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not witten for publication in a law journal and (2) is not binding
precedent of the Board.
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This is a decision on appeal fromthe final rejection of
claims 1 through 10, all of the clains pending in the

appl i cation.

The invention is directed to an apparatus for inputting
handwitten information. Reference is nade to representative
i ndependent claim 1, reproduced as follows, for an
under st andi ng of the instant invention:

1. A handwritten information input apparatus conprising:

a pen for inputting character information by handwiting;

a tablet traceable by said pen and adapted for detection
of the trace information inputted by said pen;

a display unit provided under said tablet for displaying
an i mage visibly through said tablet;

a first area defined on said tablet for inputting the
trace informati on by said pen;

a first area of said display unit superinposed with said
first area of said tablet displaying characters generated by
pattern recognition of trace information witten in said first
area of said tablet;

a second area defined on said display unit for displaying,
In response to operation of a control key, characters witten
in said first area and for erasing, in response to operation of
said control key, said characters fromsaid first area of said
di splay unit;



Appeal No. 1996-1275 Page 3
Application No. 08/229, 058

and a controller for displaying a desired character in
said first area on said display unit copied fromsaid second
area when said pen is dragged on a portion of said tabl et
corresponding to said desired character displayed in said
second area.

The exam ner relies on the follow ng references:

Kuzunuki et al. (Kuzunuki) 4, 860, 372 Aug. 22,
1989
Skl ar ew 4,972, 496 Nov. 20,
1990

Clainms 1 through 10 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as

unpat ent abl e over Skl arew in view of Kuzunuki .

Reference is nade to the briefs and answer for the

respective positions of appellant and the exam ner.

OPI NI ON

W reverse.

W agree with the exam ner’s analysis of Sklarew as it

applies to the instant independent clainms up to a point. That

is, it is clear that Skl arew di scl oses a handwitten
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i nformati on i nput apparatus that conprises a pen for inputting
character information by handwiting and a tablet traceable by
the pen. Sklarew al so discloses a display under the tablet for
di spl aying an i mage visibly through the tablet. As pointed out
by the examiner, with reference to Sklarew s figures 12 A-G
the clainmed first area for inputting the trace information by
the pen is shown, for exanple, in Figure 12C wherein “98" is
handwitten on the [ine in the window. Further, as indicated
by the exam ner, the clainmed “first area of said display unit
superinposed with said first area of said tablet...” may be
read as the black area, shown in Figure 12E, for exanple, where
a character “98" is shown inserted based on the handwitten
“98" and recogni zed as such by pattern recognition. Also, the
cl ai med “second area” nmay be the area shown in Figure 12C, for
exanpl e, wherein “0.0" is shown and then replaced by “98" in

Figure 12G after touching the “insert” Dbl ock.

However, while the exam ner urges that the [ ast part of
i ndependent claim 11, limtations which appear in the other
I ndependent clains, is also disclosed by Sklarew, it is here

that we disagree with the exam ner
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Appel | ant argues, at page 4 of the principal brief, that
the handwitten characters in Sklarew do not appear in the sane
area in which they are entered by handwiting, appearing,

instead, in a separate box.

Wth regard to the handwitten characters appearing in the
sanme area in which they are entered by handwiting, it is
uncl ear what | anguage in claim1l describes this. |In any event,
while “98" arguably appears in a separate box above the
handwitten”98" in Figures 12E and F of Sklarew, it is not
unreasonabl e, in our view, to hold that both of these
characters are “in the sane area” as they both appear in the
wi ndow opened up by touching the pen to the desired spot for
entering data. Thus, we do not find this argunment by appel | ant

to be persuasive.

However, when it cones to the “controller for
di spl aying...” language of the clainms, we find ourselves in
agreenent with appellant that this is not suggested by Skl arew
and the addition of Kuzunuki does not renedy the deficiency of

Sklarew in this regard.
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Applying Sklarew to the instant claimlanguage, keeping in
mnd the examner’s interpretation of the “first area,” the
“first area of said display unit” and the “second area” as it

relates to Sklarew, we proceed as follows:

VWhat is required is a “controller for displaying a desired
character in said first area on said display...” That is,
Skl arew nust di splay a character in the handwitten area, on
the line in the window shown in figures 12A-G  Per haps one
could say that the handwitten “98" is such a desired
character. However, the claimgoes on to require that this
desired character appearing in the first area of the display
nmust be “copied fromsaid second area when said pen is dragged
on a portion of said tablet...” It is clear that this would
require touching the pen to the displayed “98" shown in
Skl arew s Figure 12G and draggi ng the “98" character back to
the line in the window of Figure 12C, for exanple. Cearly,
Skl arew does not nove characters in this manner or in this
direction. Thus, while Sklarew s device pernmts novenent of
characters fromthe window to the final destination to be

di spl ayed on the spread sheet, Skl arew does not contenpl ate
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noving in the other direction, dragging the character in the
spread sheet back to the wi ndow in which characters are

handwri tten.
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Accordingly, we will not sustain the rejection of clains 1

t hrough 10 under 35 U. S.C. 103.

The exam ner’'s decision is reversed.

REVERSED
ERRCL A. KRASS )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )
)
)
)
) BOARD OF PATENT
M CHAEL R FLEM NG ) APPEALS
Adm ni strative Patent Judge ) AND
) | NTERFERENCES
)
)
)
STUART N. HECKER )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )

EAK/j | b
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