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DECI S| ON ON APPEAL

Thi s appeal involves clains 48 through 55.

The disclosed invention relates to an i nage data
processi ng apparatus having an editing machi ne for processing
digital image data and for transferring the i nage data between
a plurality of nmenory cards and a plurality of external

devi ces.
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Caim48 is illustrative of the clained invention, and it
reads as foll ows:

48. An imge data processi ng apparatus having an editing
machi ne for processing digital imge data and transferring the
i mge data between a plurality of menory cards in which
digital image data is recorded and a plurality of externa
devices in which digital image data is recorded, said editing
machi ne conpri si ng:

a plurality of holding parts for holding said nenory
cards;

a plurality of connecting parts for respectively
connecting the plurality of external devices to the editing
machi ne;

first data processing neans for selectively reading the
digital image data fromsaid plurality of menory cards held by
said plurality of holding parts, conpressing the digital inmage
data by a discrete cosine transform system or expanding the
data by a reverse discrete cosine transformsystem and
transferring the data to said external devices connected to
said plurality of connecting parts;

second data processing neans for selectively reading said
digital image data fromsaid external devices connected to
sai d connecting parts, conpressing the digital inmge data by
the discrete cosine transformsystem or expandi ng the data by
the reverse discrete cosine transformsystem and transferring
the data to said nenory cards held in said holding parts; and

third data processing neans for selectively reading the
digital image data fromsaid nmenory cards held in said hol ding
parts, conpressing the digital imge data by the discrete
cosine transform system or expanding the data by the reverse
di screte cosine transformsystem and transferring the data to
the nenory cards other than said nmenory cards from which the
digital image data has been read out.
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The references relied on by the exam ner are:

Wer ni kof f et al. (Wernikoff) 3,751,582

7, 1973

VWalter et al. (Walter) 4,513, 390 Apr
1985

Keller et al. (Keller) 4,688, 106 Aug.
1987

Sato et al. (Sato) 4,887, 165 Dec.
1989

Sakata et al. (Sakata '114) 5,016,114 May
1991

Sakata et al. (Sakata '284) 5,105, 284 Apr
1992

Nakaj i ma 61-221820 Cct .
1986

(Japanese Patent Application)

Kawarmura et al. (Kawanura) 0 390 421 Cct .
1990

(Eur opean Patent Application)
Clainms 48 through 53 and 55 stand rejected under 35
U S C
8 103 as being unpatentable over Sato in view of Sakata ‘114
or Sakata ‘284, Walter, Nakajim or Keller and Kawanur a.
Claim 54 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being
unpat ent abl e over the references applied with respect to

clains 48 through 53 and 55 in further view of Wrnikoff.
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Reference is made to the briefs and the answer for the

respective positions of the appellants and the exam ner.
OPI NI ON

The obvi ousness rejection of clainms 48 through 55 is
reversed

We agree with the exam ner (Answer, pages 4 and 5) that
Sato di scl oses an i nage processing systemw th a detachabl e
editing apparatus. A portable inage reader (Figure 5) is
nmoved by hand over an original docunent to read i nage data
fromthe original docunent 35. The scanned inage data is
stored in nenory package 17 (Figures 1 and 3 through 5). W
i kewi se agree with the exam ner that an external device can
be connected to the output unit 4, and that Sato woul d
i nherently include connecting parts for connecting the
external unit to the inmage reader. W also agree with the
exam ner (Answer, pages 4 and 5) that control unit 10 is a
data processing neans, that input unit 3, control unit 10 and
connector 7 forman editing machine, and the “connector 7
connects the nenory card 17 with the editing machine (colum 7
lines 40-56 and see Figure 1),” and that the editing nachi ne,
t herefore, has holding parts for holding the nmenory card 17.
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The exam ner acknow edges (Answer, page 5) that Sato differs
fromthe clainmed invention “in that it fails to specifically
di scuss transferring the digital inmage data to and fromthe

menory cards while encodi ng and decodi ng the image data.”

I n appel l ants’ proposed findings of facts and concl usi ons
of law (Reply Brief, Appendix, page i), they argue: that each
of the clainms on appeal requires “a structure in which a
plurality of ‘nmenory cards’ can be attached to an i nage data

processi ng

apparatus having an ‘editing machine,” and in which data can
be transferred fromthe editing machine to be stored onto the
menory cards, and further such that data can be transferred
fromone nenory card to be stored onto another nmenory card”;
that “the device of Sato et al only operates so that data
scanned by an inmage sensor 12 in inmage reader 11 is stored in
menory package 17"; and that “[t] he Exam ner’s Answer has not
set forth any basis as to why one of ordinary skill in the art
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woul d nodi fy the device of Sato et al so that data can be

transferred fromone nenory package 17 to anot her nenory
package 17.” W agree with appellants’ argunents.

Wil e the Sakata references do teach “a magnetic card for
storing image data which is either read to the card or read
fromthe card through inage data interfaces” (Answer, page 5),
they do not, however, teach transferring i mage data from one
magnetic card to another nmagnetic card, and the exam ner has
not presented a |line of reasoning for transferring data in
Sato from one nenory package 17 to anot her nenory package 17

Wth respect to the teachings of Walter, we agree with
t he exam ner (Answer, page 5) that this reference teaches the
connection of a plurality of external devices to an inmage
processing system On the other hand, we agree with
appel l ants that Walter would not have suggested the transfer
of data from one nenory package 17 to anot her nenory package
17 in Sato.

The exam ner relied on Keller to teach data transfer to
and froma plurality of disk in parallel, and on Nakajima to

teach “the use of disks 7A and 8A to all ow accessing of two
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different sources of inage data" (Answer, page 6). Even if we
assunme for the sake of argunent that the exam ner is correct
that it would have been obvious to the skilled artisan to
apply the teachings of Keller or Nakajima to the teachings of
Sato “so that data fromnore than one source may be input and
the result recorded,” we nust neverthel ess agree with the
appel l ants that these teachings would not have suggested to
the skilled artisan that the i nage data on one nmenory package

17 shoul d be transferred to another nenory package 17 in Sato.

Al t hough Kawanura uses a discrete cosine transformation
codi ng techni que to conpress/expand i mage data in a canera,
Kawarmura, |i ke the other applied references of record, neither
t eaches nor woul d have suggested to the skilled artisan i mge
data transfer between two different nenory cards in an editing

machi ne.

The reference to Werni kof f was applied by the exam ner
(Answer, pages 7 and 8) to denonstrate that it is well known
in the art to store extension prograns in a nmenory cartridge
as required by dependent claim54. Wrnikoff is silent as to
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data transfer between two different nenory sources in an
edi ti ng machi ne.

In sunmary, we agree with appellants’ argunent (Reply
Brief, Appendix, page iii) that “[t]he subject matter of
Cl aims 48-55 woul d not have been obvious over the prior art
and the clained invention is, thus, not unpatentable under 35

UsS C § 103.”

DECI SI ON
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The decision of the exam ner rejecting clains 48 through

55 under 35 U.S.C. 8 103 is reversed.

REVERSED
JAMVES D. THOVAS )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )
)
)
)
) BOARD OF PATENT
KENNETH W HAI RSTON ) APPEALS
Adm ni strative Patent Judge ) AND
) | NTERFERENCES
)
)
)
STUART S. LEVY )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )
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