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 | aw journal and
(2) is not binding precedent of the Board.
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ON BRI EF

Bef ore HAI RSTON, BARRETT and CARM CHAEL, Admi nistrative Patent
Judges.

CARM CHAEL, Adm nistrative Patent Judge.

DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

1 Application for patent filed Septenber 28, 1993.
According to appellants, this application is a continuation of
Application 07/798, 183 fil ed Novenber 26, 1991, now abandoned.
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This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of clains
1-4, which constitute all the clainms remaining in the
appl i cation.

Caim1l reads as foll ows:

1. A magnetic recording and reproduci ng apparat us
havi ng a drum around which a nmagnetic tape i s wound,
conpri si ng:

a rotary head nounted on said drumfor helically
scanni ng said nagnetic tape so as to reproduce an information
signal recorded on said magnetic tape;

current anplification nmeans di sposed inside said
drum near said rotary head for anplifying a current
representing the reproduced information signal to produce a
first reproducing signal;

| ower band suppression neans di sposed inside said
drum for suppressing | ow frequency conponents of said first
reproduci ng signal to produce a second reproducing signal;

vol tage anplification neans di sposed inside said
drum for anplifying a voltage representing said second
reproduci ng signal to produce a third reproducing signal;

a rotary transfornmer having a primary w ndi ng
di sposed inside said drumfor receiving said third reproducing
signal, and a secondary w ndi ng di sposed outside said drum for
supplying said third reproduci ng signal received at said
primry w ndi ng; and

| ower band enphasi s neans di sposed outside said drum
for enphasi zing said | ow frequency conponents suppressed by
said | ower band suppression neans in said third reproducing
signal supplied fromsaid secondary winding of said rotary
transfornmer to produce a fourth reproduci ng signal.
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The Exam ner’s Answer cites the following prior art:

Sato et al. (Sato) 4,500, 932 Feb. 19, 1985

Hi gur ashi 4,562, 492 Dec. 31,

1985

Phi li pps 5,051, 847 Sep. 24, 1991
OPI NI ON

Claims 1, 2, and 4 stand rejected under 35 U S.C. 8§
103 as unpatentable over Philipps in view of Higurashi. Caim
3 depends fromclaim1l and stands rejected under 35 U S.C. §
103 as unpatentabl e over Philipps in view of Higurashi as
applied to claim1, further in view of Sato.

The exam ner proposes to add Hi gurashi’s | ower band
suppressi on and enphasis neans to the inside of Philipps’
drum However, the proposed conbi nati on does not produce the
clained invention. The clains recite a nagnetic recordi ng and
reproduci ng apparatus having | ower band suppressi on nmeans
inside a drum and a conplenentary | ower band enphasi s neans

outside the drum The exam ner’s conbi nati on woul d pl ace the

suppressi on neans and the enphasis neans both inside the drum
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We are unable to identify any suggestion for placing
t he suppression nmeans inside the drumwhile placing the
enphasi s neans outside the drumas recited.

Thus, the rejections will not be sustained.

CONCLUSI ON

The rejections of clainms 1-4 are not sustai ned.

REVERSED

KENNETH W HAI RSTON )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )
)
)
)
LEE E. BARRETT ) BOARD OF
PATENT
Adm ni strative Patent Judge APPEALS AND
| NTERFERENCES

JAMES T. CARM CHAEL
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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