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DECISION ON APPEAL 
 

A. Statement of the Case 

This is a decision on appeal by an Appellant under 35 U.S.C. § 134(a) 

from a final rejection of claims 11-20.  We have jurisdiction under 35 U.S.C. 

§ 6(b). 
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References Relied on by the Examiner 

 

Castaño   US 5,964,546  Oct. 12, 1999 
Rixen    WO 00/34670  Jun. 15, 2000 

 
The Rejection on Appeal 

 Claims 11-20 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over WO 00/34670 in view of Castaño.1

 

B. Issue 

 Has the Appellant shown error in the rejection of claims 11-20.  
 

C. Summary of the Decision 

 The Appellant has not shown error in the rejection of claims 11-20. 

 

D. Findings of Fact  

 1. The invention relates to a T-link of two profiled sections 

comprising a connector having two elongate clamping jaws that can be 

transversely clamped by a fixation element.  (Spec. 1:3-5.) 

 2. Claim 11 is the sole independent claim and is reproduced 

below: 

  11. A T-link of two profiled sections, comprising: 
 

a first profiled section having an end face provided with an 
inner cavity, wherein the inner cavity has more than two inner webs 
extending parallel to a longitudinal direction of the first profiled 
section and distributed uniformly about an inner circumference 

                                           
1  The obvious-type double patenting rejections of claims 11-20 have 
been withdrawn by the Examiner (Supp. Ans. 3:1-7.)   
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of the inner cavity, wherein the inner webs are positioned 
diametrically opposite one another; 
 

a second profiled section having an outer surface provided with 
undercut grooves;  

 
a connector comprising a first and a second elongate clamping 

jaws with pliers-shaped ends; 
 
the connector having an insertion end opposite the pliers-

shaped ends; 
 

the connector further comprising a fixation element, wherein 
the fixation element is configured to act on the clamping jaws for 
transversely clamping the clamping jaws such that the pliers-shaped 
ends close; 

 
wherein the pliers-shaped ends of the clamping jaws of the 

connector engage the undercut grooves of the outer surface of the 
second profiled section and wherein the insertion end is inserted into 
the cavity; 

 
wherein the first clamping jaw has first longitudinal edges and 

the second clamping jaw has second longitudinal edges, the first and 
second longitudinal edges extending between the pliers-shaped ends 
and the insertion end, respectively; 

 
wherein the first longitudinal edges face the second longitudinal 

edges, respectively, and the first and second longitudinal edges facing 
one another define together a shape that is complementary to a shape 
of the inner webs; 

 
wherein the first and second clamping jaws positive-lockingly 

clamp the inner webs transversely between the first and second 
longitudinal edges when the fixation element is actuated so that the 
connector is secured in the longitudinal direction of the first profiled 
section and the first profiled section is positive-lockingly secured 
against spreading loads acting in a plane of the inner webs clamped 
between the clamping jaws.  (App. Br. 17, Claims Appendix) 
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 3. WO 00/36470 discloses a T-link of two profile bars.         

(Rixen 1:7.) 2

4. In WO 00/36470, the link comprises two elongate clamping 

jaws extending into a hollow cavity of one of the profile bars and clamp 

inner webs located within that profile bar.  (Rixen 1:7-14.) 

 5. WO 00/36470 discloses that clamping jaws 6 must securely 

grip the clamping strips 73 of inner webs 10 contained within a profile bar 4.  

(Rixen 13:21-23.) 

 6. WO 00/36470 discloses that the inner webs are arranged 

diametrically opposite each other so that the clamping jaws embrace two of 

the inner webs at a time.  (Rixen 2:31-37.) 

 7. WO 00/34670 further discloses that the clamping jaws should 

be centered on the inner webs as positioning of the jaws too far onto one 

inner web may cause them to fail to grip the other inner web adequately.  

(Rixen 6:66 to 7:6.) 

8. The Examiner found WO 00/34670 to be admitted prior art and 

determined that document to disclose substantially all of the elements of 

claim 11.  (Supp. Ans. 4:9 to 5:22.)   

9. As to the missing elements, the Examiner determined (Supp. 

Ans. 6:1-3): 

However, the admitted prior art does not disclose a T-Link 
wherein the clamping jaws have coupling ribs and the inner 

 
2 US Patent No. 6,505,453 issued January 14, 2003 to Rixen et al. 
(“Rixen”) is relied upon by the Examiner as an English translation of the 
WO 00/34670 document.  The Appellant does not dispute that Rixen is an 
accurate English translation of that WO document.  When discussing WO 
00/34670 in this decision, the references to column and line numbers refer to 
the US patent to Rixen. 
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webs have coupling grooves engaging the coupling ribs which 
are complementary.  
 

10. To supply those missing elements, the Examiner turned to 

Castaño.  (Supp. Ans. 6:4-14.) 

 11. Castaño discloses an apparatus for interconnecting tubular 

frame members by means of a split separable joint.  (Castaño 1:5-8.) 

 12. In Castaño, the joint includes a hub 10 with keyed slots 20 that 

are provided “for receiving and retaining” tubular members 32.  (Castaño 

3:13-14.)   

13. Outwardly facing ribs 36 on the members 32 are provided for 

mating engagement with the corresponding inwardly facings ribs 24 of the 

slots 20.  (Castaño 3:17-19.)   

14. The Examiner reasoned (Supp. Ans. 6:14-19): 

  Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to provide each of the longitudinal edges of the 
acknowledged prior art with one half the profile as taught by 
Castano and the inner webs of the acknowledged prior art with 
the complementary keyed profile as taught by Castano because 
the coupling ribs and grooves provide a positive-locking 
interaction that would prevent the clamping jaws from 
disengaging the inner web of the profiled sections. 

 

E. Principles of Law 

Obviousness is a legal determination made on the basis of underlying 

factual inquiries including (1) the scope and content of the prior art; (2) the 

differences between the claimed invention and the prior art; and (3) the level 

of ordinary skill in the art.  Graham v. John Deere Co. of Kansas City, 383 

U.S. 1, 17 (1966). 
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 A combination of familiar elements according to known methods is 

likely to be obvious when it does no more than yield predictable results.  

KSR Intern. Co. v. Teleflex, Inc., 127 S. Ct. at 1739.  If a technique has been 

used to improve one device, and a person of ordinary skill in the art would 

recognize that it would improve similar devices in the same way, using the 

technique is obvious unless its actual application is beyond his or her skill.  

Id. at 1740.  A person of ordinary skill in the art is also a person of ordinary 

creativity, not an automaton.  Id. at 1742. 

A basis to combine teachings need not be expressly stated in any prior 

art reference.  See In re Kahn, 441 F.3d 977, 989 (Fed. Cir. 2006).  There 

need only be an articulated reasoning with rational underpinnings to support 

a motivation to combine teachings.  See Id. at 988. 

 

F. Analysis 

 The Appellant argues claims 11-20 collectively as a group.  The 

Appellant disputes that there is sufficient motivation to combine the 

teachings of the prior art in the manner proposed by the Examiner. 

The Examiner found WO 00/34670 to be admitted prior art and 

determined that document to disclose substantially all of the elements of 

claim 11 (Supp. Ans. 4:9 to 5:22.)  As to the elements missing from WO 

00/34670, the Examiner found (Supp. Ans. 6:1-3): 

However, the admitted prior art does not disclose a T-Link wherein 
the clamping jaws have coupling ribs and the inner webs have 
coupling grooves engaging the coupling ribs which are 
complementary.  

 
To supply those missing elements, the Examiner turned to Castaño 

and found (Supp. Ans. 6:4-14): 
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Castano teaches a joint apparatus having a connector with 
coupling ribs (20) and structural members having coupling grooves 
(36) formed between two longitudinal continuous web ribs engaging 
the coupling ribs, which are complementary and identical in size (Fig. 
2); the structural elements having a first thickness where the coupling 
grooves are located and a second thickness in a connecting area, 
where the inner webs are connected to the inner circumference of the 
first profiled section, respectively, wherein the first thickness is 
substantially identical to the second thickness (Fig 2); the structural 
elements provided on both sides with the coupling grooves and 
wherein the clamping jaws are provided on both sides with the 
coupling ribs (Fig 2).  Castano is evidence of the recognition of those 
of ordinary skill in the art of providing positive locking connections 
per se. 
 

 The Examiner then reasoned (Supp. Ans. 6:14-19): 

 Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to provide each of the longitudinal edges of the 
acknowledged prior art with one half the profile as taught by Castano 
and the inner webs of the acknowledged prior art with the 
complementary keyed profile as taught by Castano because the 
coupling ribs and grooves provide a positive-locking interaction that 
would prevent the clamping jaws from disengaging the inner web of 
the profiled sections. 

 
 The Appellant acknowledges, and evidently does not dispute, the 

Examiner’s determination that WO 00/34670 discloses a substantial number 

of the features of claim 11 (App. Br. 7:2-18.)  The Appellant argues that the 

improvement to that device is found in the following features of claim 11 

(App. Br. 7:26 to 8:7): 

The first and second clamping jaws have first and second longitudinal 
edges (94), respectively, that extend between the pliers-shaped ends 
and the insertion end.  The first and second longitudinal edges (94) 
facing one another define together a shape (see Fig. 2) that is 
complementary to the shape of the inner webs (10).  The first and 
second clamping jaws (6) positive-lockingly clamp the inner webs 
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(10, 10′) transversely between the first and second longitudinal edges 
(94) when the fixation element (5) is actuated.  The positive-locking 
transverse clamping action provides that the connector (1) is secured 
in the longitudinal direction of the first profiled section (by friction) 
and the first profiled section is positive-lockingly secured against 
spreading loads acting in a plane of the inner webs (10, 10′) clamped 
between the clamping jaws. 
 

 The Appellant also does not dispute that the above-noted features 

correspond to those features that were found by the Examiner to be lacking 

from WO 00/34670 but present in Castaño.  What the Appellant disputes is 

the motivation to combine the teachings of Castaño with the teachings of 

WO 00/34670.  The Appellant asserts that there is no motivation found in 

the prior art themselves to combine those teachings.  (App. Br. 12:19-26; 

Reply Br. 3:30 to 4:1.)  The Appellant argues that the Examiner has 

impermissibly relied upon the problems recognized by the Appellant in 

practicing the invention of WO 00/34670 and described in the specification 

(Spec. 1:15 to 2:5) as the motivation to combine the teachings of the prior art 

(App. Br. 13:4-12; Reply Br. 2:24 to 3:6 and 3:22-28.) 

 We agree with the Appellant that an inventor’s own recognition of a 

problem cannot be relied upon as the motivation to combine the teachings of 

the prior art.  To the extent the Examiner relied on the Appellant’s own 

motivation, not based on prior art, the reliance is harmless here.  The 

Examiner has also provided a reason for combining the prior art teachings 

which does not rely on the Appellant’s own recognition of the problem. 

 WO 00/34670 discloses that it is necessary to have an “adequate force 

fit between the clamping jaws and the inner webs.”  (Rixen 2:4-5.)  WO 

00/34670 also discloses that the clamping jaws 6 must be able to securely 

grip the clamping strips 73 of the inner webs 10.  (Rixen 13:17-23.)  The 

 8



Appeal 2008-1279 
Application 10/475,669 
 
inner webs are arranged diametrically opposite each other so that the 

clamping jaws embrace two of them at a time.  (Rixen 2:31-37.)  The 

Appellant acknowledges that the gripping contact of the inner webs by the 

clamping jaws applies a force in the longitudinal direction of the profiled 

section to prevent the link 1 from being pulled out of the profiled section.  

(App. Br. 12:10-13.)  The force-fitting contact is also applied in the 

longitudinal direction of the clamping webs in order to exclude the 

possibility of the clamping jaws resting on the inner webs only at points or 

for short distances.  (Rixen 6:39-43.)  WO 00/34670 discloses that the 

clamping jaws should be centered on the inner webs as positioning of the 

jaws too far onto one inner web may cause them to fail to grip the other 

inner web adequately. (Rixen 6:66 to 7:6.)  Contrary to the Appellant’s 

assertions (App. Br. 12:19-22; Reply Br. 2:15-17), those disclosures in WO 

00/34670 suggest that a securing action in the radial direction is desirable in 

order to maintain the centered positioning of the jaws with respect to the 

inner webs.   

Castaño provides a hub 10 having keyed slots 20 “for receiving and 

retaining” tubular members 32.  (Castaño 3:13-14.)  Outwardly facing ribs 

36 on the members 32 are provided for mating engagement with the 

corresponding inwardly facings ribs 24 of the slots 20.  (Castaño 3:16-19.)   

The Examiner found that the connection of Castaño is one known to 

prevent movement in a radial direction.  (Supp. Ans. 7:20-21.)  The 

Appellant acknowledges that in Castaño the interaction between the slot 20 

and member 32 is one that provides a securing action in a radial direction. 

(App. Br. 1-3; Reply Br. 2:6.)   
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A combination of familiar elements according to known methods is 

likely to be obvious when it does no more than yield predictable results.  

KSR, 127 S. Ct. at 1739.  If a technique has been used to improve one 

device, and a person of ordinary skill in the art would recognize that it would 

improve similar devices in the same way, using the technique is obvious 

unless its actual application is beyond his or her skill.  Id. at 1740.  

Furthermore, a basis to combine teachings need not be expressly stated in 

any prior art reference.  See In re Kahn, 441 F.3d at 989.  There need only be 

an articulated reasoning with rational underpinnings to support a motivation 

to combine teachings.  See id. at 988.   

The Examiner reasoned that a person of ordinary skill in the art would 

have been led to combine the clamping jaws taught in WO 00/34670 that are 

friction fit to prevent motion in a longitudinal direction with the known 

retaining connection of Castaño to prevent movement in a radial direction.  

(Supp. Ans. 7:20-8:5.)  The Examiner’s reasoning is rational and is 

consistent with the above-noted teachings of both prior art references.  The 

Appellant has not shown error in that reasoning. 

The Appellant also argues that there is no need to incorporate an 

additional radial securing action in WO 00/34670 because when the 

clamping jaws are inserted into the bar they cannot move radially as they are 

already enclosed by the wall of the bar.  (Reply Br. 2:12-14.)  However, the 

evidence does not support that conclusion.  WO 00/34670 provides that the 

clamping jaws exclusively clamp the inner webs such that there is no need 

for contact with the inner walls of the profile bar.  (Rixen 1:62-64.)  Further, 

Figure 13 of WO 00/34670 clearly shows the clamping jaws 6 spaced from 

the walls of the bar 4.  Based on those teachings, we reject the Appellant’s 
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argument that the clamping jaws are “enclosed” by the profile bar wall in a 

manner that would prohibit any radial movement or foreclose any 

modification of WO 00/34670 that secures the clamping jaws against motion 

in a radial direction. 

The Examiner determined that the combination of WO 00/34670 and 

Castaño satisfies the Appellant’s claims 11-20.  Given all the above, we do 

not find that any error has been shown in that determination.  We sustain the 

rejection of claims 11-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over WO 00/34670 in view of Castaño. 

 
G. Conclusion 

 The rejection of claims 11-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 

unpatentable over WO 00/34670 in view of Castaño is affirmed. 

 

 FURTHER ORDERED that no time period for taking any subsequent 

action in connection with this appeal may be extended under 37 C.F.R. § 

1.136(a). 

AFFIRMED 

 

 

 

rvb 

 

 

Gudrune E. Huckett Draudt 
Schubertstr. 15A 
Wuppertal, DE  42289 
 

 11


	DECISION ON APPEAL 
	A. Statement of the Case 
	B. Issue 
	C. Summary of the Decision 
	D. Findings of Fact  
	E. Principles of Law 
	F. Analysis 
	G. Conclusion 


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


