The opinion in support of the decision being
entered today was not witten for publication
and is not binding precedent of the Board.
Paper No. 9

UNI TED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFI CE

BEFORE THE BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS
AND | NTERFERENCES

Ex parte JACK A. BEUKENA

Appeal No. 2001-0243
Appl i cation No. 09/001, 285

ON BRI EF

Bef ore ABRAMS, STAAB, and McQUADE, Adm nistrative Patent
Judges.

McQUADE, Administrative Patent Judge.

DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

Jack A. Beukema appeals fromthe final rejection of
claims 1 through 20, all of the clains pending in the
appl i cation.

THE | NVENTI ON

The invention relates to an illum nated headrest for a
seat in a passenger vehicle. Representative clains 1, 8 and
13 read as foll ows:

1. An illum nated headrest assenbly conpri sing:
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a headrest having a | anp assenbly nounted to a rear
surface thereof, said | anp assenbly including a |ight source
for directing illumnation fromsaid headrest to allow a
person | ocated behind said headrest to read under | ow anbi ent
light conditions; and

means for noving said headrest froma first position,
generally co-planar with the back of a seat to which said

headrest is nmounted for directing illum nation toward an area
behi nd said headrest, to a second position generally
orthogonal to the plane of the seat for directing illumnation

onto the rear surface of the back of a seat to which it is
mount ed.

8. A vehicle seat assenbly including an illum nated
headr est conpri sing:

a vehicle seat having a seat and a seat back pivotally
nmounted to said seat, such that said seat back can be fol ded
forwardly over said seat, said seat back including a work
surface formed thereon;

a headrest having front and rear surfaces, said headrest
nmounted to said seat back and including a | anp assenbly
including a light source for directing illumnation therefrom
and

means for nmounting said headrest to said seat back for
nmovenent froma first position, generally co-planar with said
seat back for directing illumnation toward an area behi nd
said seat, to a second position for directing illum nation
onto said work surface of said seat back.

13. An illum nated headrest assenbly conprising:

a headrest having a recessed | anp housing nmounted to a
rear surface thereof;

a lanp assenbly including a Iight source nounted in said
housi ng for directing illumnation from said headrest; and
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a pivot nmount for noving said headrest froma first
position, generally co-planar with the back of a seat to which
said headrest is mounted for directing illum nation toward an
area behind said headrest, to a second position for directing
illumnation onto the rear surface of the back of the seat to
which it is nounted.

THE REFERENCES

The references relied on by the exam ner to support the

final rejection are:

Lobanof f 4,702,519 Cct. 27, 1987
Lu 5,713, 633 Feb. 3, 1998
Takei chi 6- 99773 Apr. 12, 1994

Japanese Patent Docunent?

THE REJECTI ONS

Clainms 1 through 4, 7 through 11, 13, 14 and 17 through 20
stand rejected under 35 U S.C. 8§ 102(e) as being anticipated by
Lu.

Clains 5, 6, 12, 15 and 16 stand rejected under 35 U S. C
8§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lu in view of Takeichi

Clainms 1 through 20 al so stand rejected under 35 U.S. C

8§ 103(a) as being unpatentabl e over Lobanoff in view of Lu.

1 An English language translation of this reference,
prepared on behalf of the United States Patent and Trademark
O fice, is appended hereto.
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Attention is directed to the appellant’s brief (Paper No.
7)2 and to the examner’s final rejection and answer (Paper
Nos. 5 and 8) for the respective positions of the appellant and

the examner with regard to the nerits of these rejections.

DI SCUSSI ON

|. The 35 U S.C. &8 102(e) rejection of clains 1 through 4, 7

through 11, 13, 14 and 17 through 20 as being anticipated by Lu

For purposes of this appeal, the appellant (see page 3 in
the brief) has grouped the clains rejected on this ground into
two groups: (a) clainms 1 through 4, 13, 14 and 17, and (b)
claims 7 through 11 and 18 through 20. In accordance with 37
CFR 8§ 1.192(c)(7), we have selected claim13 fromthe
first group and claim8 fromthe second group and shall decide

the appeal as to the 8§ 102(e) rejection on the basis of these

2 The “corrections” incorporated into the copy of clains
18 and 20 appended to the brief, which are explained in the
footnotes on the | ast page of the appendi x, have yet to be
formal |y proposed and entered. Consideration should al so be
given to correcting an apparent om ssion of wording in the
last line of claim1ll and a | ack of proper antecedent basis
for the term“said housing” in claim12.

4
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clainms alone. |In other words, clainms 1 through 4, 14 and 17
shall stand or fall wth claim 13 and clains 7, 9 through 11
and 18 through 20 shall stand or fall with claim8.

Lu di scloses a vehicle seat (see Figures 9 and 10)
conprising a seat cushion, a backrest 50 and a pill ow headrest
60, with the backrest being fol dable down onto the seat cushion
and the pill ow headrest being pivotable through an angle of *
90 degrees with respect to the plane of the backrest. A
chanber in the rear side of the backrest houses a gane set 73
and a chanber in the rear side of the pillow headrest houses a
TV set 72.

Anticipation is established only when a single prior art
ref erence discloses, expressly or under principles of
I nherency, each and every el enent of a clainmed invention. RCA

Corp. Applied

Digital Data Sys.., Inc., 730 F.2d 1440, 1444, 221 USPQ 385, 388

(Fed. Cir. 1984). It is not necessary that the reference teach
what the subject application teaches, but only that the claim
read on sonmething disclosed in the reference, i.e., that all of
the limtations in the claimbe found in or fully net by the

r ef er ence. Kal man v. Kinberly dark Corp., 713 F.2d 760, 772,
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218 USPQ 781, 789 (Fed. Cir. 1983), cert. denied, 465 U. S. 1026
(1984).

The appel |l ant submits that the Lu reference is not
anticipatory with respect to the subject matter recited in
clains 8 and 13 because it does not neet the limtations in
these clains pertaining to the “lanp assenbly.” O the
exam ner’s finding that Lu's TV set 72 responds to these
limtations, the appellant argues that a TV set is not a “lanp
assenbl y” as defined and described in the specification or
under any normal interpretation of this term

Duri ng patent examination clains are to be given their
br oadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the
underlying specification without reading limtations fromthe

specification into the clainms. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393,

1404- 05, 162 USPQ 541, 550-51 (CCPA 1969). Contrary to the
appel lant’s inplication, while the specification does describe
“lanp assenbly” 50 in sonme detail, it does not assign a fornmal
definition thereto. Hence, as enployed in clains 8 and 13, the
term“lanp assenbly” is to be given its broadest reasonabl e
interpretation consistent wwth the specification wthout

reading in limtations fromthe specification. As correctly
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poi nted out by the exam ner, the ordinary and accustoned
definition of the term®“lanp” is quite broad. For exanple,

Webster’s New Collegiate Dictionary (G & C. Merriam Co. 1977)

defines “lanp” as neani ng “any of various devices for producing
light or heat.” This definitionis entirely consistent with
the appellant’s specification and is certainly met by Lu's TV
set 72.

The appel l ant al so argues that Lu fails to neet the
limtation in claim13 requiring a “pivot nount” for noving the
headrest froma first position generally co-planar with the
back of the seat for directing illum nation toward an area
behi nd the headrest to a second position for directing
illum nation onto the rear surface of the back of the seat. As
expl ai ned above, however, Lu's TV set 72 is nounted in a
pi |l ow headrest 60 which is pivotable through an angle of %= 90
degrees with respect to the plane of its backrest. It is not
apparent, nor has the appellant cogently explained, why a TV
set so nounted does not constitute a light source which is
i nherently capable of directing illumnation in the manner
recited in claim13, as well as in claim@8, depending on the

orientation of the headrest.
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Thus, the appellant’s position that the subject matter
recited in clainms 8 and 13 di stingui shes over Lu is not
per suasi ve. Accordingly, we shall sustain the standing 35
US C 8§ 102(e) rejection of clains 8 and 13, and of clains 1
through 4, 7, 9 through 11, 14 and 17 through 20 which stand or
fall therewith, as being anticipated by Lu.

Il. The 35 U S.C. &8 103(a) of clainmse 5, 6, 12, 15 and 16 as

bei ng unpatentable over Lu in view of Takeich

As inplicitly conceded by the exam ner, Lu does not neet
the limtations in dependent clains 5, 6, 12, 15 and 16 calling
for the lanp assenbly to include a reflector for directing
i1lumnation downwardly at an angle of from 20E to 40E (cl ai ns
5 and 16), a fluorescent bulb (clains 6 and 15), and a
reflector for directing illum nation downwardly at an angl e of
about 30E (claim 12).

Takei chi discloses a reclinable vehicle seat 1 having an
i1lum nating device 8 nounted approxinately at the center of
the rear surface of backrest 5 for rotation between an “OFF”
position (see Figure 5) and an “ON’' position (see Figure 4).
The device includes a fluorescent |anp 15 di sposed within a

frame-1i ke housing 11-13.
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According to the exam ner, it would have been obvious to
one of ordinary skill in the art

to nodify the Lu device such that it had a reflected
[fluorescent] bulb as taught to be old by Takeich
t her eby providing the obvious advantage of increased
and steady lighting to the rear seat occupant.

To provide the reflector such that it is angled
30 degrees is considered to be an obvi ous choice
dependi ng upon the range of light desired [fina
rej ection, page 3].

In further explanation of this position, the exam ner
states

t hat

[t] he Takeichi reference is being applied as a
secondary reference only to teach the conventionality
of a [fluorescent] lanp on the rear of a vehicle seat
with areflector (see item11l in Fig. 6). The
primary reference to Lu teaches the conventionality
of angling the light em ssion at any desired angl e,
and al so teaches explicitly that “a plurality of
articles can be incorporated with the chanbers, for
exanple, a TV set” (col. 5, lines 4-5). Therefore,
to replace one electrical device with another, and in
particular to replace a TV set with a [fluorescent]

i ght woul d have been an obvi ous choice to one of
ordinary skill in the art since Lu provides clear
notivation which teaches a plurality of itens nay be
pl aced in the headrest chanber [answer, page 5].

Arguably, Takeichi would have suggested the addition of a
fluorescent light to Lu's backrest 50 in order to illumnate
the area behind the seat for reading. Cains 5 6, 12, 15 and

16, however, through their respective parent clains 1, 8 and
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13, require the lanp assenbly to be part of the headrest.
There is sinply nothing in the conbi ned teachings of Lu and
Takei chi whi ch woul d have suggested positioning a | anp assenbly
of the sort disclosed by Takeichi on Lu s pillow headrest 60,
either in conjunction with or in lieu of Lu s TV set 72.

Hence, we shall not sustain the standing 35 U.S.C. 8§
103(a) rejection of clains 5, 6, 12, 15 and 16 as being
unpat ent abl e over Lu in view of Takeichi.

I1l1. The 35 U.S.C. 8 103(a) rejection of clains 1 through 20 as

bei ng unpat ent abl e over Lobanoff in view of Lu

Lobanoff discloses a vanity mrror and reading |ight
assenbly for nounting on the rear side of a head restraint for
a vehicle seat. 1In general, each |ight assenbly includes a
lens 112, a reflector 114, a bulb socket/reflector 116, and a
conventional bulb 118 (see Figure 8 and colum 4, lines 5
through 17). As described by Lobanoff with reference to
Figures 1 through 3,

there is illustrated a head restraint 10 nounted on

the top of a vehicle front seat 11 and incorporating

a lighted vanity mrror assenbly 12 conprising an

open plastic receptacle 22 in which is disposed a

mrror housing 20 supporting a mrror 13, side lights

14, a light switch 15 and a cover 16 having a fabric

hi nge 17 and hook-and-|oop strips 18. Mating hook-
and-| oop el enments 19 di sposed on receptacle 22 retain

10
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cover 16 in its closed position. As best shown in

FIG 3, housing 20 is provided with pivota

extensions 21 at each end pivotally disposed in

suitabl e sockets in the ends of receptacle 22, which

is enbedded within the head restraint. Suitable

Wi ring 23 extends al ong the headrest nounting arm 24

for lights 14 operated by switch 15, which may be of

either the manual ly actuated slide type, or of the

pushbutton type responsive to cover opening and

cl osing control.

It wll be understood that tilting of the mrror
about a horizontal axis to any desired mrror

reflecting, or map reading, angle as illustrated at

25 in FIG 2, may be accommopdated by the pivota

mounting at 21 [colum 2, lines 32 through 52].

The exam ner acknow edges that Lobanoff’s head restraint
10 is not novably nounted to the back of seat 11 in the manner
requi red by independent clains 1, 8 and 13, but nonet hel ess
concludes that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary
skill in the art “to nodify the Lobanoff device such that the
headr est pivoted as taught to be old by Lu thereby providing
t he obvi ous advantage of greater angle versatility of the
headrest” (final rejection, page 4).

The only reason given by Lu for the adjustable connection
bet ween backrest 50 and pill ow headrest 60 is to allow the
entertai nment devices carried thereby to be conveniently
positioned for use (see, for exanple, colum 1, lines 51

t hrough 54; colum 5, lines 19 through 30; and colum 5, |ine

11
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65, through columm 6, line 4). Lobanoff’s vehicle seat carries
no such entertai nment devices, and the vanity mrror and
readi ng |ight assenbly which is carried thereby has its own
adjustability feature. In this light, it is evident that the
conmbi nati on of Lobanoff and Lu proposed by the exam ner rests
on i nperm ssi bl e hi ndsi ght.

Hence, we shall not sustain the standing 35 U.S.C. 8§
103(a) rejection of clainms 1 through 20 as bei ng unpatentabl e
over Lobanoff in view of Lu.

SUMVARY

The decision of the exam ner:

a) toreject clains 1 through 4, 7 through 11, 13, 14 and
17 through 20 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by
Lu is affirned;

b) toreject clains 5, 6, 12, 15 and 16 under 35 U.S. C
8 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lu in view of Takeichi is
reversed; and

c) toreject clains 1 through 20 under 35 U. S.C. § 103(a)

as bei ng unpat ent abl e over Lobanoff in view of Lu is reversed.

12
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No period for taking any subsequent action in connection
with this appeal may be extended under 37 CFR § 1.136(a).

AFFI RVED- | N- PART

JOHN P. McQUADE
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

NEAL E. ABRANS )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )

)

)

)

) BOARD OF PATENT
LAWRENCE J. STAAB ) APPEALS
Adm ni strative Patent Judge ) AND

) | NTERFERENCES

)

)

)

)

)

JPM gj h
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