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The invention pertains to a display device. 1In
particular, the display is suppressed for a pradetermined period
of time after turning on the power supply until the display data
is made definite. Further, in order to compensate for different
possible data sources which use intrinsic freguencies which are
different from each other, a single clock signal is converted to
one of several different frequencies in response to an external
clock selection signal so as to coordinate the operating
frequency of the display device with that of the input
information.

Representative independent claim 1 is reproduced as
follows:

1. A display device, comprising:

a plurality of display elements to be driven
gelectively or simultaneously;

gtorage means for storing display data to be displayed
by said display elements;

a storage control means for generating a display
inhibition signal for a predetermined period of time from
turning-on of a power supply till said display data of said
storage means is made definite; and

a display driving control means for breaking supply of

a driving current to said display elements when said storage
control means is generating said display inhibition signal.

The examiner relies on the following references:

Kondo 4,278,974 Jul. 14, 1981
Miesterfeld et al. 4,739,323 Apr. 19, 1988
{Miesterfeld)
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Claims 1 through 4 and 7 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C.
102 (b) as anticipated by Kondo. Claims 5 and 6 stand rejected.
under 35 U.S.C. 103. As evidence of ohvigusness, the examiner
cites Kondo with regard to claim 6, adding Miesterfeld with
regard to claim 5.

Rather than reiterate the arguments of appellants and
the examiner, reference is made to the brief and answer for the
respective details thereof.

OPINION

We wilil not sustain either the rejection of claims 1
through 4 and 7 under 35 U.8.C. 102(k) or the rejection of claims
5 and 6 under 35 U.S5.C. 103.

Turning to independent claim 1, we agree with the
examiner rthat Kondo discloses a display device having a plurality
of display elements to be driven and a storage means for storing
display data to be displayed. We also agree that Kondo has a
storage control means for generating a display inhibition signal
and a display driving contrcl means (the drive to the Y-
eleccrodes is inhibited while information to be stored is being
stored) . However, instant claim 1 also requires that the display
inhibition signal be generated "for a predetermined period of

time from turning-on of a power supply till said display data of

said storage means is made definite.”




Appeal No. 95-1617
application 07/984,674

There is nothing within the four corners of Kondo which
mentions anything about inhibiting display for a period of time
"from turning-on _ef a power supply..." o

Tt is true that Kondo discloses inhibition signals S
and T, as pointed cut by the examiner. However, as seen in
Kondo’'s Fig. 6, the signals S and T start at a zero level and dc
not rise above this level until some finite time after any power
is turned on. Compare this with the instant claimed invention
where the inhibiticn signal IP in Figure 1 gtarts out at a low
level at power turn-on and, until IF reaches the proper level to
turn on AND-gate 40, the pre-driver 34 will not permit operaticn
of the display driving circuit 28. Whereas the inhibit signals
in Konde must be high in order to inhibit display, the inhibit
signal, IP, in appellants’ invention, as claimed, must be low,
the display being enabled when signal IP is high. Thus, the
instant claimed invention generates a display inhibit signal "for
a predetermined pericd of time from turning-on eof a power
supply..." Since it appears that the signals 8 and T in Kondo do
not act to blank the display in Kondo until some time after power
turn-on and the examinexr contends that the blanking occurs at
power turn-on, without support from the disclosure of Kondo, the
examiner’s position amounts to mere speculation. We will not

sustain an anticipation rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) based on

gpeculation.
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Since we do not sustain the rejection of claim 1 under
35 U.8.C. 102(b) as anticipated by Kondo, we also do not sustain
the rejection of claim 2, dependent t+hereon, on the same ground.
Turning now to independent claim 3, this claim

requires, inter alia, a weclock frequency converting means...for

converting a frequency of said clock signal in responge to an

external clock selection signal..." [emphasis ours}. From pages

3 and 8 of the answer, it appears that the examiner considers the
output of oscillator 10 of Kondo to be the claimed "external
clock selection signal.”

Initially, we note that the signal supplied from
Kondo‘s oscillator 10 is not an nexternal” clocking signal.
However, to the extent that it may be considered gsuch, there is
clearly no "selection' associated with this signal. The examinex
never comes to grips with the ngelection” aspect of the claimed
clocking signal and we are unclear as to the examiner’'s position
with regard to what makes the signal from Kondo's oscillator 10 &
vgalection signal."

Accordingly, since an anticipating reference must show
each and every claimed elehent, we will not sustain the rejection
of independent claim 3 under 35 U.g.Cc. 102(b) nor will we sustain
the rejection of its dependent claims 4 and 7 on this ground.
Further, we will not sustain the rejection of claim 6 under 35

.8.C. 103 in view of Kondo since the examiner has not presented

~h-
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any reason why it would have been obvious to make the output of
Kondo's oscillator 10 an "external clock selection signal.” -

N With regard to claim 5, we will not sustain the

rejection of this claim under 35 U.S.C. 103 for the reasons
supra. The addition of Miesterfeld does not provide for the
deficiencies of Kondo.

The examiner’s decision rejecting claims 1 through 4
and 7 under 35 U.3.C. 102{b} and rejecting claims 5 and & under

358 U.8.C. 103 is reversed.

REVERSED

. FRSTON )
Administrative Patent Judge )

)
ERROL A. KRASS
Administrative Patent Judge

)

)

)

. }
ST ot
)

)

BOARD OF PATENT
APPEALS AND
INTERFERENCES

JAMES T. CARMICHAEL
Administrative Patent Judge




Appeal No. 35-1617
Application 07/984,674

Brumbaugh, Graves, Donohue & Raymond
30 Rockefeller Plaza
New York, NY 10112




