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TH'S OPINILON WAS NOT WRI TTEN FOR PUBLI CATI ON

The opinion in support of the decision being entered today
(1) was not witten for publication in a |law journal and
(2) is not binding precedent of the Board.

UNI TED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFI CE

BEFORE THE BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS
AND | NTERFERENCES

Ex parte YOSH KI TSUJI HASHI ,
HI SASH MATSUMOTO and
KAZUH RO YAMAZAKI

Appeal No. 95-4452
Appli cation 08/094, 925

ON BRI EF

Bef ore URYNOW CZ, THOMAS and FLEM NG, Admi ni strative Patent
Judges.

THOMAS, Adm ni strative Patent Judge.

ON REQUEST FOR REHEARI NG

! Application for patent filed July 22, 1993. According to appellants,
this application is a continuation of Application 07/730,679, filed July 16
1991.
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This is a decision on rehearing of our original decision
of Novenber 17, 1998, wherein we reversed rejections of the
clains on appeal under 35 U S.C. 88 102 and 103 and instituted
a rejection of all clains on appeal under the second paragraph
of 35 U.S.C. §8 112. Appellants' request for reconsideration
of January 19, 1999 is therefore considered a request for
rehearing of that rejection.

Appel lants only specifically request reconsideration of
our rejection of clains 14 through 16. In light of the
positions set forth in this request for rehearing, including
appel l ants' correlation of the subject matter of clainms 14
through 16 to the disclosed invention, the rejection is hereby
w thdrawn only as to these clains. As such, we hereby renmand
this application for the exam ner's consideration of whether
or not to institute new art rejections of clainms 14 through 16
on the same, additional or different prior art in accordance
Wi th our discussion set forth in the mddle of page 6 of our
ori gi nal opinion.

| nasnuch as appel |l ants' request for rehearing does not
ask for a rehearing or reconsideration of our rejection of
claims 2 through 9 and 11, appellants have therefore inpliedly
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wi t hdrawn from appeal these clains or otherw se inpliedly
cancelled them Since they have not been formally w thdrawn
from appeal or formally cancelled, the rejection of them under

35 U.S.C. §8 112, second paragraph, remains.
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In view of the foregoing, our previous decision is hereby
nodi fi ed, appellants' request is granted-in-part and the
application is remanded to the exam ner only for consideration
of the disposition of clainms 14 through 16.

GRANTED- | N- PART AND REMANDED

STANLEY M URYNOW CZ, JR
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

JAMES D. THOVAS BOARD OF
PATENT
Adm ni strative Patent Judge ) APPEALS AND
) | NTERFERENCES
)
)
M CHAEL R. FLEM NG )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )
JDT/ cam
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