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DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

! Application for patent filed Novenber 12, 1993.
According to appellant, this application is a continuation of
Application 07/807,211 fil ed Decenber 16, 1991, now abandoned.
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This is a decision on appeal fromthe final rejection of
claims 1 and 3 through 6, all of the clains pending in the
appl i cation.

The invention pertains to a conpact disc changer wherein
a plurality of discs can be exchanged and pl ayed. More
particularly, a main chassis, an elevator chassis, a disk

pul | -out nechani sm and a | ocki ng nechanism inter alia, are

provi ded wherein the |ocking nechani smlocks the main chassis
to the elevator chassis in a ganged relationship with the disc
pul | -out operation of the disc pull-out nechanism so that
there can be no relative novenent between the main chassis and
the el evator chassis while the pulled-out disc is played.

I ndependent claiml1 is reproduced as foll ows:

1. A disc player having a disc conpartnent in which a
plurality of discs are stacked, said disc player conprising:

a nmai n chassis;

an el evator chassis connected to said nain chassis and
havi ng opposi ng side walls;

a disc pull-out nechani smconnected to said el evator
chassis for performng a disc pull-out operation and pulling
out one disc fromsaid disc conpartnment and for performng a
di sc insertion operation for inserting the one disc into said
di sc conpartnent after the one disc has been reproduced,
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an el evation drive nechani sm connected between sai d
el evator chassis and said main chassis for noving said
el evator chassis in a vertical direction;

a | ocki ng nmechani sm connect ed between said main chassis
and said el evator chassis for |ocking said el evator chassis at
an arbitrary elevated position relative to said main chassis
in a ganged relation wth the disc pull-out operation of said
di sc pul | -out nechani sm and preventi ng subsequent rel ative
novenent between said main chassis and said el evator chassis
in a |locked position, wherein said elevator chassis is | ocked
to said main chassis by said | ocking nechanismwhile the one
di sc pulled-out from said one disc conmpartnent is reproduced;

a disc rotating nechani sm nounted on said el evator
chassis for rotating the one disc pulled-out fromsaid disc
conpartnent while said elevator chassis is |locked to said main
chassi s by said | ocki ng mechani sm

a di sc chucki ng nechani sm nounted on said el evator
chassi s which urges the one disc against said disc rotating
nmechani sm and

a supporting nenber connected to said el evator chassis
and to said main chassis which can be freely contracted and
expanded in the vertical direction and which supports said
el evator chassis at least on its opposing side walls so that
sai d el evator chassis can be stably elevated relative to said
mai n chassis, wherein said elevator chassis is el evated by
said el evation drive nechanismand the one disc is pulled out
fromand inserted into said disc conpartnent by said disc
pul | - out nmechani sm

The exam ner relies on the follow ng references:
Ar at a 4,949, 324 Aug. 14,

1990
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I nternational patent WO 89/ 05508 Jun. 15,
1989
(M yoshi)?

Clains 1 and 3 through 6 stand rejected under 35 U. S. C
103 as unpatentable over Arata in view of M yoshi
Reference is nade to the brief and answer for the

respective positions of appellant and the exam ner.

OPI NI ON
The exam ner contends that Arata generally discloses the
subject matter of instant claiml1l but admts that Arata “is
silent as to a | ocking nechani sm between the main chassis and

the el evator chassis...” [Answer - page 4] and “is also silent
as to a disc rotating nechanismthat is nounted on the
el evator chassis and rotates a disc pulled-out of a disc

conpartnent while the elevator chassis is |ocked to the main

chassis...” [Answer -

2 Qur understanding of the Myoshi reference is derived
froman English translation thereof prepared by the United
States Patent and Trademark O fice. A copy of the translation
I's attached hereto.
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page 4].

In order to provide for this deficiency in Arata, the
exam ner cites Myoshi and specifically points to Figure 8 of
M yoshi, identifying “locking mechanism 121 i ncl udi ng | ocking
menber 124 and el evation drive nmechani sm 123, which are
between nmain chassis 104 and el evator chassis 113 and | ocks
the two chassis while a disc is being reproduced” [Answer -
page 4]. The exam ner also identifies disc rotating nmechani sm
120 in Myoshi as equivalent to the clained disc rotating
mechani sm

Wiil e we have no problemw th the exam ner’s enpl oynent
of Myoshi’s disc rotating nmechanism turntable 120, to show
t he obvi ousness of such in a disc changi ng device, we do not
agree wwth the examner’s reliance on elenents 121, 123 and
124 of Myoshi for a showi ng of the clained | ocking mechani sm

As di scl osed, the |ocking nechanism 40, of the instant
i nvention includes, inter alia, pull-out |ever 44 and
associ ated el enents 41 and 43. \Wen the pull-out |ever 44
pulls out a disc to be played, it actuates the | ocking
mechani sm by forcing engaging pins 43 protruding fromthe
sidewal | of the elevator chassis to engage notches on | ocking
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| evers 41, and 41, | ocking the el evator chassis to the main
chassis at the position of the disc being played. The
el evator chassis and the main chassis remain | ocked until the
di sc has been played and reinserted into the disc housing
unit. Thus, it is clear that the clained “locking nechanisnt
must, sonmehow, fasten the elevator chassis and the main
chassi s together.

We do not find such a “locking nechanisni in Myoshi. In
M yoshi, the lift drive notor 125, via screws 121, timng belt
123, female screw segnents 122, and appropriate gearing,
causes vertical novenent of the elevator chassis relative to
the main chassis. Once the elevator chassis reaches the
i ntended position in order to extract a disc, one m ght
reasonably conclude, broadly, as the exam ner did, that the
el evator chassis is “locked” relative to the main chassis
because the two are set in position vis a vis one another and
t he el evator chassis does not nove until the lift drive notor
causes the notion. However, it is our view that such an
interpretation is unfairly broad in view of the “locking
nmechani sni di scl osed and cl ai mred by appellant. The | ocki ng

mechani sm of the instant clained invention is clearly |ocked

6
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in the sense of fastening the elevator chassis to the main
chassi s wherein the el evator chassis cannot nove until
unf astened (as by novenent of the pull-out |ever 44).

Moreover, as the “elevation drive nmechani snf and the
“l ocki ng mechani sni are clainmed as two separate el enents, we
view these el enents as being separate and distinct, especially
in view of appellant’s witten intent that they be construed
as separate and distinct elenents [bottom of page 10 to the
top of page 11 of the brief]. 1In Myoshi, if one regards the
screws 121 and its attendant elenents, including the lift
drive notor 125, as the “locking nmechanism” then the “Il ocking
nmechani snf is not separate and distinct fromthe “el evati on
drive nmechanism” 125 in M yoshi

Further, instant claim 1l does not nmerely call for the
el evator chassis to be |ocked to the main chassis, but,
rather, that they be | ocked together “in a ganged relation
with the disc pull-out operation of the disc pull-out

mechanism..” In Myoshi, any such disc pull-out mechani sm
woul d be the tray hook 112 but this hook is clearly not “in a
ganged relation” with the el evator and main chassis. At page

7 of the brief, appellant contends that a “ganged rel ation,”

7
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descri bing the | ocking nechanismw th respect to the pull-out
operation “inplies a nmechanical interaction between two
conmponents such that the novenent of one conponent inparts
novenent to a second conponent.” W find this to be a
reasonabl e definition. The exam ner, on the other hand, cites
a dictionary definition of “to assenble or operate

simul taneously as a group” [Answer - page 7] and states nerely

that this “definition is applicable to the appealed clains.”
In view of appellant’s disclosed operation, it would
appear that a “ganged relation” between the |ocking nechani sm
and the disc pull-out operation would require a mechanica
I nteraction between the conponents so that novenent of one
woul d i npart novenent to the other. However, even using the
exam ner’ s broader definition, we do not find that the tray
hook 112 of M yoshi needs to “operate sinultaneously as a
group” with notor 125 and screws 121 in the sense that there
is any direct nechanical interaction between the tray hook and
novenent of the elevator chassis. |In fact, Myoshi provides
for alift drive notor 125 for noving the elevator chassis in
a vertical manner while a separate tray hook drive notor 115

is provided for causing novenent of the tray hook.

8
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Accordingly, in our view, the conbination of Arata and
M yoshi woul d not provide for the | ocking nechanism as
cl aimed, wherein the elevator chassis is |locked to the main
chassis in a ganged relation with the disc pull-out operation,
preventing subsequent relative novenent between the main
chassis and the elevator chassis in the | ocked position while

the selected disc is being reproduced.
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The exam ner’s decision rejecting clains 1 and 3 through

6 under 35 U.S.C. 103 is reversed.

REVERSED

JAMES T. CARM CHAEL
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

STANLEY M URYNOW CZ, JR )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge )

)

)

)

) BOARD OF PATENT
ERROL A. KRASS ) APPEALS
Adm ni strative Patent Judge ) AND

) | NTERFERENCES

)

)

)

)

)

bae

10



Appeal No. 96-0528
Application No. 08/151, 463

Jay H Maioli

Cooper & Dunham

1185 Avenue of the Anericas
New York, NY 10036
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