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Case Nunber: T 0830/00 - 3.4.2

DECI SI ON
of the Technical Board of Appeal 3.4.2
of 24 April 2001

Appel I ant : E.l. du Pont de Nenours and Conpany
(Opponent) Legal Departnent 1007 Market Street
W | mi ngton, Del aware 19898 (USA)

Represent ati ve: Jones, Al an John (GB)
Carprmael s & Ransford
43 Bl oonsbury Square
London WC1A 2RA (GB)

Respondent : TORAY | NDUSTRI ES, | NC.
(Proprietor of the patent) 2-1, N honbashi Miromachi 2-chone
Chuo- ku

Tokyo 103-8666  (JP)

Repr esent ati ve: Kador & Partner
Cornel i usstralRe 15
D- 80469 Minchen (DE)

Deci si on under appeal : Interlocutory decision of the Qpposition Division
of the European Patent O fice posted 2 June 2000
concer ni ng mai nt enance of European patent
No. 0 496 323 in anended form

Conposition of the Board:

Chai r man: E. Turri ni
Menber s: A G Klein
B. J. Schachenmann
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Summary of Facts and Submn ssions

The appeal contests the interlocutory decision of the
Qpposition Division of the European Patent O fice dated
2 June 2000, concerning mai nt enance of European patent
No. 0 496 323 in anended form

The Appellant (Opponent) filed a notice of appeal on
11 August 2000 and paid the fee for appeal on the sane
day.

No Statement of Grounds was filed. The notice of appea
contains nothing that could be regarded as a Statenent
of Grounds pursuant to Article 108 EPC

1. By a communi cati on dated 30 January 2001, sent by
registered letter wwth advice of delivery, the Registry
of the Board inforned the Appellant that no Statenent
of Grounds has been filed and that the appeal could be
expected to be rejected as inadm ssible. The Appell ant
was invited to file observations within two nonths.

L1l No answer has been given wthin the given tine limt to
the Regi stry's conmuni cati on

Reasons for the Deci sion

As no witten Statenent setting out the grounds of appeal has
been filed, the appeal has to be rejected as inadm ssible
(Article 108 EPC in conjunction with Rule 65(1) EPC).
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O der

For these reasons it is decided that:

The appeal is rejected as inadm ssible.

The Registry: The Chai r man:

P. Muartorana E. Turrini
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