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HAIRSTON, Administrative Patent Judge. 
 

DECISION ON APPEAL 

 This is an appeal from the final rejection of claims 1 through 22.  

 The disclosed invention relates to a method and system for automatically making 

corresponding changes to entities in a visual representation and cells in a spreadsheet. 

 Claim 10 is illustrative of the claimed invention, and it reads as follows: 

10. A method for corresponding a visual representation and a spreadsheet, said method 
comprising the steps of: 
 
identifying cells in the spreadsheet as data cells or calculation cells; 
 
identifying a collection of data entities and calculation entities for the visual 
representation; 
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corresponding the data cells to the data entities and the calculation cells to the 
calculation entities so that the visual representation and the spreadsheet have a 
functional equivalence; 
 
detecting changes in the cells of the spreadsheet and changes in the entities of the 
visual representation; and 
 
automatically changing the entities  in the visual representation to correspond to the 
detected changes in the cells of the spreadsheet and automatically changing the cells 
in the spreadsheet to correspond to detected changes in the entities in the visual 
representation so as to automatically maintain a functional equivalence between the 
visual representation and the spreadsheet. 
 

 The references relied on by the examiner are: 

Himmel et al. (Himmel)  6,041,360   Mar. 21, 2000 

Brandywine Software LLC, Spreadsheet x1NavigatorTM, Sept. 28, 2000, pages 1 through 9. 

 Claims 1 through 22 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

the Brandywine Software publication in view of Himmel. 

 Reference is made to the briefs and the answer for the respective positions of the 

appellants and the examiner. 

OPINION 

 We have carefully considered the entire record before us, and we will reverse the 

obviousness rejection of claims 1 through 22. 

 Brandywine displays entities in a visual representation that correspond to cells of a 

spreadsheet (pages 4 and 7). 

 The appellants agree with the examiner that “Brandywine does not teach or suggest 

automatically making a change to a visual representation based on changes made to a  
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spreadsheet, and automatically making changes to the spreadsheet based on changes made to  

the visual representation” (brief, page 7; answer, page 4).  The appellants additionally agree with 

the examiner that “Himmel discloses a method for automatically updating an internet bookmark 

that is used to access a webpage by detecting changes in the webpage data” (brief, page 8; 

answer, page 4).  Appellants argue (brief, page 11) that “automatically updating a dynamic 

bookmark in a web browser is completely different and unrelated to maintaining a functional 

equivalence between a spreadsheet and a visual representation of the spreadsheet.”  We agree.   

In summary, the obviousness rejection of claims 1 through 22 is reversed because the 

teachings of the applied references neither teach nor would have suggested to one of ordinary 

skill in the art that any changes made to the spreadsheet are automatically shown in the visual 

representation, and that any changes made to the visual representation are automatically shown  

in the spreadsheet. 

DECISION 

 The decision of the examiner rejecting claims 1 through 22 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a)  

is reversed. 
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REVERSED 
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