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The opinion in support of the decision being entered
today (1) was not witten for publication in a | aw
journal and (2) is not binding precedent of the
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McKELVEY, Senior Adm nistrative Patent Judge.

Deci sion on appeal under 35 U S.C. § 134
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! Application for patent filed April 17, 1995. The real party in interest is

Ceneral Electric Conpany.
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Upon consi deration of applicant's BRI EF ON APPEAL

(Paper 18), the EXAM NER S ANSVER (Paper 19) and the entire
record, it is

FOUND, on this record, that a person having ordi nary
skill in the art would have believed that determ nation would
have been unpredi ctable as to which inorgani c phosphorus
reagent mght be suitable for use in the Jaquiss pol yester-
pol ycar bonat e conposition for the purpose of neutralizing
residual catalyst remaining after the pol yester and/or
pol ycarbonate is nmade (see Jaquiss, col. 3, Table 1) and it is

FURTHER FOUND, on this record, that as recently as
1990 the prior art reveals that "[a]n extensive search
[ woul d have been necessary to find] *** a material useful for
stabilizing *** [residual] catalyst” remaining in polysiloxane
pol yners (Beck, col. 3, line 60 to col. 4, line 1), and it is

STI LL FURTHER FOUND, on this record, that the prior
art, as a whole, does not provide a sufficient teaching,
suggestion, reason or notivation to use any silyl phosphate or
m xture of silyl phosphates described by Beck and/or Petersen
for the purpose of neutralizing residual catalyst which nay be

present in a pol yester-polycarbonate conpositions,
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accordingly it is therefore

ORDERED t hat the exam ner's rejection of clains 1-5,
7-20 and 22-24 as being unpatentable under 35 U . S.C. § 103(a)
over Jaquiss in view of Beck and Petersen is reversed and it
IS

FURTHER ORDERED t hat the exam ner's rejection of
claims 1-5, 7-20 and 22-24 as bei ng unpat ent abl e under
35 U.S.C. 8 103(a) over Jaquiss in view of Beck and Petersen
taken further with Woton is reversed.

REVERSED

FRED E. McKELVEY, Seni or
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

RI CHARD E. SCHAFER
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

BOARD OF PATENT
APPEALS AND
| NTERFERENCES

JAMESON LEE
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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cc (via First Class mail):

Li - Hua Luo, Esg.

GE PLASTI CS

One Pl astics Avenue
Pittsfield, MA 01201



