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Summary of Facts and Subm ssi ons

The respondent is proprietor of European patent
No. 0 334 327, which was granted on the basis of
Eur opean patent application No. 89 105 150. 0.

. The appel |l ant (opponent) filed an opposition against
the patent, inter alia on the grounds that its subject-
matter |acked an inventive step having regard in
particular to El = DE-Al-3043081, a docunent already
cited in the patent.

Anot her opposition, citing inter alia
E6 = JP- A-58-161467 and based on | ack of novelty or
i nventive step, was deened not to have been fil ed.

L1l The European patent was mai ntai ned in amended form

The only independent claimof the maintained set of 6
clainms read as foll ows:

"1l. Anulti-screen display control system conprising a
di splay unit (02) used as a user interface in a picture
information recordi ng apparatus (1), for the purpose of
sel ecting recording functions and setting execution
condi tions, and display control neans

characterized in that

the display unit (02) conprises a nonitor screen unit,
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(i) displaying one of various selection node screens
for predeterm ned functions, each including a

corresponding plurality of function groups (C)

(ii1) instructing the operator of the picture
i nformation recordi ng apparatus (1) to enter values for

t he execution conditions, and

(iii) displaying in an area (B) only the set state of
each of the function groups for each of the functions
of the other selection-node screens, whereby the
operator can see at once all of the function groups

settings."

The opposition division took the follow ng view

E6 was not considered as being rel evant.

The newly cited E5 = Xerox D sclosure Journal, vol. 9,
No. 4, Jul y/August 1984, page 269, "Direct- Sel ect
Vacuum Fl uorescent For Copier Application”, was taken
as the closest prior art. It disclosed a plurality of
menus, but although the functions selected were
indicated, all functions remai ned di splayed. For the
skill ed person, there was no hint of a second area
wherein only the paraneters sel ected were displ ayed,
the functions being displayed all the tinme with those
sel ected being high-lighted. Thus, in E5, all options,
sel ected or not, being displayed, this did not enable

the control panel to be nmade snaller.

2755.D Y A
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Simlar argunents applied to E1, which concerned a
di splay control systemconprising a plurality of
control screens, for instance 3, the display unit
including an area in which all possible options are
visible, even if they have not been sel ect ed.

The conbi nation of features of claim1l had as technical
effect that it was possible to nonitor all the settings
with a smaller screen, thus leading to a smaller
copier. Therefore, the subject-matter of claiml

i nvol ved an inventive step.

The appel | ant (opponent) | odged an appeal against this

deci si on.

During the oral proceedings of 21 October 1998, which
had been requested auxiliarily by the respondent, a
mai n and an auxiliary request were filed for

mai nt ai ni ng the patent in anended form

Respondent's main request consists of the foll ow ng

pat ent docunents:

Clains: No. 1 filed during the oral proceedings;

Nos. 2 to 6 as annexed to the deci sion of

t he opposition division;

Descri pti on: columms 1 to 60 as annexed to the
deci sion of the opposition division, with
t he amendnments in colum 4 and col utm 59

as submitted during the oral proceedings;

2755.D Y A
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Dr awi ngs: Figures 1 to 42 of the patent
speci fication.

Caim1l1l of the main request, which incidentally uses
sinpl e brackets such as i) in place of double brackets
such as (i) for indicating paragraphs and which
contains "group” in place of "groups" as the

penul timate word of the claim conprises additionally,
at the end of paragraph (i) of the above cited claiml
of the inpugned decision, the feature "the sel ection
node screens being alternatively sel ectabl e by neans of
sel ection keys".

Respondent's auxiliary request is distinguished from
his main request only in that it conprises, at the end
of paragraph i), the further additional feature
"corresponding to the selection node screens”.

The respondent submtted the follow ng argunents in
support of his requests:

Claiml of the main request is formally correct, and in
particul ar defines in an unanbi guous way the matter to
be protected, so that it is clear. It is also

pat ent abl e.

2755.D
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The system of E6 does not conprise the feature of
claiml1 of the auxiliary request that the selection
node screens are alternatively sel ectabl e by nmeans of
sel ection keys corresponding to the sel ection node
screens, i.e., it does not conprise nmeans for

sel ectively switching fromone sel ection node screen to
anot her by actuating the correspondi ng sel ecti on key.
Starting fromdocunent E6, wherein the user cannot go
directly, wthout fixed sequential order, to the screen
he needs for the selection of functions, the object of
the present invention is to provide an inproved display
control systemwhich allows the operator to easily
confirmthe set state of each of the function groups
and choose anong different copier functions. This
object is solved by the systemof the auxiliary
request, wherein the selection node screens are
alternatively sel ectable by neans of selection keys
corresponding to the sel ecti on node screens, and
wherei n, depending on the actually selected sel ection
node screen, there is in particular a neans displaying
in an area only the set state of each of the function
groups for each of the functions of the other

sel ecti on-nbde screens, whereby the operator can see at

once all of the function group settings.

In the systemof E5, all options, selected or not, are
di spl ayed. E1 concerns a display control system
conprising a plurality of control screens, the display
unit including an area in which all possible options

are visible.

Therefore, the subject-natter of the auxiliary request

i nvol ves an inventive step.

2755.D Y A
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The appel |l ant argued in substance as follows in support
of his request that the decision under appeal be set
asi de and that the patent be revoked:

Caim1l of the main request contains form
deficiencies and is not allowable already for that

reason.

Concerning the auxiliary request, the idea of dividing
t he sel ection node screen which allows the user to

sel ect copying functions, was already known. For
instance, in E1, there is a plurality of control
screens which are displayed. In E6, selection node
screens showi ng functions to be selected can be
successi vely displayed by actuating sel ection keys such
as FO, F1, F2 or F3 and, noreover, it is possible to

di splay a screen with new functions by actuating the
key "SELECT"; said new functions can then be sel ected
by actuating the keys FO, F1, F2 or F3. Mreover, in
sai d docunment, the functions which have been sel ected
are displayed in an area of the next screen which is

di spl ayed foll ow ng the actuati on of one of said keys.
In E5, although all options, selected or not, are

di splayed, it is however possible to distinguish those
opti ons which have been sel ected because they are high-
I i ght ed.

Therefore, as well the idea of dividing a selection
node screen in a plurality of successively displayed
sel ecti on node screens as the idea of displaying the
opti ons which have been set, i.e. selected, for keeping

t he user informed and avoiding errors, were known for

2755.D



-7 - T 0907/ 96

the sane technical field.
Consequently, the subject-matter of claim1l of the

auxi liary request is obvious and does not involve an

i nventive step.

Reasons for the Decision

1. The appeal is adm ssible.
2. Main request
2.1 Caim1l concerns a nulti-screen display control system

conprising a display unit used as a user interface in a
pi cture information recordi ng apparatus, for the

pur pose of selecting recording functions and setting
execution conditions, and display control neans;

the display unit conprises a nonitor screen unit

i) displaying one of various selection node screen for
predeterm ned functions, each including a correspondi ng
plurality of function groups, the selection node
screens being alternatively sel ectable by neans of

sel ecti on keys,

i1) instructing the operator of the picture information
recordi ng apparatus to enter values for the execution

condi ti ons, and

iii) displaying in an area only the set state of each

2755.D Y
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of the function groups for each of the functions of the
ot her sel ection-node screens, whereby the operator can
see at once all of the function groups settings."

| ndeed, in accordance with the terns "the sel ection
node screens being alternatively sel ectabl e by neans of
sel ection keys" of paragraph i), in the enbodi nent

di sclosed in the description and illustrated in
particular by Figures 26 and 27(a) to 27(c), the node
sel ection keys (308), (309) and (310) allow the user of
the systemto select alternatively the basic copy
screen of Figure 27(a), the applied copy screen of
Figure 27(b) or the special copy screen of

Figure 27(c), respectively. In this respect, it is to
be noted that these node sel ection keys (308), (309)
and (310) correspond to the basic copy screen of

Figure 27(a), the applied copy screen of Figure 27(b)
and the special copy screen of Figure 27(c),

respectively.

However, as pointed out by the Board during the oral
proceedi ngs, on the one hand, since claiml1l of the main
request does not specify that selection keys
"correspond to" the selection node screens, the nmulti-
screen display control system can be such that the

sel ecti on node screens are sel ectable by neans of

sel ecti on keys, but wherein said selection keys do not
"correspond to" the selection node screens. For

i nstance, this can be done by using two sel ection keys
which allow to proceed through a fixed sequence of

sel ection node screens, either in one direction, from
t he basic screen of Figure 27(a) to the special copy

screen of Figure 27(c) over the applied copy screen of

2755.D Y A
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Figure 27(b), or in the opposite direction, fromthe
speci al copy screen of Figure 27(c) to the basic screen
of Figure 27(a) over the applied copy screen of

Figure 27(b). On the other hand, it is anbi guous,

whet her in such a case the node screens are
"alternatively selectable”, as nentioned in the claim
i.e., whether the selection of a screen via an

i nternedi ate screen can be considered as being an
"alternative" selection, or not. The description, which
as nentioned here above only specifically discloses an
enbodi mrent with "correspondi ng keys", does not allow
the skilled reader to determ ne whether different types
of keys, such as "sequential" keys, are also neant in
the claim

Therefore, claim1l as anended after grant anbi guously
defines the matter for which protection is sought, so
that it does not satisfy the requirement of clarity of
Article 84 EPC and, therefore, the patent cannot be

mai ntai ned on this basis (Article 102(3) EPC).

I nci dental ly, objections of the appellant about other
deficiencies of the claimneed thus not to be taken
i nto account.

Auxiliary request

Formal requirenents

2755.D Y A
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The | ast feature of paragraph i) of claim1, according
to which "the sel ection node screens being
alternatively selectable by neans of selection keys
corresponding to the selection node screens”, restricts
the scope of the patent as granted. Said | ast feature
has a basis in the patent in suit (see colum 59,

lines 18 to 21; see also Figures 26 to 27(c) and the
rel ated text) and in correspondi ng passages of the
application as filed. In particular, the disclosed
enbodi mrent shows the case where the node sel ection keys
are arranged corresponding to the nunber of screens.
There can be seen no difference in neaning between "the
sel ection node screens being alternatively sel ectable
by neans of selection keys corresponding to the

sel ection node screens”, on the one hand, and the
expression in the granted patent and in the original

di scl osure "the sel ection node screens being
alternatively sel ectable by neans of selection keys
corresponding to the nunber of the selection node
screens”, on the other hand. Moreover no particul ar
formal deficiency could be detected or has been pointed
out. Therefore, it is considered that the requirenents
for the admssibility of the amendnents with respect to
the extent of protection or to additional subject-
matter, and the allowability of the clains with respect
to clarity, are satisfied (Articles 123(3), 123(2) and
84 EPC).

Novel ty

A system according to claiml of the auxiliary request
does not formpart of the state of the art, and the

novelty of this system has not been contested either

2755.D Y A
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(Article 54 EPC).

| nventive step

The Board cannot follow the appellant arguing during

t he oral proceedings that E1 should constitute the

cl osest prior art. Indeed, as already credibly set
forth in the inpugned decision, this docunent concerns
a display control systemconprising a plurality of
control screens, for instance 3, the display unit
including an area in which all possible options are
visible, even if they have not been selected. Thus, El1
is less relevant than E6, which had been stressed as
the closest prior art in the witten argunents of the
appel  ant and wherein successive nmenus with various

functions are displayed on the sanme nonitor screen.

The transcopying systemof E6 is a copy transmtting
system whi ch can be utilized either in a transmtting
node (see Figure 11) or in a so-called "LOCAL" node

which is derivable as being a recording, or "copying"

node (see Figure 13).

Contrary to the systemof claim1l of the auxiliary
request, the system of E6, which displays one of
various sel ection node screens for a predeterm ned
group of functions fromwhich one function is to be
sel ected, is not such that each of said various

sel ecti on node screens includes a correspondi ng
plurality of function groups, whereby in each group of
functions a function can be sel ected. Indeed, the
system of E6 (see Figure 8 and the correspondi ng text)

conprises actuating keys FO, F1, F2 or F3, which allow

2755.D
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to sel ect anong the displayed set of functions, for

i nstance "LOCAL" or "TRANSM SSI ON', and a " SELECT" key
for displaying, when the nunber of functions in a
particul ar set of functions exceeds the nunber of
avai |l abl e actuating keys FO, F1, F2 or F3, further
functions of said sane set of functions.

The question, whether in the systemof E6 the actuation
of the "SELECT" key results in displaying a new,
different "selection node screen"” as in claim1l of the
auxiliary request, or in displaying a new content of

t he sane "sel ecti on node screen”, i.e. other functions
of the same "set" or "group" of functions, can be left
open for the reasons set forth in the foll ow ng

par agr aph 3. 3. 2.

3.3.2 As convincingly argued by the respondent, the system of
E6 in any case does not conprise the further feature of
claim1l1 of the auxiliary request that the selection
node screens are alternatively sel ectable by neans of
sel ection keys corresponding to the sel ection node
screens, i.e., it does not conprise neans for
sel ectively switching fromone sel ection node screen to
any of the other selection node screens by actuating

the correspondi ng sel ection key.

2755.D Y A
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As further convincingly argued by the respondent,
starting fromdocunent E6, wherein in particular the
user cannot go directly, w thout fixed sequenti al

order, to the screen he needs for the selection of
functions he wants, the object of the present invention
is to provide an inproved display control system which
allows the operator to easily confirmthe set state of
each of the function groups and choose anong any of
different copier functions. This object is credibly
solved by the systemof claim1l of the auxiliary
request, wherein the selection node screens are
alternatively sel ectabl e by neans of sel ection keys
corresponding to the selection node screens, and
wherein, according to the selected sel ection node
screen, there is a nmeans for instructing the operator
of the picture information recording apparatus to enter
val ues for the execution conditions, and for displaying
in an area only the set state of each of the function
groups for each of the functions of the other

sel ecti on-nbde screens, whereby the operator can see at

once all of the function groups settings.

In the systemof E5, all options, selected or not, are
di spl ayed, and this does not, starting fromE6, lead to
correspondi ng sel ection keys for successively displayed
node sel ection screens or in any case does not enable
the control panel to be made smaller, which according
to the patent in suit (see colum 4, lines 41 to 46) is

al so an object of the invention.

2755.D Y A
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Nei t her the system of E1, which as set forth here above
concerns a display control system conprising a
plurality of control screens, for instance 3, the

di splay unit including an area in which all possible
options are visible, even if they have not been

sel ected, nor the further prior art docunments, which
are less relevant, give any hint of the solution of the

system of the auxiliary request.

3.3.3 Therefore, having regard to the state of the art, the
subject-matter of claim1 of the auxiliary request is
not obvious to the person skilled in the art and, thus,
it is considered to involve an inventive step in the
sense of Article 56 EPC

Incidentally, it is to be noted that other grounds of
opposition contained in the notice of opposition have
not been put forward by the appellant and need not to
be taken into account.

3.4 Consequently, the patent can be maintained in the

anended form provided by the respondent in his
auxiliary request (Article 102(3) EPC).

Or der

For these reasons it is decided that:

1. The deci sion under appeal is set aside.

2. The case is remtted to the first instance with the

2755.D Y
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order to maintain the patent in amended form as
fol | ows:

Clains: No. 1 filed as auxiliary request during the oral
proceedi ngs of 21 Cctober 1998;
Nos. 2 to 6 as annexed to the decision of

t he opposition division;

Descri ption: colums 1 to 60 as annexed to the
deci sion of the opposition division, with
t he amendnents in colum 4 and col um 59
as submtted during the oral proceedings
of 21 Cctober 1998;

Dr awi ngs: Figures 1 to 42 of the patent

speci fication.

The Regi strar: The Chai r man:

P. Martorana E. Turrini
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