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Bef ore HAI RSTON, LEE, and TORCZON, Adninistrative Patent Judges.

HAI RSTON, Adnini strative Patent Judge.

DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of clains 1

through 18. 1In a first Arendnent After Final (paper nunber 9),

! Application for patent filed May 17, 1993.
1
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clains 4 through 6 were anended, and in a second Anendnent After
Fi nal (paper nunber 14), clains 4 through 6, 9 and 10 were
amended.

The disclosed invention relates to an indicator |anp.

Claimlis illustrative of the clainmed invention, and it
reads as foll ows:

1. An indicator conprising:

an indicator |lanp having a | anp case which is |ight-
transm ssive to light emtted by at |east one light-emtting
el ement on one side of the |l anp case, said | anp case bei ng made
froma material through which a light indication of said at |east
one light-emtting elenment is easily visible w thout being
inpaired by the reflection of anbient light froma surface on
anot her side of the | anp case;

a signal lanp conprising said at |least one light-emtting
el emrent |located within said | anp case; and

a display unit nutually integrated with said signal |anp for
di splaying information related to light emtted by said signal

| anp.
The reference relied on by the exam ner is:

McLaughlin et al. (MLaughlin) 4,975, 694 Dec. 4, 1990
Claims 1 through 18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 8 103 as

bei ng unpat ent abl e over MLaughl i n.
Reference is made to the briefs and the answer for the
respective positions of the appellants and the exam ner.

OPI NI ON
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We have carefully considered the entire record before us,

and we wi Il reverse the obviousness rejection of claim1 through

18.

According to the exam ner (Answer, pages 3 and 4):

McLaughlin teaches a signal lamp (i.e., the visual

alert nmeans 26 or the backlight neans 30) conprising a
light-emtting elenment within the casing and a displ ay
unit nutually integrated with the signal |anp for

di splaying information related to light emtted by the
signal lanp (see fig 1-3). It is inherent that the
case of the lanp has to be light transm ssive or
otherwi se, the |lanp would not serve as illum nating
purpose. It would al so have been obvious that the | anmp
case woul d have been nade froma material through which
a light indication of the at |east one light-emtting
element is easily visible wthout being inpaired by the
reflection of anbient [ight froma surface on anot her
side of the lanp case, since by conmmobn sense in |anmp
case design practice, doing so, the optical quality
such as brightness, etc.. of the indicating visual
signal s conveyed through the | anp case can be i nproved
t han ot herw se.
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Appel l ants argue (Brief, pages 9 and 10) that:

An indicator according to the invention conprises
"a lanp case which is light-transm ssive to the |ight
emtted by at |east one light-emtting el ement on one
side of the |anp case.” The lanp case is further
defined as "being made froma material through which a
[ight indication of said at |east one light-emtting
elenment is easily visible." Cains 1 and 4 to 6 al so
state that the light indication is easily visible
"W t hout being inpaired by the reflection of anbient
light froma surface on another side" of the | anp case.

It is submtted that McLaughlin fails to suggest
an indicator having a | anp case as set forth in clains
1 and 4 to 6. The Exam ner has failed to identify any
| anp case or body of an indicator which suggests the
clainmed | anp case or body. Instead, the Exam ner
all eged that the properties of the | anp case woul d have
been obvious. The Exam ner's reasons for obviousness
are that a |l anp case has to be light transm ssive and
that it is comon design practice to have light from
one side easily visible without being inpaired by
reflections on the other surface. Wile these
properties may have been desirable, the Exam ner has
not provi ded any suggestion as to why the clained
mat eri al woul d have been obvi ous.

We agree with the exam ner that a casing of sone sort is
probably needed in MLaughlin (Figure 3) for the red light LED 62
and the green light LED 64 to operate together to produce yell ow
l[ight. On the other hand, we do not agree with the exam ner
(Answer, page 4) that it would have been obvious that "the | anp
case woul d have been nade froma material through which a Iight
indication of the at least one light-emtting elenent is easily

vi sible without being inpaired by the reflection of anbient |ight
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froma surface on another side of the lanp case, . . . ." Such
| anmp casing material is neither taught by nor would it have been
suggested by McLaughlin. Wthout evidence that it is commonly
known to use a lanp casing material that does not reflect anbient
light fromanother side of the |anp casing, the appellants are

correct that the exam ner has not established a prima facie case

of obvi ousness (Brief, page 10). The obviousness rejection of
claims 1 through 18 is reversed because all of the clains on

appeal require such a |anp casing nmaterial.
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DECI SI ON
The decision of the exam ner rejecting clains 1 through 18
under 35 U. S.C. 8§ 103 is reversed.

REVERSED

KENNETH W HAI RSTON
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

BOARD OF PATENT
JAMVESON LEE

Adm ni strative Patent Judge APPEALS AND
| NTERFERENCES

Rl CHARD TORCZON
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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