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written for publication in a law journal and is not binding precedent
of the Board.
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GROSS, Adnini strative Patent Judge.

DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

This is a decision on appeal fromthe exam ner's final
rejection of claim1, which is the only claimpending in this
appl i cation.

Appel lants' invention relates to a conputer systemfor
nmoni toring tel ecomunication switches in which the status of

t he tel econmuni cation swtches is displayed and the display
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can be configured by the operator. Caim1l is illustrative of
the clainmed invention, and it reads as foll ows:

1. A conputer systemfor nonitoring a plurality of
t el ecommuni cation switches in a tel ecommuni cati ons network
conpri si ng:

i nput means for receiving network events consisting of
al arns and nessages reporting a failure froma

t el ecommuni cation switch in the tel ecommuni cations

net wor k;

di spl ay neans for graphically presenting, using icons,
only the highest existing severity level of said network
events for an individual telecomunications switch, and
presenting diagnostic routines executing for said

t el ecomuni cations swtch for curing the said failure of
t he tel econmuni cati ons switch;

wherein the presentation of the display neans is
dynam cal |y confi gurabl e.

The prior art references of record relied upon by the
exam ner in rejecting the appeal ed cl ains are:
Welch et al. (Welch) 5,319, 363 Jun. 07
1994
(filed Aug. 20, 1992)

Appel lants' Admitted Prior Art as disclosed on page 1, line 14
to page 2, line 20 of the specification (APA)

Claim 1l stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being
unpat ent abl e over APA in view of Wl ch.
Ref erence is nade to the Exam ner's Answer (Paper No. 13,

mai | ed August 26, 1996) for the exam ner's conpl ete reasoning
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in support of the rejection, and to appellants' Brief (Paper
No. 12, filed April 22, 1996) and Reply Brief (Paper No. 18,
filed October 28, 1996) for appellants' argunents
t her eagai nst .
OPI NI ON

We have carefully considered the clains, the applied
prior art references, and the respective positions articul ated
by appellants and the exam ner. As a consequence of our
review, we wll reverse the obviousness rejection of claiml.

At the outset, we note that it is unclear to us how the
exam ner proposes to conbine the two systens. However,
assum ng arguendo that the two systens can be conbi ned, the
conbination still fails to yield the clainmed invention.

The claimrequires "presenting, using icons, only the
hi ghest existing severity level of said network events." The
exam ner refers to colum 1, lines 63-66, as evidence that
Vel ch di scloses displaying only the highest severity |evel.
However, the cited portion of Welch nerely states that in the
prior art only certain types of information could be
di spl ayed, such as information related to the heart. The

cited portion does not suggest that only the highest severity
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| evel is displayed. Wl ch does disclose (colum 11, |ines 24-
26) that "the display of icons for inactive bedsides can be
suppressed to reduce the nunber of icons presented to the
user." Thus, Welch does suggest that icons that do not
present significant information should be elim nated.

However, nowhere does Wl ch teach or suggest elimnating al
but the nost severe conditions fromthe display. 1In fact, in
Wel ch's system to correctly nonitor a patient's status, the
nurses would need to see at least all levels of alarm not
just the nobst severe.

Further, claiml recites that alarnms report a failure
froma tel ecomruni cation switch and that the display presents
"di agnostic routines executing ... for curing the said failure
of the telecommunications switch.”™ In Wlch, alarnms report a
failure in the patient. The user controls operations of the
device in response to the alarnms. Thus, although the display
is interactive, the user does not cure the failure (i.e., of
the patient) reported by the alarm the user only adjusts the
device. Furthernore, there is no suggestion in Wlch to
report an alarmif a device fails nor to run a diagnostic

routine to cure a failure of the device. Therefore, the
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conbi nation of the admtted prior art and Welch fails to neet
every limtation of the claim Accordingly, we cannot sustain
the rejection.

CONCLUSI ON

The decision of the exam ner rejecting claim1 under
35 U.S.C. 8 103 is reversed.

REVERSED
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