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 |aw journal and
(2) is not binding precedent of the Board.
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Bef ore URYNOW CZ, FLEM NG and CARM CHAEL, Adm nistrative Patent
Judges.

CARM CHAEL, Adm nistrative Patent Judge.

DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of Cains 1-

5, which constitute all the clains remaining in the application.

1 Application for patent filed May 12, 1993.
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Caim1l is the only independent claimand reads as
fol |l ows:

1. In adisc drive for the storage of conputer files
wherein the files are stored along data tracks on data surfaces
of a plurality of rotating discs by data heads supported
proxi mately the data surfaces by an actuator positionable with
respect to the discs to radially position the data heads on the
data surfaces;

wherein the data tracks are organi zed into concentric
cylinders each including a servo track defined by a servo pattern
prerecorded on a dedicated servo surface of one of said discs;

and wherein the disc drive conprises servo neans,
i ncluding a servo head supported on the actuator proximte the
dedi cated servo surface, for positioning the actuator so as to
position the servo head in relation to the servo tracks, whereby
the servo neans can be operated to nove the servo head to a
sel ected servo track and subsequently position the servo head in
relation to the selected servo track to position the data heads
inrelation to the data tracks;

a nethod for followng a selected data track on a
sel ected data surface by the data head proximate the sel ected
data surface conprising the steps of:

selecting an optimumtrack on the dedi cated servo
surface for positioning the selected data head in relation to the
data tracks on the selected data surface by positioning the servo
head in relation to the optinmumtrack on the dedi cated servo
surface, wherein the optinmumtrack is displaced fromthe servo
track in the cylinder containing the selected data track by a
track offset conprising a predeterm ned nunber of track spacings
that will conpensate for m salignnment between the selected data
head and the servo head that exceeds a track spacing;

nmovi ng the servo head to the optimumtrack;
and subsequently positioning the servo head with

respect to the optinumtrack to displace the servo head fromthe
optimumtrack in accordance with a predeterm ned thernal
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calibration relation that will conpensate for m salignnents
bet ween the data and servo heads and tracks that are | ess than a
track spacing.

The exam ner’s Answer cites the following prior art:

Kenny et al. (Kenny) 4,918, 972 Apr. 24, 1990
Satoh et al. (Satoh) 5, 270, 885 Dec. 14, 1993
OPI NI ON

Clains 1-5 stand rejected under 35 U S.C. §8 103 as
bei ng unpat ent abl e over Satoh in view of Kenny.

The examner’s rejection is based on the finding that
Sat oh accounts for msregistration between a data head and a
servo head by logically renunbering the data tracks based on an
opti mal servo track. Examner’s Answer at 4. Appellants argue
that Satoh’s renunbering operation does not involve the relative
| ocations of data and servo heads. Appeal Brief at 35. W agree
wi th Appell ants.

Satoh is concerned about track m salignnment while
seeking a honme cylinder, colum 2, lines 59-69, and the exam ner
relies on this in finding a concern with track m salignnment while
shifting (renunbering) the home cylinder. However, Satoh shifts
the hone cylinder to avoid unusable tracks, not to conpensate for

track msalignment. Wen shifting the hone cylinder for the
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servo head, Satoh also shifts the hone cylinder for the data
heads. Colum 6, |ines 29-66.

Therefore Sat oh does not relate to the recited step of
selecting an optimumtrack “wherein the optimumtrack is
di spl aced fromthe servo track in the cylinder containing the
sel ected data track by a track of fset conprising a predeterm ned
nunber of track spacings that wll conpensate for m salignnent
bet ween the selected data head and the servo head.” The
secondary reference to Kenny does nothing to conpensate for that
shortcom ng of Satoh

CONCLUSI ON
The rejection of Clains 1-5 is not sustained.

REVERSED

JAMVES T. CARM CHAEL
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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