The opinion in support of the decision being entered
today was not witten for publication in a | aw journal
and i s not binding precedent of the Board.
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ORDER REMANDI NG TO EXAM NER

On April 24, 2000, the exam ner entered a Final rejection of
claims 1-12, 14-25 and 33-38 (Paper No. 8). On page 4,
paragraph 6 of the Final rejection, the exam ner rejects clains
1-5, 15-25 and 33-38 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatent-
abl e over Caneron et al. (Caneron) in view of Kuo et al. (Kuo).
Subsequently, on Cctober 30, 2000, appellants filed an Appeal
Brief (Paper No. 14). On January 16, 2001, the exam ner entered
an Exam ner's Answer (Paper No. 15). On page 6, paragraph 5 of
the Answer, the exam ner rejects clains 2-5, 15-25 and 33-38

under 35 U.S.C. 8§ 103(a) over the sane conbi nati on of references
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stated above. It is not clear fromthe record whether the
exam ner has dropped the rejection of claiml1, or if the om ssion
of claim1 was due to an inadvertent error.

Accordingly, it is

ORDERED that the application is remanded to the exam ner
to clarify for the record the proper rejection of clainms on
appeal, notification to appellants in witing of the proper
rejection of clainms, and for such further action as nmay be
appropri ate.

It is inportant that the Board of Patent Appeals and
Interferences be informed pronptly of any action affecting the
status of the appeal (i.e., abandonnent, issue, reopening
prosecution).
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