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DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

This is a decision on the appeal under 35 U.S.C. § 134
fromthe examner’s rejection of clains 29-48. Cains 1-28
have been cancel ed, and cl ains 49-52 stand w thdrawn from
consideration as being directed to a nonel ected invention. An
anmendnent after final rejection was filed on June 30, 1997 and

was entered by the exam ner.
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The di sclosed invention pertains to a slider
suspensi on assenbly for a data-recording disk file, and nore
particularly, to an inproved slider suspension assenbly and to
a method for nmechanically and electrically attaching the
slider to the suspension.

Representative claim29 is reproduced as foll ows:

29. A head gi nbal assenbly conpri sing:

a | oad beam

a flexure coupled to said | oad beam

an integrated cable forned at |east partially within said
| oad beam al ong the length thereof, said integrated cable
having a dielectric layer and a plurality of conductors

di sposed upon said dielectric |ayer;

a slider mounted to said flexure having a plurality of
conductive pads di sposed along a sel ected edge thereof;

a loop within said integrated cable of a radius
sufficient to cause said integrated cable to overlie said
sel ected edge of said slider; and

at | east one aperture within said dielectric layer within
said | oop of said integrated cable overlying said plurality of
conductive pads such that said plurality of conductors are in
el ectrical contact with said plurality of conductive pads.
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The exam ner relies on the follow ng references:
C(berg (Qoerg ' 094) 4,819, 094 Apr. 04, 1989
Oberg (Cberg ' 833)! 2,193, 833 Feb. 17, 1988

(UK appl ication)

Clainms 29, 33, 39 and 43 stand rejected under 35
UusS C
§ 102(b) as being anticipated by the disclosure of Cberg ' 094
or Cberg '8332. Cainms 30-32, 34-38, 40-42 and 44-48 stand
rejected under 35 U . S.C. 8 103. As evidence of obviousness
t he exam ner offers Qberg

Rat her than repeat the argunments of appellant or the
exam ner, we make reference to the briefs and the answer for
the respective details thereof.

CPI NI ON
We have carefully considered the subject matter on

appeal, the rejections advanced by the exam ner and the

! This reference is referred to as Hut chi nson Technol ogy
in the exam ner’s answer.

2 Since Oberg '094 and Oberg ' 833 disclose essentially
the same subject nmatter, we will sinply refer to Qherg as
designating Oberg ' 094 or Cberg ’833.
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evi dence of anticipation and obvi ousness relied upon by the
exam ner as support for the rejections. W have, |ikew se,
revi ewed and taken into consideration, in reaching our

deci sion, the appellant’s argunents set forth in the briefs
along with the examner’s rationale in support of the
rejections and argunents in rebuttal set forth in the

exam ner’ s answer.

It is our view, after consideration of the record
before us, that Oberg does not support the rejection of any of
clainms 29-48. Accordingly, we reverse.

Appel I ant has indicated that for purposes of this
appeal the clainms will all stand or fall together as a single
group [brief, page 3]. Consistent with this indication
appel  ant has nade no separate argunents with respect to any
of the clains on appeal. Since there are two different
rejections before us, appellant’s grouping will be accepted as
a representation that all the clains within each rejection

will stand or fall together. Note In re King, 801 F.2d 1324,

1325, 231 USPQ 136, 137 (Fed. Cir. 1986); In re Sernaker, 702

F.2d 989, 991, 217 USPQ 1, 3 (Fed. Cir. 1983). Accordingly,
we w il only consider the rejections against a single claim
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fromeach separate rejection as representative of all the
cl ai ms on appeal .

We consider first the rejection of clains 29, 33, 39
and 43 under 35 U. S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by the
di scl osure of Oberg. Anticipation is established only when a
single prior art reference discloses, expressly or under the
princi ples of inherency, each and every elenent of a clained
invention as well as disclosing structure which is capabl e of

performng the recited functional limtations. RCA Corp. V.

Applied Digital Data Systens. Inc., 730 F.2d 1440, 1444, 221

USPQ 385, 388 (Fed. Cir.); cert. dism ssed, 468 U S 1228

(1984); WL. CGore and Associates, Inc. v. Garlock, Inc., 721

F.2d 1540, 1554, 220 USPQ 303, 313 (Fed. Gr. 1983), cert.

denied, 469 U.S. 851 (1984).

Wth respect to representative, independent claim 29,
t he exam ner indicates how he reads the claimon the
di scl osure of (Oberg [answer, pages 3-4]. Appellant argues
that there is no disclosure in Cberg of conductive pads
di sposed al ong a sel ected edge of the slider and an aperture
within a dielectric layer which is overlying said plurality of
conductive pads and connected as recited in claim?29. The
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exam ner responds that conductive pads are notoriously well
known and are necessarily included on the slider for
connection to the two conductors [answer, pages 5-6]. The
exam ner al so responds that the point where the conductors
exit the insulation is an aperture in the dielectric |ayer as
recited in the claim[id., pages 6-7].

The exam ner has failed to establish a prima facie

case of anticipation because the exam ner has ignored certain
| anguage of the claim Specifically, claim29 recites that a

plurality of conductive pads are disposed along a selected

edge of the slider. Although we agree with the exam ner that
el ectrical connection between the conductors and the slider in
Qberg nmust be present, there is no requirement in Cberg or any
di sclosure that the electrical connection is along a sel ected
edge of the slider. |In fact, the drawi ngs of Cberg appear to
show t he conductors and the dielectric entering the interior
of the slider assenbly. W agree with appellant that the
conductors of Oberg may “traverse a substantial portion of the
body of slider 202 before being electrically coupled to a
plurality of conductive pads” [reply brief]. Thus, the

exam ner has failed to denonstrate the presence of conductive
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pads in Cberg located as recited in the clained invention.

Since the conductive pads of the clainmed invention are
not di sclosed by Cberg, the clainmed | ocation of the aperture
in the dielectric is also not disclosed by Cberg regardl ess of
whet her the examner’s definition of aperture nmakes any sense.
Since all the limtations of clainms 29, 33, 39 and 43 are not
present within the disclosure of OQberg, the anticipation
rejection of these clainms is not sustained.

We now consider the rejection of clainms 30-32, 34-38,
40-42 and 44-48 under 35 U.S.C. 8 103. This rejection is
based on the exam ner’s erroneous finding of anticipation as
di scussed above. Therefore, the exam ner has also failed to

establish a prima facie case of obviousness. Accordingly, we

al so do not sustain the obviousness rejection of these cl ains.

In summary, we have not sustained any of the
examner’s prior art rejections based on Oberg. Therefore,
the decision of the exam ner rejecting clains 29-48 is
reversed

REVERSED
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