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DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

This is a decision on appeal fromthe final

rejection of claims 1, 2, 11 and 12. dains 3-10 and 13-24
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have been indicated by the exam ner as being directed to

al |l owabl e subject matter.

The invention pertains to a multiple purpose
comuni cation systemas set forth in representative
i ndependent claim 1, reproduced as foll ows:

1. Apparatus for integrating comunication functions,
i nformati on storage and processing functions, and control
functions, conprising:

a plurality of electrical circuits for comrunicating
i nformation, including a processor and an associ ated nenory
for executing comuni cation, control, and infornmation prograns
and applications with the electrical circuits;

a m crophone for entering information into the apparat us;

a speaker for receiving information fromthe apparat us;

an interactive visual display for providing an interface
bet ween the apparatus and a user of the apparatus;

a receptacle for installing at | east one of a plurality
of interchangeabl e application nodules into the apparatus;

each application nodule having an electrical circuit for
executing conmuni cati on prograns and applications in
cooperation with the electrical circuits of the apparatus; and

voi ce recognition neans for activating sel ected
comuni cati on prograns and applications.

The exam ner relies on the follow ng references:
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Schnars et al (Schnars) 4,797,924 Jan. 10,
1989
Takagi et al (Takagi) 5, 335, 273 Aug. 2,
1994
Thonpson et al (Thonpson) 5, 335, 276 Aug. 2,
1994

Sharp El ectronics, “Wzard, The Gft of Organization” (1992)

Clains 1 and 2 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as
unpat ent abl e over Takagi in view of Sharp and Schnars. d ains
11 and 12 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as unpatentable
over Takagi in view of Sharp.

An obvi ousness-type doubl e patenting rejection agai nst
clainms 1-24, entered as a new ground in the answer, was | ater
w t hdrawn by the exam ner in response to a term nal disclainer
filed by appellants.

Reference is made to the briefs and answer for the
respective positions of appellants and the exam ner.

CPI NI ON
Anmong ot her things, each of independent clains 1 and 11

requi res “each application nodul e having an electrical circuit
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for executing comuni cation prograns and applications in
cooperation with the electrical circuits” of either the
apparatus [claim 1] or the comuni cation device [claim11].
The exam ner finds this claimlimtation to be net by the
separate cal cul ator or clock nodul es of Takagi. W disagree.
There is no teaching in Takagi to suggest that the
di scl osed cl ock and cal cul at or nodul es are anythi ng but
separate units nerely placed in a conpartnent on the tel ephone
apparatus to give the tel ephone extra functional capabilities.

Takagi does not

suggest that these nodul es are interconnected with any
el ectrical circuits in the nmain body of the tel ephone in any
manner. To suggest that the nodul es are anything but wholly
contained units in and of thensel ves which are nerely pl aced,
alternatively, in a conpartnment of the |arger device anounts
to mere specul ation.

Now it should be noted, and appell ants recogni ze, that
while the cal cul ator and cl ock nodul es of Takagi are not

interconnected to any circuitry in the body of the tel ephone,
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there is a third enbodi nent which includes an opti cal
connection whereby data froma tel ephone nodule is transferred
to the main body. This, however, does not necessarily suggest
electrical circuits of the nodule being “in cooperation” with
el ectrical circuits of the apparatus. But, Takagi also

di scl oses a fourth enbodi nent whereby a tel ephone nmenorandum
nodul e 76 has a nmal e connector 82 adapted to engage a fenmal e
connector 74 of nmenmber 72. Now, appellants contend that
“nowher e does Takagi teach or suggest that fenale connector 74
and mal e connector 82 are electrical connectors” and

appel  ants conclude that Takagi’'s disclosure relates only to
“structural connectors” [reply brief-page 5]. W disagree
with that assessnent because Figure 20 of Takagi, taken
together with the description, at colum 7, lines 32-39, that
femal e connector 74 on nounting nenber 72 is connected through

a

flexible printed wiring board 94 to the printed wiring board
provided in the body 2, so that data can be transmtted from

t he tel ephone menorandum nodul e to the body 2, is a clear
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indication, to us, that there is an electrical connection
bet ween the nodul e and the main body.

However, even though Takagi may show an el ectri cal
connection between the main body and the nodul e, the instant
clainms still require that the electrical circuit of the nodule
execut e communi cati on prograns and applications in cooperation
with the electrical circuits of the apparatus. The exam ner’s
rejection provides no showing of this limtation in any of the
appl i ed references nor does the exam ner cone to grips with
the question as to why it would have been obvious to nodify
t he applied references.

Since the nodul e nust be capabl e of executing
comuni cation prograns and applications, the nodul e nmust have
a processor. There is no indication that the tel ephone
menor andum nodul e of Takagi has such a processor nor is it
seen that such a nmenorandum nodul e for nerely passing data
woul d require such a processor. It is likely that the
cal cul at or nodul e of Takagi has its own processor but this
nodul e i s not disclosed as being, in any way, electrically

connected to the apparatus. But even if the nodul e of Takagi
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had its own processor and was electrically connected to

the apparatus, the clains still require that the nodul e’ s

el ectrical circuit execute conmuni cation prograns and
applications (a function not suggested by Takagi or any other
applied reference) and, noreover, that it do so “in
cooperation with the electrical circuits” of the apparatus, or
communi cation device. The electrical circuits of the
apparatus nust al so have a processor. There is clearly no
indication in Takagi that both the main body of the tel ephone
and the nodul e have processors nor does it seemeven |ikely

t hat Takagi woul d even need a processor in each of the main
body and the nodule in view of the rather sinple and nundane
functions described by Takagi, i.e., transfer of data froma

t el ephone nenorandum nodule to the main body. In any event,
there clearly is no disclosure or suggestion in Takagi, or in
any other applied reference, for processing circuitry in each
of the main body apparatus and the nodul e whereby there is
interaction between the two such that an electrical circuit in

t he nodul e executes comruni cation prograns and applications in
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cooperation with the electrical circuits of the apparatus or
conmuni cati on devi ce.
Accordingly, we hold that the exam ner has not

established a prima facie case of obvi ousness of the instant

cl ai med subject matter and we will not sustain the rejection
of clains 1, 2, 11 and 12 under 35 U. S. C. 103.
The exam ner’s decision is reversed.

REVERSED

ERROL A. KRASS )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

BOARD OF PATENT
JERRY SM TH

Adm ni strative Patent Judge APPEALS AND
| NTERFERENCES

PARSHOTAM S. LALL
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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