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DECI S| ON ON APPEAL

! Application for patent filed July 15, 1994, entitled
"Magnetic Tape Library Apparatus Including Magnetic Cartridge
Rot at abl e Tabl e,” which clains the foreign filing priority
benefit under 35 U.S.C. § 119 of Japanese Application
5-244327, filed Septenber 30, 1993.
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This is a decision on appeal under 35 U S.C. 8§ 134 from
the final rejection of clainms 1-4, 6, 8 and 9. Cdains 5
and 7 stand objected to as being dependent upon a rejected
base claim but are indicated to be allowable if rewitten
i n independent fromto include all of the limtations of the
base claimand any intervening clains (Exam ner's Answer,
page 9).

W reverse.

BACKGROUND

The disclosed invention is directed to a tape library
appar at us which insures readi ng of bar code | abels placed in
di fferent positions on magnetic tape cartridges by providing
a rotatable table for rotating a cartridge placed thereon to
provi de rotational novenent of the cartridge with respect to
t he bar code reader.

Claim9 is reproduced bel ow.

9. Alibrary apparatus for use with cartridges
conpri si ng:

a cell unit having a plurality of cells for
accommodating the cartri dges;

a drive unit for performng wite and read
operations on any one of said cartridges;
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a cartridge access station for |oading and
unl oadi ng said cartridges; and

an accessor noved al ong a predeterm ned novenent
path for transferring said cartridges between said cel
unit, said drive unit, and said cartridge access

station;

a bar code reader for reading bar codes on the
cartridges; and

a rotatable table for rotating a cartridge pl aced
thereon with respect to said bar code reader, said bar
code reader reading a bar code fromthe cartridge
pl aced, by said accessor, on said rotatable table.

The exam ner relies on the followng prior art:

Smith et al. (Smth) 4,717, 090 January 5, 1988
Si none 4,907, 889 March 13, 1990

Clainms 1-4, 6, 8, and 9 stand rejected under 35 U. S. C
8 103 as bei ng unpatentable over Sinone and Smth.

W refer to the Exam ner's Answer (Paper No. 11) (pages
referred to as "EA_ ") and the Suppl enental Exam ner's
Answer (Paper No. 14) (pages referred to as "SEA ") for a
statement of the examner's position and to the Brief (Paper
No. 10) (pages referred to as "Br__") and the Reply Bri ef
(Paper No. 12) (pages referred to as "RBr__") for a
statenment of appellant's position. The Reply Brief

Addr essi ng Suppl enental Exam ner's Answer received
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Decenber 5, 1996, (Paper No. 15) has not been entered as
noted in the comuni cation (Paper No. 16), and has not been
consi der ed.

OPI NI ON

Appel I ant argues (Br7): "Wen properly interpreted,
nei ther Sinone nor Smith suggest any structure for
acconpl i shing respective rotation between a bar code reader
and a tape cartridge. Nor do the references even recogni ze
that such rotation would be desirable.” The exam ner states
(EA8): "The rotation table of Sinobne rotates the cartridge
wWith respect to the bar code reader. Appellant is correct
in stating that Sinobne does not have relative novenent
between the cartridge and bar code reader, but this is not
claimed.” The issue then is whether the clains require
relative rotational novenent between the cartridge and the
bar code reader.

Claim9 recites "a rotatable table for rotating a
cartridge placed thereon with respect to said bar code
reader, said bar code reader reading a bar code fromthe
cartridge placed, by said accessor, on said rotatable

table.” [Independent clains 1 and 8 contain a simlar
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l[imtation. The recitation of "a rotatable table for

rotating a cartridge placed thereon with respect to said bar

code reader" (enphasis added) clearly requires rotationa
relative notion between the table holding the cartridge and
the bar code reader. Since "relative notion" is defined as

"the notion of one body with respect to another regarded as

fixed," as noted by appellant (RBr2), rotating a cartridge
"With respect to" the bar code reader indicates relative
notion therebetween. The exam ner's argunment (SEAl) that
the clains do not contain the actual words "relative" or
"relative notion" is unpersuasive. |If the bar code reader
is mounted on the rotatable table, as shown in Blum U. S.
Patent 4, 654,727, issued March 31, 1987, nentioned at
colum 1, lines 51-58, of Sinobne, there is no relative
notion between the cartridge on the table and the bar code
reader. Since Sinone does not teach or suggest the
limtation of "a rotatable table for rotating a cartridge
pl aced thereon with respect to said bar code reader,"” the
rejection of clainms 1-4, 6, 8, and 9 is reversed.

REVERSED
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