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DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

This is a decision on appeal fromthe exam ner's fina
rejection of clains 2 through 32, which are all of the clains
pending in this application.

Appellant's invention relates to an i mage form ng appar at us,
or printer, with an inproved feed nechanism Claim26 is
illustrative of the clainmed invention, and it reads as foll ows:

26. An image form ng apparatus, conprising:

a sensitive body on which a toner image is forned,

a transfer device, disposed opposite to the sensitive body,
that transfers the toner inmage to a sheet;
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a transfer device cover which covers the transfer device,
t he cover including a downstream portion on which the sheet is
fed fromthe transfer device; and

a plurality of first guide nenbers disposed at the
downstream portion of the transfer device cover.

The prior art references of record relied upon by the
exam ner in rejecting the appeal ed cl ains are:

Tsuchiya et al. (Tsuchiya) 5,477,314 Dec. 19, 1995
Asada et al. (Asada) 5,584, 475 Dec. 17, 1996

Clainms 2 through 32 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as
bei ng unpat ent abl e over Asada in view of Tsuchiya.

Reference is nade to the Exam ner's Answer (Paper No. 14,
mai | ed Septenber 12, 2000) for the exam ner's conpl ete reasoni ng
in support of the rejections, and to appellant's Brief (Paper No.
13, filed June 26, 2000) and Reply Brief (Paper No. 16, filed
Novenber 13, 2000) for appellant's argunents thereagainst.

OPI NI ON

We have carefully considered the clains, the applied prior
art references, and the respective positions articul ated by
appel l ant and the exam ner. As a consequence of our review, we
wi Il reverse the obviousness rejection of clains 2 through 32.

We turn first to i ndependent claim 26, which appears to be
the broadest claim Caim26 requires, in pertinent part, first
gui de nenbers "di sposed at the downstream portion of the transfer

devi ce cover." The exam ner (Answer, pages 3-4) refers to the
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el ement above Asada's transfer roller 8 as the cover and the tip
of that elenent as a guide nenber. The exam ner, however,
recogni zes (Answer, page 4) that Asada fails to teach a plurality
of gui de nenbers and, thus, turns to Tsuchiya. Tsuchiya,
according to the exam ner (Answer, page 4), teaches plural guide
menbers at elenent 38. The exam ner concludes (Answer, page 4)
that it would have been obvious to use plural guide nenbers in
Asada' s device because it "would have all owed the sheet separated
fromthe surface of the sensitive body to be conveyed snoothly
and reliably along a path,” one of the objectives of Tsuchiya's

i nvention.

As pointed out by appellant (Brief, page 14), Tsuchiya
teaches (colum 8, lines 48-50) that the purpose of ribs 38 is to
al l ow t he paper to convey snoothly "w thout com ng into contact
with the groundi ng plate nenber 30 through the openings 40."
Asada has no such groundi ng pl ate nmenber nor openi ngs through
whi ch the paper would cone in contact with the grounding plate
menber on or around the cover to the transfer roller. Therefore,
we find no notivation in the references to conbine the ribs of
Tsuchiya with the transfer device cover in Asada. Consequently,
we cannot affirmthe rejection of claim26 nor of its dependents,

clainms 2 through 15, 27, and 28.
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Claim?29 also recites plural guide nenbers, but "at the case
adj acent to the outlet,” wherein the case "accommodates the
phot osensitive nenber and the transfer nenber." For the clainmed
case, the examner relies upon "the case surrounded by the letter
28, 10, 21, 22, 13, 6, 4 of fig. 1" which he admts (Answer, page
7) fails to include plural guide nenbers. Again the exam ner
turns to the disclosure of Tsuchiya. Simlar to above, Asada
fails to include a groundi ng plate nenber and openi ngs through
whi ch the paper would cone in contact with the grounding plate
menber at the clainmed |location (which for claim29 would be at
the case adjacent the outlet). Therefore, we cannot sustain the
rejection of claim?29 nor of its dependents, clains 30 through
32.

Lastly, independent claim 16 requires two sets of guide
menbers with one set being offset fromthe other set. The
exam ner relies upon Asada's cover above el enent 8 for one
gui di ng device and the upper cover surface 13 of the entry port
for the second guiding device. Again the exam ner (Answer, page
11) admts that Asada fails to disclose plural guide nenbers for
each gui ding device and, thus, turns to Tsuchiya. As stated
supra, we find no notivation in the references to conbine the
ribs of Tsuchiya with Asada's transfer device cover (which the

exam ner relies upon for the first guiding device). W find the
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same problemw th the exam ner's proposed nodification of cover
surface 13, the all eged second guiding device. Wth no teaching
of plural guide nenbers for each of the guiding devices, the
references clearly cannot teach or suggest the offset between the
first and second guiding devices. Therefore, the exam ner has
failed to neet each and every elenent of and, thus, to establish
a prima facie case of obviousness for claim16 and its
dependents, clains 17 through 25. Consequently, we cannot
sustain the rejection of clains 16 through 25.

CONCLUSI ON

The decision of the exam ner rejecting clains 2 through 32
under 35 U.S.C. § 103 is reversed.
REVERSED
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Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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