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This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of clains
1, 3, 4, and 10-13. The other clains remaining in the
application, clainms 5, 7-9, and 14-27, have been indicated as

being directed to patentabl e subject matter.

Claim1l reads as foll ows:

1. A renote ballasting apparatus for starting
and operating a gaseous discharge | anp which allows operation
of the lanp at frequencies in excess of 10 kilohertz and at a
predet erm ned di stance fromthe power supply conprising a high
frequency power supply and suitable current limting neans
connected to the primary winding of an isolation transforner
conprising at least a primary winding and first and second
secondary w ndings arranged in a center tapped secondary
configuration and wound to minimze interw nding capacitance,
a | ow capaci tance power transm ssion cable having an input end
and an output end conprising a first and second conductor wth
i nsul ati on neans and an outer sheathi ng conductor surroundi ng
said first and second conductor and insulated fromboth said
conductors connected with the input end of said first and
second conductors connected to the first and second secondary
wi ndi ngs respectively of said isolation transforner and the
sheat hi ng conduct or connected to the center tap of said
i solation transforner, the output end of said power
transm ssion cable is connected with the first conductor
connected to one end of a gaseous discharge | anp and the
second conductor connected to the other end of said gaseous
di scharge | anp.

The exam ner’s answer cites the following prior art:

Knol | 4,158, 156 Jan. 12, 1979
Nel son 4,229, 780 Cct. 21, 1980
Mbi si n 5,081, 401 Jan. 14, 1992
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OPI NI ON

The clains stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 8 103 as
unpat ent abl e over Nel son in view of Knoll or Mbisin.

The exam ner’s rejections rely on broadly
interpreting the recited “outer sheathing conductor” to
i ncl ude a sheath which nmechanically guides (conducts) other

conmponents such as in Nel son

but which is not electrically conductive. Appellants argue

that the recited phrase cannot be so broadly interpreted.

Cl ai ns undergoi ng exam nation are given their
br oadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the
specification, and limtations appearing in the specification
are not to be read into the clains. 1In re Etter, 756 F.2d
852, 858, 225 USPQ 1, 5 (Fed. Cir. 1985) (in banc).

In the present case, the “outer sheathing conductor”
is recited as “connected to the center tap of said isolation
transforner.” Because the outer sheathing conductor nust
connect to electrical components, “conductor” is inpliedly

l[imted to “electrical conductor.” Therefore, the examner’s
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rejections are based on an inperm ssibly broad claim

i nterpretation.

Mor eover, the exam ner offers no rationale for

connecting any outer sheathing to the center tap as required

by the cl ains.

PATENT

CONCLUSI ON

The rejections are not sustained.

REVERSED
JERRY SM TH )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge)
)
)
)
LEE E. BARRETT ) BOARD OF
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Adm ni strative Patent Judge) APPEALS AND
) | NTERFERENCES
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JAVES T. CARM CHAEL )

Adm ni strative Patent Judge)
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