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Bef ore CALVERT, FLEM NG and TORCZON, Adm ni strative Patent
Judges.

TORCZON, Admini strative Patent Judge.

BACKGROUND
This is an appeal under 35 U S.C. §8 134 fromthe final
rejection of clains 2-7 and 12. (Paper 17 at 1.) No other
clainms are pending. (Paper 12 at 1.)
The exam ner rejected clains 2-7 and 12 under 35 U.S. C.

8 103 over the follow ng reference:

Ohkubo 5,123, 063 16 June 1992
(filed Gct. 10, 1990)

W reverse.

! Attorney docket no. 03327.1540, filed July 18, 1992.
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DI SCUSSI ON

The application is entitled "Facsimle Systenf. (Paper 1
at 1.) The systemconsists of a set of renmpte docunent scanners
(or "termnals") associated with a main body of a facsimle
system The scanners transnmit data to the main body in a manner
that permts the main body to distinguish anong the scanners and
permts renote operation of the facsimle system (Paper 1
at 4-5.) daim12, the sole independent claim sets forth the
subject matter of the invention as follows (Paper 1 at 35-36;
Paper 6 (Amdt. A) at 2; Paper 9 (Amdt. B) at 2; and Paper 11
(Amdt. C) at 1) (enphasis added):

12. A facsimle systemhaving a plurality of
termnals and a main body, each of said plurality of
termnals reading an i mage and said mai n body being
connected to a conmunication |ine and receiving inage
data fromsaid plurality of termnals, wherein each of
said termnals conprises:

nmeans for instructing processing of said read
image at said nmain body;

first storage nmeans for storing an identification
code for identifying each of said termnals; and

means for sending to said main body said i mage
data, instruction data instructed by said processing
instructing nmeans, and said identification code stored
in said first storage neans,?

and wherein said main body conpri ses:

means for receiving said data sent by said sending
neans;

means for detecting said identification code from
said data received by said receiving neans;

means for processing through the conmuni cation
line said i mage data received by said receiving neans
based on said instruction data received by said
recei vi ng neans; and

2 Sic, ";"
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means for storing a result of the processing
performed by said processing neans together with said
identification codes.

Claiml1l2 is witten in neans-plus-function format. (Paper 1
at 35.) In particular, Appellants rely on each termnal's "neans
for instructing processing of the inage data at a nmain body"
(Paper 18 (Brief) at 11; cf. claim12), a nmeans-plus-function
limtation, to distinguish Ohkubo. Appellants argue that Ohkubo
has "no correspondi ng structure."

Appel lants' termnals instruct processing at the main body
by, at a mninmum sending a tel ephone nunber to the nain body if
the image data is to be transmtted i nstead of sinply being
copied. (Paper 1 at 12; Fig. 5a.) The structure correspondi ng
to "means for instructing processing of said read i mage at said
mai n body" includes, at a mninmum an operation panel 34 with a
ten-key section and a random access nenory ("RAM') 37. The
scanner operator enters the tel ephone nunber using the operation
panel 37. The entered tel ephone nunber is stored in RAM 37 until
it is sent to the main body. This entered tel ephone nunber is
distinct fromthe identification code. (Paper 1 at 12; Fig. 5a.)
This distinction is maintained in claim12 where instruction data
and the sending code are separately described. Caim 12 cannot
be reasonably construed to include the identification code as

part of the instruction data.
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By contrast, the keyboard 24 and RAM 23 that Ohkubo
di scl oses are associated with the i mage processor 20, not the
scanners 13-1 through 13-N. (4:16-20; Fig. 1.) Indeed, in
Chkubo, control flows exclusively fromthe i mage processor out to
t he scanners (2:22-30), not vice versa. Although GChkubo
di scusses "code transmtted fromthe scanner” (3:40-60), it
appears in context that "code" is sinply image data in the format
used by a particul ar scanner.

Si nce Chkubo does not teach or suggest a limtation in
claim12, we nust reverse the rejection of claim12 as
unpat ent abl e over GChkubo. The rejections of the remaining

cl aims, which depend fromclaim12, nust |ikew se be reversed.
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DECI SI ON
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The rejection of clains 2-7 and 12 under section 103 over

Ohkubo i s

REVERSED

| AN A. CALVERT
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

M CHAEL R FLEM NG
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

Rl CHARD TORCZON
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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