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Summary of Facts and Subm ssions

The appeal is directed against the decision of the
Exam ni ng Division of the European Patent O fice of
16 March 2010, posted on 7 April 2010.

The appellant (applicant) filed a notice of appeal on
17 June 2010 and paid the appeal fee on the sane day.

In addition to grant of a European Patent on the basis
of the docunents on file, oral proceedings were

request ed.

By communi cati on of 21 Septenber 2010, receipt of which
was confirmed by the appellant, the Registry of the
Board inforned the appellant that it appeared fromthe
file that the witten statenent of grounds of appea

had not been filed and that it was therefore to be
expected that the appeal would be rejected as

I nadm ssi bl e pursuant to Article 108, third sentence,
EPC in conjunction with Rule 101(1). The appell ant was
i nformed that any observations had to be filed within

two nonths of notification of the comrunicati on.

Wth letter dated 23 Decenber 2010, the appel |l ant

withdrew its request for oral proceedings.

Reasons for the Decision

No witten statenment setting out the grounds of appeal was
filed within the tine limt provided by Article 108, third
sentence, EPC in conjunction with Rule 126(2) EPC. In addition

neither the notice of appeal, nor any other docunment fil ed,

contai ns anvthina that could be reaarded as a statenent of
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grounds pursuant to Article 108 EPC and Rule 99(2) EPC.
Therefore, the appeal has to be rejected as inadm ssible
(Rule 101(1) EPC).

Or der

For these reasons it is decided that:

The appeal is rejected as inadn ssible.

The Regi strar: The Chai r man:

C. Ei ckhoff P. Alting van Geusau



