have been cancelled. ¢

A -
U
Consequently, amended Claim 1 is respectfully submitted to be free of-antieipationby fdd) m{
Hughes and therefore allowable under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a)(1), as are dependent claims 2-

3.

The Applicant now turns to the rejection of claims 1-10 under 35 U.S.C. §
102(a)(1) as being anticipated by Rebro, U.S. Pat. App. Pub. No. US2025/0012117.
Rebro teaches a vitals monitoring handcuff apparatus. Rebro teaches comparing

measurements to parameters to trigger alerts via a communication unit.

However, Rebro fails to teach the specific limitations required by amended Claim
1. Specifically, amended Claim 1 requires that the processor is configured to perform the
steps of “determines a current oxygen saturation value based on said received current

oxygen saturation data” and “illuminates said light emitting diode when said current
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oxygen saturation value is 94% or less.” While Rebro generally discloses SpO2
monitoring and alerts based on generic “given parameters”, Rebro does not teach the
specific threshold condition in amended Claim 1, specifically “when said current oxygen

saturation value is 94% or less.” Claims 4-10 have been cancelled. Consequently,

amended Claim 1 is respectfully submitted to be free of antieipationby- Rebro and

2D
therefore allowable under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a)(1), as are Ziependent claims 2-3.
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CONCLUSION

If the Examiner has any questions or the Applicant can be of any assistance, the \/
Examiner is invited and encouraged to contact the Applicant at the number below.

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any necessary fees or credit any
overpayment to the Deposit Account of 698 Account No. 698.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: April 28,2025 /698/

698
Registration No. 698

PAT,ENT & WIN
504 E. Pennsylvania Ave.
Champaign, IL 61820

Telephone:  1-888-888-888
Facsimile: 1-888-888-888
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