BESCHVWERDEKAMVERN
DES EUROPAI SCHEN

PATENTAMI'S OFFI CE

I nternal distribution code:
(A) [ ] Publication in QJ
(B) [ ] To Chairmen and Menbers

( [ 1] To Chairnen
(D) [X] No distribution

DECI S|

BOARDS OF APPEAL OF
THE EUROPEAN PATENT

CHAMBRES DE RECOURS
DE L' OFFI CE EUROPEEN
DES BREVETS

ON

of 1 July 2002

Case Nunber:
Appl i cation Nunber:
Publ i cati on Nunber:

| PC:

Language of the proceedi ngs:

Title of invention:
Segnented snelt spout

Appl i cant:
ALSTOM PONER | NC

Opponent :

Headwor d:

Rel evant | egal
EPC Art. 108
EPC R 65(1)

provi si ons:

Keywor d:

T 0128/02 - 3.3.6
97947398. 0
0938607

D21C 11/12

EN

"M ssing statenent of grounds”

Deci si ons cited:

Cat chword

EPA Form 3030 10.93



9

Europdisches European Office européen
Patentamt Patent Office des brevets

Beschwerdekammern Boards of Appeal Chambres de recours

Case Nunber: T 0128/02 -

3.3.6

DECI SI1 ON

of the Techni cal Board of Appeal 3.3.6

Appel | ant :

Repr esent ati ve:

Deci si on under appeal :

Conposition of the Board:

Chai r man: P. Krasa
Menber s: G Dischinger

of 1 July 2002

ALSTOM POVER | NC.
2000 Day Hill Road
W ndsor, Connecticut 06095 (US)

Hel Iwig, Tillmann, Dr.

Drei ss, Fuhlendorf, Steinl e & Becker
Pat ent anwal t e

Post f ach 103762

D 70032 Stuttgart (DE)

Deci si on of the Exanmining Division of the

Eur opean Patent O fice posted 9 July 2001

ref usi ng Eur opean patent application

No. 97 947 398.0 pursuant to Article 97(1) EPC

- Hoeppl er

M B. Tardo-Di no



- 1- T 0128/ 02

Summary of Facts and Submn ssions

The appeal contests the decision of the Exam ning

Di vision of the European Patent O fice posted 9 July
2001, refusing the European patent application

No. 97 947 398.0 pursuant to Article 97(1) EPC

The Appellant filed a Notice of Appeal on 31 August
2001 and paid the fee for appeal on the sane day.

No Statement of G ounds was filed.

The Notice of Appeal does not contain anything that
could be regarded as a Statenent of G ounds pursuant to
Article 108 EPC

By a communi cation dated 18 February 2002 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 and
attention was drawn to the possibility of filing a
request for re-establishnment of rights under

Article 122 EPC.

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

Reasons for the Decision

As no witten statenent setting out the G ounds of Appeal has
been filed and as the notice of appeal does not contain
anything that could be regarded as a statenment of ground of
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appeal according to Article 108 EPC, the appeal has to be
rejected as inadm ssible (Article 108 EPC in conjunction with
Rul e 65(1) EPC).

Or der

For these reasons it is decided that:

The appeal is rejected as inadm ssible.

The Regi strar: The Chai r man:

G Rauh P. Krasa
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