The opinion in support of the decision being entered today was not
witten for publication and is not binding
precedent of the Board.
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ON BRI EF*

Bef ore KRASS, LALL, and GROSS, Adninistrative Patent Judges.
GROSS, Adnini strative Patent Judge.

DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

This is a decision on appeal fromthe exam ner's final
rejection of claims 1 through 12, which are all of the clains
pending in this application.

Appel lant's invention relates to a video signal recording
apparatus in which the read control signal for reading the

video signal stored in nmenory is synchronized with a tim ng

! W observe that on Septenber 29, 2000 (paper no. 23),
appellant filed a waiver of the oral hearing set for Novenber
15, 2000.
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signal relating to the driving state of the recordi ng neans.
Caimlis illustrative of the clained invention, and it reads
as foll ows:

1. A video signal recording apparatus for recording a
vi deo signal on a recording nedium conpri sing:

menory neans for storing said video signal at atinme in
accordance with a wite control signal

synchroni zi ng separating neans for separating a
synchroni zing signal from said video signal

wite control signal generating nmeans for generating said
wite control signal in response to said synchronizing signal

recordi ng nmeans for recording said video signal read out
fromsaid nenory neans on said recordi ng nedi um

timng signal generating nmeans for generating a timng
signal relating to a driving state of said recordi ng neans;
and

read control signal generating neans for generating a
read control signal used to read said video signal stored in
said nenory neans at a tine synchronized with said timng
si gnal .

The prior art references of record relied upon by the

exam ner in rejecting the appeal ed cl ai ns are:

Shimzu et al. (Shim zu) 4,649, 438 Mar .
10, 1987

Yoshi oka et al. (Yoshioka) 4,916, 553 Apr. 10,

1990

Kanot a 5,212, 600 May 18,

1993
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Yanada 5,293, 274 Mar. 08,
1994

Claims 1, 2, and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 8§ 102(b)
as being anticipated by Yoshi oka.

Clainms 3 through 9 stand rejected under 35 U . S.C. § 103
as being unpatentable. As evidence of obviousness the
exam ner offers Yoshioka in view of Yamada, with the addition
of Shimzu for claim7 and the addition of Shim zu considered
with "official notice" for clains 8 and 9.

Clains 10 and 12 stand rejected under 35 U S.C. § 103 as
bei ng unpat ent abl e over Yoshi oka in view of Kanot a.

Ref erence is nmade to the Exam ner's Answer (Paper No. 11
mai |l ed April 15, 1996) for the exam ner's conplete reasoning
in support of the rejections, and to appellant's Brief (Paper
No. 10, filed February 21, 1996) and Reply Brief (Paper No.

12, filed June 13, 1996) for appellant's argunents
t her eagai nst .
CPI NI ON

We have carefully considered the clains, the applied

prior art references, and the respective positions articul ated

by appellant and the exam ner. As a consequence of our
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review, we wll affirmthe anticipation rejection of clains 1,
2, and 11 and the obviousness rejections of clainms 3 through
9, but reverse the obviousness rejection of clains 10 and 12.

The only limtation argued by appellant for claim1lis
"read control signal generating neans for generating a read
control signal used to read said video signal stored in said
menory neans at a tinme synchronized with said timng signal."
Al'l agree that Yoshioka discloses a timng signal relating to
a driving state of the recording neans and a read start signal
synchroni zed with the timng signal. However, appellant
explains (Brief, page 8) that in Yoshioka' s device "the pul se
val ue of read start pulses RS ... is latched at each pul se
occurrence of read clock pulses CP, and the | atched value, if
a pulse is latched, operates to reset the address in counter
404." Appel l ant then concludes that "the read address signal
(i.e., the output of counter 404) is synchronized with read
clock pulses CP, and not with read start pulses RS." W
di sagr ee.

In Figure 7, Yoshioka shows read start pulses (Fig. 7f)
synchroni zed wth the read address controller output (Fig. 7i)
and also with the tach pulses, or the timng signal relating
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to the driving state of the recording nmeans. Thus, in our
view, Figure 7 indicates that the read address signal is
synchroni zed wwth the timng signal.

The exam ner states (Answer, page 4) that since Yoshi oka
di scl oses that the read start pul ses are synchronized with
both the tach pul ses and the read cl ock pul ses CP,, and the
read control signal is synchronized with the read cl ock pul ses
CP,, the read control signal is also synchronized with the
tach pul ses. Appellant, on the other hand, argues (Reply
Brief, page 3) that although the read start pul ses are
initially synchronized with the rotary heads, when they becone
synchroni zed with the read clock pulses CP, by the latch
circuit, the output of the latch circuit (i.e. the read
control signal) is only synchronized with read cl ock pul ses
CP,. However, as explained above, Figure 7 of Yoshioka
evi dences that the read control signal is synchronized with
both the read start and the tach pulses. Accordingly, we wll
affirmthe anticipation rejection of clainms 1 and 2.

Claim1ll recites a step of generating a read control
signal in accordance with the timng signal. Thus, the nethod
step of claim 1l parallels the device Iimtation discussed
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above for claim1l. Accordingly, we wll affirmthe
anticipation rejection of claim1l for substantially the sane
reasons set forth above regarding the rejection of claiml.
As to clainms 3 through 9, although the exam ner added
Yamada (for rejecting clainms 3 through 6) and further added
Shimzu (for rejecting clains 7 through 9), appellant (Brief,
page 10) rests all argunments upon the all eged deficiency of
Yoshi oka. Since we have found Yoshi oka to contain the
contested limtation, and appellant provides no argunents
concerning the applicability of the additional references, we
wll affirmthe obviousness rejections of clains 3 through 9.
On the other hand, as to clains 10 and 12, we agree with
appel lant (Reply Brief, page 4) that the conbination of
Yoshi oka and Kanota would not yield a read control signal
generated only froma timng signal. Yoshioka generates the
read control signal fromthe read cl ock pul ses and the read
start signal (which is synchronized with the timng signal).
Kanota generates a read control signal froma clock signa
fromreference oscillator 7, which is different fromthe
clainmed timng signal. Accordingly, neither reference
suggests generating the read control signal fromonly the
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recited timng signal. Therefore, we will not sustain the
obvi ousness rejection of clainms 10 and 12.

CONCLUSI ON

The decision of the examner rejecting clains 1, 2, and
11 under 35 U.S.C. 8§ 102(b) is affirnmed. The decision of the
exam ner rejecting clains 3 through 9 under 35 U.S.C. 8 103 is
affirmed. The decision of the exam ner rejecting clains 10
and 12 under 35 U.S.C. 8§ 103 is reversed.

No time period for taking any subsequent action in
connection with this appeal may be extended under 37 CFR
8§ 1.136(a).
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