


applicants valuable service, Petitioner put forth evidence that he claimed would show that
he met Category B' from the General Requirements Bulletin.

On March 18,2010, an OED staff member sent_a Notice of
Incompleteness and Denial of Admission. In that correspondence, the OED staff member
noted that _s application was incomplete and denied it for failing to show
that he has scientific and technical training equivalent to what he would have received if
he had earned a Bachelor’s degree in one of the technical subjects listed in Category A.
The letter informed |||l that be had until May 17, 2010, to file additional
information to support his application, and that he “may request reconsideration of this
decision by filing a petition to the Director of Enrollment and Discipline pursuant to 37
C.F.R. § 11.2(c) within sixty (60) days after the mailing date on this decision.” -
-never provided OED any additional information to support his application.?
Rather, on May 27, 2010, || o< titioned the OED Director to review the
actions of his staff in a document titled Notice of Appeal of Denial of Request to Register
for USPTO Examination (Notice of Appeal).

On July 1, 2010, the Director of OED, in his Final Decision, denied -
B s \otice of Appeal because he failed to file within sixty days of the action or
requirement over which he sought review and pay the required $130 fee. The OED
Director treated _s Notice of Appeal as a petition for review of an action
of the OED Staff to the OED Director under 37 C.F.R. § 11.2(c). A petition for review of

an action of the OED staff to the OED Director must be filed within sixty days of

' Under Category B, an applicant needs to demonstrate that he has scientific or technical training equivalent
to what he would have received if he had earned a Bachelor’s degree in one of the technical subjects listed
in Category A. General Requirements Bulletin at 5.

2 As aresult, on June 11, 2010, $200 of his $240 application fee was refunded to him.














