THL'S OPI NI ON WAS NOT_ WRI TTEN FOR PUBLI CATI ON

The opinion in support of the decision being entered today (1)
was not witten for publication in a law journal and (2) is not
bi ndi ng precedent of the Board.
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ON BRI EF

Before GARRI S, PAK and WARREN, Adnini strative Patent Judges.

PAK, Administrative Patent Judge.

DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

This appeal is taken fromthe examner's refusal to allow
claims 46 through 64. dains 35 through 45 stand wi thdrawn from
consideration as being drawn to a non-el ected invention.

Claim46 is representative of the subject matter on appeal

and reads as foll ows:

! Application for patent filed March 17, 1993.

1



Appeal No. 95-4644
Appl i cation 08/031, 430

46. A renediation nethod for a gas containing high
concentrations of nore than 1,000 ppm et hyl ene oxi de, said nethod
conprising the steps of:

a) in the presence of water and a catal yst, sinultaneously
adsor bi ng and absorbing et hyl ene oxide as well as wet-
catalytically converting ethylene oxide to ethylene glycol on a
material that acts simultaneously as an absorbing nmedium an
adsorbing nedium and a catal yst carrier;

b) rinsing said material with water in the presence of the
catal yst and thereby converting remaining and inconpletely
converted ethyl ene oxide of step a) to ethylene glycol; and

c) repeating steps a) and b) when needed.

The references relied on by the exam ner are:

Kruse et al (Kruse) 4,828, 810 May 9, 1989
Buoni core et al (Buonicore) 4,831, 196 May 16, 1989

Process for Air Pollution Control, G Nonhebel, Butterworth & Co.
Ltd, (1972), pp 271-275 (hereinafter referred to as "Nonhebel").

The appeal ed clains stand rejected as foll ows:

(1) dains 46, 47 and 58 through 64 under 35 U S.C. 8§ 103
as unpat ent abl e over Buoni core and Kruse? and

(2) Cdains 48 through 57 under 35 U.S.C. 8§ 103 as

unpat ent abl e over Buoni core, Kruse and Nonhebel .

21n the final office action dated February 17, 1994, the
exam ner rejected clainms 46, 47 and 58 through 64 under 35 U S. C
8 103 as unpatentabl e over Buonicore in view of Kruse. 1In the
Answer, however, the exam ner inadvertently referred to claim 46
as claim47 by repeating "47" twice. For the purposes of this
appeal, we will presune that claim46 is still rejected under
§ 103.
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OPI NI ON

Qur deliberations in this matter have included eval uation
and review of the followng materials: (1) the instant
specification and all of the clains on appeal; (2) appellant's
Brief and Reply Brief; (3) the exam ner's Answer; and (4) the
prior art references cited and relied on by the exam ner.

Havi ng carefully considered these materials, we find
ourselves in agreenment with the position succinctly set forth by
appellant in the "argunment” sections of the Brief and Reply
Brief. W only add that none of the prior art references relied
on by the exam ner woul d have suggested enploying a naterial that
acts sinultaneously as an absorbing nmedium an adsorbing nmedi um
and a catal yst carrier, such as an activated carbon, together
with water and a catalyst in an ethyl ene oxi de conversion
process. Nor would these references have suggested rinsing the
material with water in the presence of a catalyst for the purpose

of converting the ethylene oxide into ethylene glycol.
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For the foregoing reasons, the decision of the exam ner

rejecting clains 46 through 64 is reversed.

REVERSED
BRADLEY R. GARRI S )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )
)
)
)
CHUNG K. PAK ) BOARD OF PATENT
Adm ni strative Patent Judge ) APPEALS
) AND
) | NTERFERENCES
)
CHARLES F. WARREN )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )
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