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This is a decision on appeal fromthe final rejection of

claims 1-12, all of the pending clains.
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The invention is directed to an electronic nai
notification system and net hod whereby the originator of the
el ectroni c nmessage is given isochronous confirmation of
recei pt of that nessage. More particularly, isochronous data,
as enployed in the instant disclosure, is video or digital
audi o data that is tine-dependent. Therefore, the originator
of the electronic nessage is notified of receipt of that
nessage when the recipient has accessed the i sochronous data
for a predefined duration of tine.

Representati ve i ndependent claim11 is reproduced as
fol |l ows:

1. A conputer inplenmented nmethod of notifying an
originator of a distribution having a plurality of isochronous
obj ects therein when a predefined duration of time has el apsed
during which said i sochronous objects are accessed by a
recipient in a data processing system conpri sing:

creating the distribution having the plurality of
i sochronous objects by the originator in said data processing
system

speci fying an access rel ationshi p between each of said
plurality of isochronous objects by said originator and
transmtting said distribution containing said access
relationship to said recipient in said data processi ng system
and

nmoni toring access of said plurality of isochronous

obj ects by said recipient based on said access relationship
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and transmtting a confirmation notice to said originator when

said predefined duration of tine is satisfied.

The exam ner relies on the follow ng references:

Ckumura et al. (Okunura) 5, 293, 250 Mar. 08, 1994
Johnson et al. (Johnson) 5, 325, 310 Jun. 28, 1994

Clains 1-12 stand rejected under 35 U. S.C. 103 as
unpat ent abl e over Ckurura in view of Johnson.
Reference is nade to the brief and answer for the

respective positions of appellants and the exam ner.

OPI NI ON

W reverse.

An inportant feature of the instant invention, recited in

each of the independent clains, is the notification to an

ori ginator “when a predefined duration of tinme has el apsed

duri ng which said i sochronous objects are accessed by a

recipient” [claiml1l] or “when a recipient has naintained

access to the nessage for a predefined period of tinme duration

of access for the nessage” [claim8]. The distribution
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contai ning the nmessage is nonitored when the distribution is
accessed by the recipient and the tinme duration of access is
tracked. This is brought out in claiml and, in nore detail,
in claimS8.

The exam ner relies on Gkunura for teaching the clained
subject matter but for “details about specifying an access
rel ati onship between a plurality of objects within the nessage
and nonitoring the tinme duration of access based upon the
access relationshi p” [answer-page 4]. The exam ner then
relies on Johnson for an electronic mail system which
specifies the access relationship between a plurality of
objects within a nessage, concluding that it would have been
obvi ous to conbi ne these teachings to arrive at the clai ned

subject matter.

We di sagree. Okunura is concerned with giving the
reci pient a signal, based on instructions fromthe origi nator
of the nessage, as to the urgency of the nessage. The “tine”
references within the disclosure of Okunmura refer to possibly
i ncreasing the frequency of a flashing signal or varying a
notice pattern until the receiver notices the nail-receive.
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The reference nakes no nention or suggestion of nonitoring a
time duration related to how long a tine period has el apsed
during which a recipient has accessed the nessage. Wile it
may be said that Okunmura is concerned with the tinme period
bet ween the origination of the nessage and its opening by a
recipient, the reference is not concerned with the period of
time after the recipient has opened the nessage.

Johnson is of no help in providing for this deficiency of
kunura. Johnson is concerned only with requiring a specific
response froma recipient when an electronic mail object is
opened and prohibiting a further selected action by the
reci pient until such specific response is forthcom ng.
Johnson is not concerned with nonitoring the recipient’s
access to the object and transmtting a confirmation to the
ori gi nator when a predefined duration of tinme has been

sati sfi ed.

Accordingly, we hold that the exam ner has failed to

establish a prima facie case of obviousness with regard to the

i nstant cl ai ned subject natter.
The exam ner’s decision rejecting clains 1-12 under
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35 U S.C. 103 is reversed.

REVERSED

KENNETH W HAI RSTON
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

BOARD OF PATENT
APPEALS AND
| NTERFERENCES

ERROL A. KRASS
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

M CHAEL R FLEM NG
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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FELSVAN BRADLEY VADEN GUNTER & DI LLON, LLP
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