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SUMMARY OF FACTS 

I By letter dated 7 March 1985 the appellant gave notice of 

appeal against the Decision of a Formalities Officer of the 

Examining Division of the European Patent Office dated 

28 December 1984 refusing restitutio in integrum in respect 

of the time limits for payment of the national fee, the 

search fee, the designation fees and the surcharge fee in 

respect to the European patent application No. 82 902 122.9 

and deciding that the application was deemed withdrawn (Rule 

104(a) (1) EPC). The appeal fee was duly paid. 

II No written statement setting out the grounds of appeal was 

filed within four months after the date of notification of 

the Decision in conformity with Article 108 EPC. By a 

communication sent by registered post on 24 July 1985, the 

Registrar of the Board of Appeal drew attention to this 

omission and advised the appellant that it was accordingly to 

be expected that the appeal-would be rejected as inadmissible 

unless a successful application for re-establishment of 

rights were made. The appellant was invited to file 

observations on this communication within a period of two 

months. The appellant's attention was also drawn to the fact 

that the renewal fee for the 4th year due on 31 May 1985 had 

not been paid. 

III By a letter dated 20 August 1985 the appellant answered the 

communication indicating that he did not propose to take any 

further action in relation to the appeal and did not intend 

to make a belated payment of the renewal fee. 

REASONS FOR THE DECISION 

As no written statement setting out the grounds of appeal has 

been filed in conformity with Article 108 EPC, last sentence, the 

Board is required to reject this appeal as inadmissible, in 

accordance with the provisions of Rule 65(1) EPC. 
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ORDER 

It is decided that: 

The appeal is rejected as inadmissible. 

The Registrar: 	 The Chairman: 

J- 1 4 
J. Riickerl  

P. Ford 

I, QC 

ftc'z 


