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Summary of Facts and Subm ssi ons
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Thi s appeal is against the decision of the Exam ning
Division to refuse European patent application No.
95302790. 1 for lack of an inventive step.

The applicant filed an appeal against this decision,
requesting that the decision be set aside and a patent
be granted on the basis of a set of clains 1-7 filed
together with the statenent setting out the grounds of
appeal .

Caim1l of this set read as foll ows:

"A nethod of operating a systemincluding an active
matrix liquid crystal display (AMLCD, 104;192; 310) for
presenting output inmages in response to data defining

t he out put inages, processing neans (102; 186; 302)
connected for providing data defining inmages to the
AMLCD (104; 192; 310), wuser input circuitry
(110, 112; 184; 306) for providing signals fromusers to

t he processing neans (102;186; 302), and starting inmge
data defining a starting i mage (10,50); the

AMLCD (104; 192; 310) being an instance of a type of inage
out put devices; the AMLCD (104;192;310) including an
array of control units for controlling presentation of

i mges by the AMLCD, the AMLCD havi ng suffi cient
resolution to present output inmges as they woul d appear
on any of a set of types of inmmge output devices other
than the AMLCD s type; the set of types of image output
devices including two or nore types having different
characteristics, the two or nore types representing at

|l east a light inmage type and a printed i nage type; said
nmet hod conprising the steps of:
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operating the processing neans (102; 186; 302) to
obtain data defining a version of an inmage that can
be presented by the AMLCD to show the inmage as it
woul d appear when presented on one of the set of
types of inage output devices;

providing the data defining the image to the array of
control units so that the AMLCD presents the version
of the imge; and

said nethod being further characterized in that said
met hod conprises a sequence of iterations, each
iteration conprising the steps of:

receiving a device signal fromthe user input
circuitry (110,112;184;306); each iteration's device
signal indicating one of the set of types of inmage
out put devi ces;

performng A), the processing neans (102;186; 302)
using the starting inage data to automatically obtain
device version data (12) for the iteration, the
iteration's device version data defining a device
version of the starting i mage (10,50) that can be
presented by the AMLCD to show the starting imge
(10,50) as it would appear when presented on the type
of image out put devices indicated by the iteration's
devi ce signal

performng B) by providing the iteration's device
version data to the array so that the AMLCD presents
the iteration's device version of the starting inmge
(10, 50); and

wher ei n:



VI .

- 3- T 0371/ 01

t he device signals of two of the iterations indicate
different types of image output devices."

Claim6 was directed to a correspondi ng appar at us.

In a comuni cation fromthe Board annexed to a summons
to attend oral proceedings the prelimnary opinion was
given that clains 1 and 6 were not cl ear because of the
vague expressions "light inmage type" and "printed i mge
type". It was al so possible that these expressions,

whi ch were not contained in the application as filed,
represented an addition of non-disclosed subject-matter.
Furthernore, even if claim1l was interpreted narromy in
accordance with the description, it appeared that its
subj ect-matter was not inventive.

The appellant informed the Board that it was not going

to be represented at the oral proceedi ngs and requested
that the hearing be held on the basis of the docunents

on file.

Oral proceedings were held in the absence of the
appel l ant. The Board decided to dism ss the appeal.

Reasons for the Decision
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Claims 1 and 6 contain the expression "light inage
type", which was not contained in the application as
filed. Since this fornulation neither is defined in the
application, nor appears to have a generally accepted
particul ar neaning, the claimcannot be regarded as
nmeeting the clarity requirenent of Article 84 EPC. The
expressi on may cover nore or |less in scope than
"display" as this word is explained at col.2, |.43-46 of
t he published patent application, enconpassing in
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particul ar projectors. The very choice of different
wor di ng coul d suggest that it is intended to nmean
sonet hing el se than "display”, in which case it

i ntroduces new subject-matter, contrary to

Article 123(2) EPC

For the same reasons the fornulation "printed i mage
type", which is also not contained in the application as
filed, contravenes Article 84 EPC and, as far as it
means sonething else than the originally disclosed
expression "printer”, also Article 123(2) EPC.

2. Since the amendnents to the clains are not regarded as

acceptable and there are no auxiliary requests, the
appeal nust be dism ssed.

Or der

For these reasons, it is decided that:

The appeal is dism ssed.

The Regi strar: The Chai r man:

M Ki ehl S. Stei nbrener
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