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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DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of clains 9-17,

all the pending clainms in the application.

! Application for patent filed January 25, 1993.
1
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The subject matter relates to a nethod for the selective
adsorption of PCBs. Caim9, the only independent claim is
illustrative of the appealed clains and reads as foll ows:

9. A nethod for selective adsorption of PCBs conprising the
st eps of:

m xi ng at | east one proteinaceous material with a nol ar
excess of at | east one PCB congener m xture form ng a protein/PCB
congener m xture;

drying said protein/PCB congener m xture;

extracting each of said PCB congeners fromsaid dried
prot ei n/ PCB congener m xture formng a biosorbent in the form of
an inprinted protein; and

contacting a PCB-containing environment wwth said inprinted
protein resulting in selective adsorption of said PCBs.

Appel I ant acknowl edges in his brief that clains 9-17 stand
or fall together. Accordingly, we wll Iimt our consideration
to i ndependent claim?9.

The references relied on by the exam ner are:

Mosbach 5,110, 833 May 5, 1992
Mattingly et al. (Mattingly) 5, 145, 790 Sep. 8, 1992

Dabulis et al. (Dabulis), "Mlecular Inprinting of Proteins and
O her Macronol ecul es Resulting in New Adsorbents," Biotechnol ogy
and Bi oengi neering, John Wley & Sons, Inc., Vol. 39, pages 176-
185 (1992).

Clains 9-17 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as
unpat ent abl e over Mdsbach or Dabulis in view of Mattingly. W

w Il not sustain these rejections. W agree with the appell ant
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that the references do not teach or suggest nolecular inprinting
of PCB congeners into a proteinaceous material and the use of the
inprinted material to adsorb PCB congeners. Since we are in
substantial agreenent with appellant's position as set forth in
his brief, we adopt that position as our own.

The decision of the exam ner is reversed.

REVERSED

RONALD H SM TH
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

BOARD OF PATENT
MARC L. CAROFF

Adm ni strative Patent Judge APPEALS AND
| NTERFERENCES

ANDREW H. METZ
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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