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Summary of Facts and Subm ssi ons

In a decision dated 16 July 2001, the Opposition
Division rejected the opposition filed agai nst European
patent No. 0 579 573 granted upon the subject-matter of
Eur opean patent application No. 93 610 042. 9.

The Appel | ant (Opponent) appeal ed against this decision
by a letter filed on 28 August 2001, paid the fee for
appeal on the sane date and filed a statenent of
grounds of appeal on 22 Novenber 2001, in which he
requested that the patent be revoked.

In a letter dated 5 Septenber 2002 the Respondent
(Patentee) stated that it "has lost interest in the
above patent and thus wi shes to finish the

proceedi ngs", that "the consent to the text proposed
for grant under Rule 51(45) EPC is hereby w thdrawn and
no new text will be filed instead" end that "the
request for oral proceedings is |ikew se wthdrawn."

Reasons for the Decision

2364.D

The appeal conplies with Articles 106 to 108 and
Rul e 64 EPC and is adm ssi bl e.

Fromthe statenents referred to above under point Il
it follows that the Patentee no | onger approves the
text in which the patent was nmai ntained and will not
submt any anended text, so that the patent has to be
revoked.



Or der

For these reasons it is decided that:

1. The deci sion under appeal is set aside.

2. The patent is revoked.

The Regi strar: The Chai r man:
G Magouliotis C. Andries
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