TH'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 |l aw journal and
(2) is not binding precedent of the Board.
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HAI RSTON, Adninistrative Patent Judge.

DECI S| ON ON APPEAL

This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of clains 1

! Application for patent filed March 10, 1995.
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t hrough 3.

The disclosed invention relates to a nmultifunctiona
docunment processing systemthat has a facsimle node and a
conputer printer node.

Claim1 is the only independent claimon appeal, and it
reads as foll ows:

1. A nmultifunctional docunent processing system having a
facsimle node and a conputer printer node, including:

a printer, responsive to signals directed thereto to
produce an i mage on a sheet;

a user interface, allowng the selection of a printer
only node or a printer & facsim |l e node;

a facsimle circuit receiving facsimle transm ssions and
directing signals indicative thereof to the printer,
I ncl udi ng:
a facsimle nodem
a first controller

a facsimle job nenory, and

an external tel ephone Iine connection suitable to
receive facsimle transm ssi ons;

a printer circuit receiving signals froman externa
data source, including

a second controller, and

an external data communication line suitable to
recei ve
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print jobs;

a third controller, responsive to the user interface
selection of a printer only node or a printer & facsimle
node to prevent access to the printer by the facsimle
circuit when printer only node is sel ected, and
allowing first in, first out access to the printer by the
facsimle when printer & facsimle node is sel ected.

The reference relied on by the exam ner is:

“Delrina WnFax LITE User’'s Cuide,” Sixth Edition, June 1993,
pages 3-12 through 3-15 and 4-1 through 4-5.

Clains 1 through 3 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103
as bei ng unpat entabl e over the WnFax User’s GCui de.

Reference is made to the O fice Action (paper nunber 5),
the brief and the answer? for the respective positions of the
appel l ants and the exam ner.

CPI NI ON

The obvi ousness rejection of clainms 1 through 3 is
reversed.

W nFax gives a Wndows user the option of conbining the
out put of several applications (e.g., a piece created in

deskt op publishing, a word processed |letter, an order form

2 The grounds of rejection in the Answer inproperly refers
to nore than one prior Ofice Action. See Manual of Patent
Exam ni ng Procedure 8§ 1208(a) (6th ed., July 1998).
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into a single transmtted fax (pages 3-12 and 3-13). W nFax
requires a send and receive fax/nodem (page 4-1), and newy
received faxes are printed i medi ately upon reception (pages
4-1 and 4-4). The WnFax user can select an appropriate
printer on which to print received nessages (pages 4-4 and 4-
5), and, if desired, the WnFax user may view a display

i ndicating that a nessage has been received (page 4-4). A
W nFax fax may be received while working in other Wndows
applications (page 4-1). Al though the WnFax publication
states that the faxes are printed i medi ately upon receipt,
one can infer fromthe latter statenment that faxes nay be
stored while working in other applications. In any event,
WnFax states that it does not consunme additional system
menory (page 4-1).

W agree with the exam ner (paper nunmber 5, page 3) that
the “WnFax User’s Guide discloses . . . a docunent processing
system for receiving faxes, including the WnFax software, the
conputer running it, a fax nodem and a printer connected to
the conputer and responding to signals directed thereto to
produce a printed image.” W |ikew se agree with the exam ner
(paper nunber 5, pages 4 and 5) that it would have been
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to connect the fax
in WnFax to an external telephone Iine, and to connect the
comput er and printer connected to WnFax to an external data
communi cations line to receive print jobs. After all, it is
wel | known in the art that an E-mai | nessage sent to the
W nFax conputer will be printed by the printer. The

exam ner’ s concl usion (paper nunber 5, page 3) that in a
certain node “incom ng faxes are necessarily stored in a job
menory” is agreed to by appellants (Brief, page 10). W do
not, however, agree with any of the exam ner’s concl usions
(paper nunber 5, page 4) concerning the clained controllers,
particularly the third controller. Wndows and WnFax have a
controller or controllers, but no evidence in the record
supports the exam ner’s concl usion (paper nunber 5, pages 3
and 4) that a “third controller” controls WnFax when “the fax
nodem has no access to the printer.” 1In view of the |ack of
such evidence, we agree with the appellants (Brief, pages 11
and 12) that the obviousness rejection nust be reversed
because W nFax neither teaches nor woul d have suggested the
specifically clainmed functions perfornmed by the third

controller.
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DECI SI ON
The decision of the examner rejecting clains 1 through 3
under 35 U.S.C. § 103 is reversed.

REVERSED

STANLEY M URYNOW CZ, JR
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

BOARD OF PATENT
JAMES D. THOVAS APPEALS AND
Adm ni strative Patent Judge | NTERFERENCES

KENNETH W HAI RSTON
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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