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Summary of Facts and Submn ssions

1478.D

The proprietor of the patent and the two opponents
appeal ed the interlocutory decision of the opposition
di vi si on concerni ng mai ntenance of European patent

No. O 486 988 in anended form

The follow ng prior art docunents were considered
during the appeal:

D1: EP-A-0 125 453;

D2: EP-A-0 437 731;

D3: DE-A-3 034 155;

D4: DE-A-3 039 640;

D5: DE-C2-3 145 407,

D6: DE-A-3 208 760;

D7: 1T-A-1 107 168;

DE- A-3 208 360;

D9: "M kroprozessor steuert UKW Enpféanger"” by W
Henze, published in FUNKSCHAU, 1978, pages 886
to 888; and

D10: EP-A-0 438 694.

D2 and D10 are European patent applications published
after the priority date clained for the patent in suit.
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L1, Qpponent 01 withdrew its opposition to the patent by a
fax received on 13 May 2002.

| V. Opponent 02 and the proprietor of the patent took part
to oral proceedi ngs before the board on 16 May 2002.

The appel | ant opponent 02 requested that the decision
under appeal be set aside and that the European patent
No. O 486 988 be revoked.

The appel |l ant proprietor requested that the appeal of
opponent 02 be dism ssed and that the patent be
mai ntai ned in anended formon the basis of:

mai n request:
claim1 filed at the oral proceedings with the
followng clains and the description to be adapted, or

first auxiliary request:

clains 1 to 6 and description, colums 1 to 5, filed at
the oral proceedings;

draw ngs as in the patent.

V. Caiml of the main request reads as foll ows:
"Tel evision signal receiver characterised by contro
means performng a nmethod for selection and
menori sation of tuning information relating to
broadcast tel evision channels in said tel evision signa

receiver, conprising the steps of:

- searching, with the receiving and tuni ng neans of
said receiver, for a broadcast television channel,

- when a channel has been found, identifying the
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broadcasting station on the basis of a code
present in the channel signal,

- | ooki ng for the correspondi ng programe nunber of
sai d broadcasting station in a table stored in a
non-vol atile nenory of said receiver, said table
containing a nunbered |ist of broadcast channels
in a pre-established order, whereby the Iist
nunbers correspond to programme nunbers,

- menori sing the tuning information content of said
identified broadcast channel signal in said
non-vol atil e nmenory under the correspondi ng
progranme nunber

- wher eby said pre-established order is a logic
order and has been determned in the site of
manuf acturer of the receiver and nenorised in said
non-vol atile nenory, said logic order facilitating
the selection of the nmenorized tuning information
on behalf of the user,

- whereby said steps are executed automatically wth
a systemof |ogic programm ng using a
m cr opr ocessor.

Claim1 of the first auxiliary request reads as
fol | ows:

"Tel evision signal receiver characterised by contro
means performng a nmethod for selection and

menori sation of tuning information relating to
broadcast tel evision channels in said tel evision signa
receiver, conprising the steps of:
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- searching, with the receiving and tuni ng neans of
said receiver, for a broadcast television channel,

- when a channel has been found, identifying the
broadcasting station on the basis of a code
present in the channel signal,

- | ooki ng for the correspondi ng programe nunber of
sai d broadcasting station in a table stored in a
non-vol atile nenory of said receiver, said table
containing a nunbered |ist of broadcast channels
in a pre-established order, whereby the Iist
nunbers correspond to programme nunbers,

- menorising the tuning information content of said
identified broadcast channel signal in said
non-vol atil e nmenory under the correspondi ng
progranme nunber in an established order in
accordance with said pre-established order,

- wher eby said pre-established order is a logic
order and has been determned in the site of
manuf acturer of the receiver and nenorised in said
non-vol atile nmenory, said logic order facilitating
the selection of the nmenorized tuning information
on behal f of the user,

- wher eby said steps are executed automatically with
a systemof |ogic programm ng using a

m cr opr ocessor,

- wher eby sai d established order can be redetern ned
by the user.

VI . The appel | ant opponent 02 essentially argued as

1478.D Y A
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foll ows:

Caim1l of each request specified that a table of
broadcasting stations and the tuning information
content of an identified broadcast channel were stored
in the sane non-vol atile nenory. However, clains 2
and 5 as originally filed and the passage starting at
colum 4, line 26 of EP-Al1-0 486 988 (the printed
publication of the application as originally filed)
referred to two distinct nenories, a nenory R storing
the table and a nenory 19 storing the tuning
information of an identified broadcast channel. Thus,
claim1 of each request was inconsistent with the
content of the application as filed and thereby
contravened Article 123(2) EPC

Claim1 of each request al so contravened Article 84 EPC
because it defined an apparatus w thout any apparatus
feature.

The indication of programe nunbers in claim11l of each
request did not nean that programe nunbers were
physically stored in nenory. Rather, the claimhad to
be understood as specifying a correspondence between a
menory area, in which an identification is stored, and
anot her nenory area, in which the correspondi ng tuning
information is stored. The sanme correspondence exi sted
in docunents D1, D2, D5 and D10. Furthernore, claiml
did not define a plug and play television receiver. In
particular, claiml did not exclude the possibility
that internedi ate steps, not nentioned in the claim be
carried out manually for controlling the receiver.

Docunent D5 di sclosed a tel evision receiver having al
the features of claim1 of the main request. In
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particul ar, the receiver of D5 included a

m cr oprocessor controlled by software that had been
stored at the site of manufacture of the receiver. In a
first step, a search was perforned to store the tuning
information, identification and field strength for each
of the received channels in a Table I. In a second
step, the software produced a Table Il containing a
list of broadcast stations and, in a third step, the

sof tware assi gned each broadcast station of Table Il to
a key position of the receiver, i.e. to a programe
nunber, which resulted in a table I1l. Thus, to produce
table I'll, the software necessarily contained

i nformati on describing the association between the
broadcast stations and the key positions or programe
nunbers. This information had of course been stored in
the receiver with the software, at the factory. This
was confirnmed by the passages of D5 at columm 4,

lines 51 to 55, which stated that it was not necessary
to enter by hand the correspondence between programmes
and key positions, and at colum 7, lines 39 to 42,

whi ch indicated that the receiver was tuned
automatically, so as to be ready for use.

Docunment D1 di scl osed a tel evision signal receiver
differing fromthe one specified in claim1l of the main
request only in that the receiver of D1 used | ogic
circuits to performthe steps. At the priority date of
the patent in suit, it was obvious to replace the logic
circuits by a progranmed m croprocessor, in particular
in view of docunent D5 which disclosed a m croprocessor
to performselection and nenorisation of tuning
information in a television signal receiver.
Furthernore, it was apparent that the correspondence
bet ween broadcast stations and programe nunbers had
been determ ned and stored in the receiver at the site
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of manufacture because the abstract of D1 indicated
that the receiver only stored the frequencies of those
broadcast stations whose identifications had been
entered previously. In any case, for the usual testing
of the receiver at the factory, it was necessary to
store station identifications in it. Furthernore,
entering the station identifications in the receiver
after it had left the factory (e.g. by a retailer)
woul d have required that the receiver be unpacked,

whi ch was unusual and inconvenient.

Docunments D2 and D10 al so di scl osed tel evision
receivers having all the features of claim1, nmain
request. Al though neither D2 nor D10 explicitly
mentioned that the identifications of the broadcast
stations were stored at the site of the manufacturer,
this feature was inplicit because the skilled person
woul d i mmedi ately consider storing the address data
representing the identifications of the broadcast
stations at the factory when reading in D2 or D10 that
t hese address data can be pre-stored in a nenory.

It was well known and had been usual for nore than
twenty years to allow the user to determ ne the

associ ation of the received channels with the sel ection
keys of the receiver, i.e. with the progranmme nunbers.
The additional feature of the first auxiliary request
that the established order could be redeterm ned by the
user was therefore obvious to the skilled person. There
was no reason not to allow the user to reorgani se the
order pre-established in the factory, i.e. to allow
re-progranm ng by the user.

The argunents of the appellant proprietor can be
summari sed as foll ows:
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The term "nenory" as used in claim1l of each request
had an abstract character. In the particul ar enbodi nent
described in the patent in suit, the table of broadcast
channels was stored in a ROMR in the factory and the
tuning information was witten in a non-vol atile nenory
19. The nenories R and 19 were both addressed fromthe
sanme controller and were both non-volatile and thus
coul d be regarded as a single non-volatile nenory
space.

Caim1l of each request defined a device. This had to
be accepted because the original clains concerned
devices. Furthernore, it was not required to set out
all constructional details of the device in the claim

Docunment D5 disclosed a tel evision signal receiver with
a m croprocessor. The receiver of D5 searched for
broadcast television channels and information for al
recei ved channels was stored in a Table I in the order
t he channels were found. The m croprocessor then
rearranged Table | into an internediate Table Il from
which a Table Il showi ng a nunbered |ist of broadcast
tel evi si on channel s was generated by assigning the
tuning information for each channel to a position of
Table I'1l. Table Il formed a progranme key nenory
containing the tel evision channels that were actually
received, it did not constitute a reference lIist of al
br oadcast television channels as in the invention.

Thus, D5 did not disclose looking in a table for the
progranme nunber corresponding to a broadcasting
station. On the contrary, Table Il of D5 was generated
by an algorithmfromthe informati on obtai ned during
the search. Furthernore, the order of the broadcast
stations stored in Table Il was not a pre-established
| ogi c order, but corresponded to the field strengths of
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the respective stations.

The tel evision signal receiver of docunent D1 did not

i nclude a mcroprocessor. Furthernore, the receiver of
D1 included a plurality of separate nenories, each of
which only stored the identification of a single
broadcasting station. Thus, D1 did not have a nenory
storing a table associating progranme nunbers with
broadcasting stations. In particular, there was no
mention in DL that a programme nunber was stored or
that a programe nunber coul d be sel ected. The various
menories of Dl corresponded to programme | abels, but
not to progranme nunbers, and the programe sel ection
keys of D1 did not carry nunbers but the nanes or

| abel s of the programmes. The identifications of the
broadcasti ng stations could be stored in the various
menories of D1 at different stages and by different
persons, for exanple during the manufacturing process,
by a retailer, by a service person or even by the user
hinself. It was nore obvious that the identifications
be stored by a retailer or a service person, because
storage at the site of the manufacturer required that

t he manuf acturer knew exactly in which country each

i ndi vi dual receiver would be sold, which channels could
be received there and in which subjective order the
majority of the custoners wanted to find these channels
on their television sets. Al though the television
receivers had to be tested in the factory, this did not
necessarily require that identifications be stored in
the nenories of DL. In any case, no evidence of storage
of the identifications in the factory had been

provi ded. Furthernore, the receiver of Dl required
depression of a key by the user to nenorise the tuning
i nformati on of a channel. This contrasted with the

i nvention of the patent in suit which provided a plug
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and play receiver, in which nmenorisation of the tuning
i nformati on for each channel under the correspondi ng
progranme nunber was fully automatic.

According to docunent D38, information was stored in a
nmenory of a television signal receiver by reading bar
codes on a programm ng sheet and thus not at the site
of manufacturer. D8 also nentioned that, alternatively,
the nenory storing the information could be an
exchangeabl e or a non-exchangeabl e fi xed nenory.
However, this did not nean that the information was
stored in the nmenory at the site of the manufacturer.

Docunent D9 related to a radio receiver, not a

tel evision signal receiver. The frequencies, postal
codes and nanes of the broadcasters of whole Germany
were stored in a ROM of the receiver of D9. However,
the actual selection was nmade by the user hinself.

None of docunents D3, D5, D6 and D7 di sclosed a table
contai ning a nunbered |ist of broadcast channels in
whi ch a correspondi ng programe nunber of a given
broadcast station identifier could be | ooked for.

Docunents D2 and D10 had been published after the
priority date of the patent in suit and thus could only
be used to attack novelty. Neither D2 nor D10 di scl osed
storing a nunbered |list of broadcast channels in a
pre-established order at the site of the manufacturer.

The probl em sol ved by the invention of the patent in
suit was not to keep the broadcast stations associ ated
with the sane sel ection keys when the television

recei ver was noved from one place to another. Rather
the invention solved a problemthat had not been
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considered in the state of the art, nanely to assi st
the user by providing himw th a quick recollection of
whi ch sel ection keys were associated with which

br oadcast stati ons.

The invention defined in claim1l of the first auxiliary
request conbi ned the pre-established, inmutable order
proposed by the manufacturer of the receiver with the
order desired and determ ned by the user. These two
possibilities were antithetical and thus it was not

obvi ous to conbi ne them Furthernore, the codes stored
in DI were fixed and could not be changed, and there
was no possibility of reorganising the Table 111 of D5.

Reasons for the Deci sion

1478.D

The appeal s are adm ssi bl e.

Mai n request of the appellant patentee

Clarity - Article 84 EPC

Claiml of the main request specifies a television
signal receiver having control neans, including

recei ving and tuni ng nmeans, a non-volatile nmenory and a
| ogi cally programred m croprocessor, to performa

nmet hod, i.e. functions, specified in the claim The
functions thensel ves are specified in a clear manner in
the claimand are such that a skilled person woul d know
how to i nplenent them using the "physical" neans
specified in the claim i.e. the tuning and receivVving
means, the non-volatile nmenory and the logically
programmed m croprocessor. In such an instance, the
board considers that the claimneets the clarity
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requi renent of Article 84 EPC.

3. Amendnents - Article 123 EPC

3.1 According to claim1, the table containing the nunbered
l'ist of broadcast channels in a pre-established order
Is stored in a non-volatile nenory and the tuning
informati on content of an identified broadcast channe
signal is nenorised in said non-volatile nenory. In the
particul ar enbodi nent described in the patent in suit,
and in the application as originally filed, the table
Is stored in a ROMnenory R while the tuning
i nformati on content is stored in a non-volatile
menory 19. The board does not see any inconsi stency
between the claim which specifies a non-volatile
menory, and the particul ar enbodi nent descri bed which
i npl ements the non-volatile nmenory using two different
parts R and 19, it being apparent that the term
"non-volatile nmenory" as used in the claimnust be
under stood as designating a non-volatile nmenory space.
This being so, the board considers that in this respect
claim1l of the main request does not extend beyond the
content of the originally filed application.

3.2 Caiml of the main request includes the follow ng
additional features with respect to granted claim?9:

- the pre-established order is a |ogic order
facilitating the selection of the nenorised tuning
i nformati on on behalf of the user; this feature
results fromthe passages at columm 1, lines 38
to 41 and colum 4, lines 38 to 41 of the printed
patent specification of the patent in suit, which
were already contained in the application as
originally filed;

1478.D Y A
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- the pre-established order has been determ ned at
the site of manufacturer of the receiver and
nmenori sed in the non-volatile nenory of the
receiver; this feature results fromclaim2 as
originally filed;

- the steps are executed automatically with a system
of logic progranmm ng using a mcroprocessor; this
feature derives fromthe passage at colum 3,
lines 14 to 23 of the printed specification of the
patent in suit, which was already contained in the
application as originally fil ed.

Thus, claim 1 of the main request does not contain
subj ect-matter which extends beyond the content of the
application as filed and satisfies Article 123(2) EPC.

Caiml of the main request contains all the features
of claim9 as granted, so that the scope of protection
has not been extended and Article 123(3) EPC is

sati sfied.

I nventive step - Article 56 EPC

Docunent D1 discloses a television signal receiver with
recei ving and tuni ng neans and nenories, but wthout a
m croprocessor. The receiver of Dl sel ects and
menorises tuning information according to the follow ng
procedure:

the receiving and tuni ng nmeans searches for a broadcast
t el evi si on channel ;

when a channel has been found, the broadcasting station
is identified on the basis of a code (label) present in
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t he channel signal by neans of a decoder 8;

when the user actuates a switch 23, a plurality of
so-called filters 17, 117, 217 are sequentially
addressed by operation of a comutator 22, each filter
conprising a nenory 19 which fixedly stores the
identification of a broadcasting station;

the identification stored in nenory 19 is conpared wth
the identification present in the channel signal;

in case of positive conparison, the tuning information
content of the identified broadcast channel signal is
nmenorised in a non-volatile nenory 16, 116, 216.

Each non-vol atile nmenory 16, 116, 216 storing tuning
information for a broadcast channel is associated with
a specific correspondi ng sel ection key. The board
regards a selection key as a programme nunber,

i ndependently of the |abel of the key. Thus, in the
receiver of D1, there is a one-to-one correspondence
bet ween each nenory storing an identification of a
broadcast station and a programme nunber. In the view
of the board, this one-to-one correspondence
constitutes a table containing a nunbered |ist of
broadcast channel s' identifications associated in a
pre-established order with respective programe
nunbers. The tel evision receiver of D1 thus |ooks in
this table to find the progranme nunber correspondi ng
to a broadcasting station identified.

Docunment D1 al so indicates (see the second paragraph of
the description) that the pre-established order is
fixed and satisfies the need of nmany tel evision users
to keep a particul ar broadcasting station always
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associ ated with the sanme key, independently of the

pl ace at which the receiver is used. The pre-

establi shed order can therefore be regarded as a | ogic
order facilitating the selection of the nenorised
tuning information. However, D1 does not explicitly

di sclose that the filters 17, 117, 217 are fitted at
the site of the manufacturer.

D1 al so states (see the | ast paragraph of page 1, the
first paragraph of page 2, and the last two |ines of
page 4) that selection and nenorisation of tuning
informati on are effected automatically.

The user of the receiver of DI has to actuate a switch
23 to start the step of nenorising the tuning

i nformati on. Thus, D1 discloses a manual step
(actuation of switch 23) prelimnary to the step of
menorising the tuning informati on content of the

i dentified broadcast channel signal, this |ast step
being then carried out automatically, w thout further

i ntervention of the user. This appears to be covered by
claim1l of the main request, because the wording of the
cl ai m does not exclude the possibility that other steps
than those specified be necessary to effect selection
and nenorisation of the tuning information in the
receiver.

Thus, the television signal receiver defined in claiml
of the main request differs fromthe one disclosed in
Dl in that:

-(a) the pre-established order (which in the receiver
of D1 is defined by the information contained in
the nmenories of the filters) is determned in the
site of manufacturer of the receiver and nenorised
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in the non-volatile nenory; and

-(b) the steps of the procedure are executed with a
system of | ogic programmi ng using a
m cr opr ocessor.

Feature (a) concerns the problem of naking the receiver
of D1 operational, which clearly is an obvious problem

It is notorious that television signal receivers are
usual Iy al ready operational when they |eave the
factory. Therefore, the board takes the view that it
woul d be obvious to a skilled person to nmake the
recei ver of D1 operational before it |eaves the
factory. Furthernore, naking the receiver operationa
in the factory mght be required to test the receiver
effectively before shipnent. It is also obvious that
the internal circuitry of the receiver can be easily
accessed at the site of manufacture, before the
receiver is packed, so that it is not difficult to
menorise the identifications of the broadcasting
stations at the factory. Therefore, the board considers
that feature (a) is obvious to the skilled person

Feature (b) concerns the inplenentation of the contro
nmeans by a m croprocessor, which is an obvious
alternative to the control neans disclosed in D1 once
suitabl e m croprocessors have becone avail abl e. That
such a m croprocessor was avail able at the priority
date of the patent in suit can be seen from docunent D5
whi ch di scloses a tel evision signal receiver in which
sel ection and nmenorisation of tuning information is
performed in a sequence of steps under control of a
progranmed m croprocessor
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In the view of the board, it was therefore obvious to

the skilled person at the priority date to performthe
procedure disclosed in DL for selecting and nenori si ng
tuning informati on under control of a systemof |ogic

programm ng using a mcroprocessor. Thus, feature (b)

is also obvious to the skilled person.

For these reasons, the subject-matter of claim1l of the
mai n request is obvious to a skilled person and cannot
be considered as involving an inventive step in the
sense of Article 56 EPC. The main request of the
appel | ant proprietor can therefore not be accepted.

First auxiliary request of the appellant patentee

Clarity - Article 84 EPC

The wording of claiml, first auxiliary request is
considered to be clear in the sense of Article 84 EPC
for the reasons indicated at point 2 above in
connection with the main request.

Amendnents - Article 123 EPC

Claim1 of the first auxiliary request contains all the
features of claim1l of the main request and, in
addition thereto, specifies that:

- the tuning information content of an identified
broadcast channel signal is nmenorised in the
non-vol atil e nmenory under the correspondi ng
progranme nunber in an established order in
accordance with the pre-established order defined
by the table; this feature results fromclaim1l as
originally filed and fromthe passage at colum 4,
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lines 14 to 41 of the printed specification of the
patent in suit, which was present in the
application as filed;

- said established order can be redeterm ned by the
user; which feature directly derives fromorigina
claim 3 and the passage at columm 4, lines 49 to
54 of the printed specification of the patent in
suit, which was present in the application as
filed.

Dependent clainms 2 to 6 have been anended to include
the features of clains 4 to 8 as granted and the
description has been anended to be consistent with the
cl ai ns and acknow edge the prior art known from
docunents D1 and Db5.

Thus, for the reasons indicated at points 3.1, 3.2, 6.1
and 6.2 above, the first auxiliary request does not
contai n subject-matter which extends beyond the content
of the application as filed and satisfies

Article 123(2) EPC

Claim1 of the first auxiliary request contains all the
features of claim9 as granted so that the scope of
protection has not been extended and Article 123(3) EPC
Is satisfied.

Novelty - Article 54 EPC

As expl ai ned above, docunent Dl does not disclose a
tel evision receiver conprising a m croprocessor.

Docunent D5 discloses a television signal receiver
conprising a programed m croprocessor and shows in
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Figure 4 a table Il which associ ates programre nunbers
and identifications of broadcasting stations. However,
D5 indicates that table Il is generated in the

recei ver after searching has been perforned and al

br oadcast tel evision channels received have been
identified on the basis of a code present in the
channel signal. D5 does not contain any description of
the algorithmused to generate table Il11. Thus, the
board takes the view that there is no disclosure in D5
of looking in a table for the programme nunber
correspondi ng to a broadcasting station.

Docunment D2 di scloses a television signal receiver in
whi ch the tuning information content f'x of an

i dentified broadcast channels is nenorised in an
established order in a nenory MEM However D2 does not
di scl ose any possibility to subsequently redeterm ne
the order in which the tuning information is nenori sed.

Docunent D10 di scl oses a tel evision signal receiver
simlar to the one disclosed in D2 and which al so | acks
the possibility to redeterm ne the order of the tuning
I nformati on nenori sed.

None of the remaining docunents D3, D4 and D6 to D9
di scl oses a television receiver in which the tuning
i nformati on of received broadcast channels is nenorised
according to a pre-established order in the receiver
and which offers the possibility to redeterm ne the
order in which said tuning information is nenorised.

Thus, the invention defined in claim1 of the first
auxiliary request does not formpart of the state of
the art disclosed in docunents D1 to D10 and can be
regarded as being new. The sane applies to the subject-
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matter of clains 2 to 6 which are dependent on claim1.

I nventive step - Article 56 EPC

The board regards docunent D1 as disclosing the cl osest
prior art.

In addition to features (a) and (b) identified at point
4.3 above, which have been found to be obvious to the
skill ed person, the television signal receiver defined
inclaiml of the first auxiliary request differs from
the one disclosed in DL in that:

-(c) the order in which the tuning information content
of identified broadcast channels is nenorised in
the non-volatile nenory can be redeterm ned by the

user.

Feature (c) solves the problemof allowi ng the user to
di verge fromthe order pre-established in the receiver.

This problemis not discussed or solved in any of the
docunents D1 and D3 to D9, that can be taken into
account for the assessnment of inventive step.

Furthernore, the board observes that tel evision signha
receivers storing the tuning information of the

recei ved channels in a pre-established order were

devel oped to avoi d burdeni ng the user of the receiver
with the task of determ ning and indicating how he

wi shes the broadcasting stations to be associated with
t he programme nunbers, i.e. in which order the channels
shoul d be nenorised. Menorising the broadcasting
stations in an order determ ned by the receiver appears
therefore to be antithetical to nmenorising themin an
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order determ ned by the user. Therefore, the board
considers that, in the absence of any suggestion in the
state of the art, the skilled person would not have
conbi ned these two opposed possibilities for
determining the order in which the stations are

nmenori sed. Thus, the board concludes that feature (c)
is not obvious to a skilled person.

The tel evision signal receiver defined by claim1 of
the first auxiliary request is therefore considered as
i nvolving an inventive step in the sense of Article 56
EPC.

The subject-matter of clains 2 to 6 of the first
auxi |l iary request also involves an inventive step, as
these clains are dependent on claim 1.
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For these reasons it is decided that:

1. The deci si on under appeal is set aside.

2. The case is remtted to the first instance with the
order to maintain the patent as anmended in the
followi ng version (first auxiliary request):

- clains 1 to 6 and description, colums 1 to 5,
filed at the oral proceedings;
- drawi ngs as in the patent.
The Regi strar: The Chai r man:
M Hor nel | W J. L. Wheeler

1478.D



