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Summary of Facts and Subm ssi ons
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Eur opean patent No. 0 338 412 (application
No. 89 106 561.7) was revoked by decision of the
Qpposi tion Division.

The appel l ant (proprietor of the patent) filed an
appeal agai nst the decision revoking the patent.

Fol |l owi ng two communi cati ons of the Board of Appeal,

t he appellant on 28 Septenber 1999 and 21 Cct ober 1999
filed amended patent docunents on the basis of which he
requested that the patent be mmintained (main request).

Clainms 1 and 10, the only independent clains of the set
of clains of the appellant's main request read as
fol | ows:

"1. Aliquid crystal color display device conprising a

di splay region (1; 21) and a peripheral region (5; 25)

around the display region (1; 21), said display region

(1; 21) having light shielding |layers (4; 24) and col or

filters (3; 23) on the inner surface of a cell and

nmut ual | y opposed groups of electrodes (10) to perform

di spl ay, characterized in that

(a) said display device is a dot matrix type with said
color filters (3; 23) being fornmed in pixe
portions;

(b) said display device is of an STN type being
capabl e of black and white display;

(c) said light shielding |ayers (6; 26) in said
display region (1; 21) being disposed in nutua
partial overlap with said pixel portions of said
color filters (3; 23), while



Lo T 0208/ 98

(d1l) light shielding | ayers (6; 26) being disposed over
the entire surface of said peripheral region
(5;25), and

(d2) color filters (7; 27) simlar to those of the
di splay region (1; 21) being also disposed in said
peripheral region (1; 21).

10. A nmethod for using the liquid crystal color
di spl ay device defined in Clainms 1 to 9, wherein a
back light is provided on the reverse side of the
device for enabling said device to function as a
negative type."

The respondent (opponent) in his letter of 7 October
1999 indicated that he had no objection to the opposed
pat ent bei ng maintained in accordance with the new
appel l ant's mai n request.

On both parties' request, the oral proceedi ngs which
were due to take place on 28 QOctober 1999 were
cancel l ed on 21 Cctober 1999.

Reasons for the Deci sion

1
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The appeal is adm ssible.

The Board having duly scrutinized the docunents on file
is satisfied that the patent as anended in accordance
wWith the appellant's main request - which no | onger
enconpasses the variant, considered obvious by the
Qpposition Division, with the shielding | ayers being
arranged in the sane manner in the peripheral and in
the display regions - satisfies the requirenents of the
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Conventi on.

The reasons therefore will only be summari zed shortly
in the follow ng, since the respondent no | onger
objects to the allowability of the appellant's main
request.

Conpl i ance of the anendnents with the requirenents of
Article 123(2) and (3) EPC

| ndependent claim1 corresponds in substance to claiml
as granted, with the further limtations set out in
features (a) to (dl) which were adequately disclosed in
the description as originally filed (see e.g. page 13,
line 14 to page 14, line 11 in connection with Figure 1
and page 7, lines 16 to 23).

| ndependent claim 10 defines a nethod for using the
device of claiml, with the additional limtation set
out in claiml15 as originally filed.

The description was adapted for consistency with the
amended cl ai ns.

Thus the patent docunments in accordance with the
appel lant's main request neet the requirenents of
Article 123(2) and (3) EPC

Patentability

The cl ai med subj ect-matter is novel within the neaning
of Article 54 EPC, since none of the pieces of prior
art brought to light in the file discloses a liquid
crystal col our display device conprising a display
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region and a peripheral region, with |light shielding

| ayers bei ng di sposed over the entire surface of the

peri pheral region and colour filters simlar to those
of the display region being also provided in the

peri pheral region.

Concerning the issue of inventive step, the Board
agrees to the appellant's subm ssion that the nearest
prior art is disclosed in docunent JP-A-63-34 510 (D2),
which is the sole to disclose a |ight shielding |ayer
covering the entire surface of a peripheral region
around the display region of a liquid crystal display
device of a dot matrix type. These | ayers however are
not provided on an inner surface of the cell, which
itself does not conprise any colour filters either.

The Board has no reason to question the appellant's
subm ssion that the provision of a |ight shielding

| ayer in the peripheral region, in particular for STN
di spl ays, cannot totally prevent negative influences of
t he peripheral region on the appearance of the display
region in terns of blurring and |ightened col our and
that these negative influences are substantially

al l eviated when additional colour filters simlar to
those in the display are al so disposed in the

peri pheral region, as is evidenced by the photographs
attached to the appellant's letter dated 29 May 1998.

Since the peripheral region is rendered inpervious to
l'ight by the presence of a |ight shielding | ayer over
its entire surface, an advantageous effect of col our
filters in such an opaque peripheral region could not
have been expected by the skilled person in an obvi ous

manner .
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For these reasons and in the absence of any objection
by the respondent, the liquid crystal colour display
device of claiml1l and the nmethod for using it as set
out in independent claim 10 are considered to involve
an inventive step within the nmeaning of Article 56 EPC

The sanme concl usion applies to the subject-matter of
clains 2 to 9, by virtue of their dependency to

claim1l.

3. Since the patent as anended in accordance with the
appel lant's main request, and the invention to which it
rel ates thus neet the requirenents of the Convention,
the patent can be maintained as so anended (see
Article 102(3) EPC).

O der

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 anended in the

foll owi ng version

d ai ns: No. 1 to 10 as filed with the
appellant's letter dated 28 Septenber
1999.

Descri ption: pages 2, 3, 5, 10 and 11 as filed with
the appellant's letter dated

2806. D
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The Regi strar:
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28 Septenber 1999 and pages 4, 6 to 9
and 12 as filed with the apellant's
| etter dated 21 Cctober 1999.

Sheets 1/2 to 2/2 (Figures 1 to 3) as

filed with the appellant's letter dated
28 Septenber 1999.

The Chai r nan:

E. Turrini



