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(2) is not binding precedent of the Board.
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Appeal No. 1997-1541
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ON BRI EF

Bef ore URYNOW CZ, HAI RSTON, and BARRY, Adm ni strative Patent
Judges.

HAI RSTON, Adni nistrative Patent Judge.

DECI S| ON ON APPEAL

This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of clains
2 through 23 and 25 through 29.

The di scl osed invention relates to a nmethod and appar at us
for reprogramm ng a portion of a sector in a flash ROM devi ce

in a PC system
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Caim8is illustrative of the clained invention, and it
reads as foll ows:

8. A nmethod for reprogramm ng a portion of a sector in
a flash ROM device, which is included in a PC systemthat
i ncl udes RAM wherein the sector includes at |east two
di fferent prograns, one of which is to be reprogramred and one
of which is not to be disturbed, the nethod conprising the
st eps of:

(a) detecting a wite function request to the sector of

fl ash ROM
(b) nonitoring the address of the wite request to
pr event a wite to the portion of the sector that is not
to be di st ur bed;

(c) placing the flash ROMin a Command Mde; and

(d) witing the data to the portion of flash ROM which
IS to be reprogrammed.

The reference relied on by the exam ner is:
Chan et al. (Chan) 5, 388, 267 Feb. 7
1995

(filed May 29, 1991)

Clainms 2 through 23 and 25 through 29 stand rejected
under 35 U. S.C. 8 103 as bei ng unpatent abl e over Chan.

Ref erence is nmade to the brief and the answer for the
respective positions of the appellant and the exam ner.

OPI NI ON

According to the exam ner (Answer, pages 4, 5 and 8),
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“Chan did not explicitly give details about the sector of the
flash ROMincludes [including] at |east two different
prograns, one of which is to erased and one of which is not to
be disturbed.” W agree. Chan uses an INTEL flash ROM
(colum 7, lines 35 through 45) that is not concerned with
storing a plurality of different types of data (e.g., boot
code, EI SA configuration code, Ediags instruction code, and
main BIOS data) in a single sector (e.g., sector 7 in an AMD
flash ROM used by appellant in Figure 3). Thus, we agree with
appel lant’ s argunent (Brief, pages 4 and 5) that:

Chan teaches the one-way transfer of data fromthe

UV-PROM to the Flash EPROM and has no teaching or

di scussi on about transferring a portion of a sector

of Flash EPROM to RAM and then back to the Fl ash

EPROM after the Fl ash EPROM has been erased, as in

the present invention. |In fact, Chan teaches away

fromthis proposition because the Flash EPROM i s

only witten to when there is a data inconsistency

with the UV-PROM thus rendering the data in the

Fl ash EPROM obsol ete. (Enphasi s added).
We al so agree with appellant’s argunents (Brief, page 5) that
“Chan is conpletely devoid of any teaching or suggestion of,
anong other features, installing a new Interrupt 15 routine

and executing the new Interrupt 15 routine whenever an

| nterrupt
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15 is requested,” and that “Chan is conpletely devoid of any
teachi ng or suggestion of steps of determning if the flash
ROMis an AMD flash ROM and nodi fying the Interrupt 15 routine
in response to an affirmative determ nation.”

In sunmary, the obviousness rejection of claim2 through
23 and 25 through 29 is reversed.

DECI SI ON

The decision of the exam ner rejecting clains 2 through

23 and 25 through 29 under 35 U S.C. 8§ 103 is reversed.

REVERSED

)
STANLEY M URYNOW CZ, JR )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )
)
)
)

BOARD OF PATENT
KENNETH W HAI RSTON )

Adm ni strative Patent Judge ) APPEALS AND

)

) | NTERFERENCES

)

LANCE LEONARD BARRY )

Adm ni strative Patent Judge )

KWH: hh
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