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Summary of Facts and Subm ssi ons

1270.D

The appeal is directed agai nst the decision of the
OQpposition Division to reject the opposition against
Eur opean patent No. 0 786 062. The patent had been
opposed on the grounds that the subject-matter of the
pat ent extended beyond the content of the application
as filed (Article 100(c) EPC) and on the grounds of

| ack of novelty and |l ack of inventive step

(Article 100(a) EPC).

The Opposition Division held that the grounds for

opposi tion nentioned in Articles 100(a) and (c) EPC did
not prejudice the maintenance of the patent unanmended,
having regard to the foll owi ng docunents:

El: US-A-4 097 129

ES: EP-A-0 363 188

E6: "Hawke cabl e gl ands" catal ogue, July 1994

On 8 April 2002 the appellant (opponent) |odged an
appeal against that decision and paid the required
appeal fee.

During the oral proceedings held on 6 May 2004 the
appel  ant requested that the decision to reject the
opposition be set aside and the patent revoked in its
entirety. The respondent (patent proprietor) requested
that the appeal be dism ssed and that the patent be
mai ntai ned as granted (main request) or alternatively
t he mai ntenance of the patent in anended formon the
basis of one of the sets of clainms according to
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auxiliary requests 1,1A 2,2A and 3 filed with letter
dated 6 April 2004 and auxiliary request AA filed with
letter dated 7 April 2004.

| ndependent clains 1, 13, 17, 18 and 19 as granted read
as foll ows:

1. "A connector having connected to the ends thereof
a pair of conduit tubes (T) of the type which carry
fibre-optics conmuni cations cabl es; the connector
conprising a body (1, 2) having a through bore in which
is disposed a fibre-optics cable (C); each end of the
body having received therein an end of a conduit tube
(T) for carrying the cable (C); the body having a pair
of first resilient sealing nmeans (30,34, 35) each of
whi ch encircles one of the conduit tubes (T), and
conpression neans (1, 2, 3, 19, 24) for conpressing
each first resilient sealing neans (30, 34, 35) against
a conduit tube (T) around the circunference thereof so
as to provide a substantially gas-tight seal between

t he body and the conduit tube (T); and a second
resilient sealing neans (30, 33) disposed axially
between the pair of first resilient sealing neans (30,
34, 35) for sealing against the fibre-optics cable (C
characterised in that the body has two main body
portions (1, 2) arranged for relative axial novenent

t her ebet ween, and neans (3) for drawing the two main
body portions (1, 2) together; and in that the second
resilient sealing neans (30, 33) is disposed axially
between two confronting surfaces (19, 24) of the two
mai n body portions (1, 2); the second resilient sealing
means (3, 33) having a through bore through which the
fibre-optics cable (C) can pass when the two mai n body
portions (1, 2) have been connected together and the
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second resilient sealing neans (30, 33) is in an
unconpressed or lightly conpressed state, the second
resilient sealing neans (30, 33) being conpressible
thereafter by tightening the two main body portions (1,
2) together so as to deformthe second resilient
sealing neans (30, 33) radially inwardly and into
sealing contact with the fibre-optic cable (C), thereby
to forma substantially gas-tight seal between the body
and the fibre-optic cable (C)."

13. "A connector for connecting to an end of a conduit
tube of the type which carries fibre-optics

conmuni cation cabl es; the connector conprising a body
havi ng a through bore through which a fibre-optics
cable (C) may pass; at |east one end of the body being
arranged to receive therein an end of a conduit tube (T)
for carrying the cable (C); the body having two main
body portions (1, 2) arranged for relative axial
novenent therebetween, the two main body portions (1, 2)
t oget her defining an annul ar recess therebetween in

whi ch is disposed a unitary sealing nenber (30), the
unitary sealing nenber (30)conprising first resilient
seal ing neans (34, 35) for encircling the conduit tube
(T), and second resilient sealing neans (33), the
arrangenent being such that tightening the two nmain
body portions(1l, 2) together causes conpression of the
seal i ng nmenber (30) between confronting surfaces of the
respective body portions (1, 2) such that the first
resilient sealing neans (34, 35) is defornmed radially
inwardly and into sealing contact wwth the conduit tube
(T) and the second resilient sealing neans (33) is
defornmed radially inwardly and into sealing contact
with the fibre-optic cable (C) thereby to forma
substantially gas-tight seal between the body and the
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conduit tube (T)and a substantially gas-tight sea
bet ween the body and the fibre-optics cable O ."

17. "A sealing nenmber for use in a connector for
connecting to an end of a conduit tube (T) which
carries fibre-optic communication cables (C) as defined
in claiml; the sealing nmenber (30) being fornmed of an
el astoneric material and having a generally cylindrical
shape; the sealing nenber having at | east one end

t hereof an enl arged bore portion (34, 35) for
encircling and receiving an end of a conduit tube (T),
and a reduced di aneter bore portion (33) through which
a fibre-optics cable (C) nmay pass; the axial end
surfaces (31, 32) of the sealing nmenber (30) being
inclined rearwardly fromthe radially inner edge

t hereof so as to forma frustoconi cal abutnent

surface. "

18. "A sealing nmeans for use in a connector for
connecting to an end of a conduit tube (T) of the type
whi ch carries fibre-optics communication cables (O

the sealing nmeans conprising a pair of sealing

menber s(438, 439), each said sealing nenber having an
enl arged bore portion for receiving an end of a conduit
therein, and a reduced di aneter bore portion (438c,
439c) through which a fibre-optics cable (C) nmay pass,
and having an axial end surface (438a, 439a) which is
inclined rearwardly froma radial inner edge thereof;
and an annul ar nmenber (490) of nore rigid material than
the two said sealing nenbers (438, 439), the annul ar
menber (490) being arranged to be disposed axially

bet ween the two sealing nmenbers (438, 439), the annul ar
menber (490) being of a general bi-concave formto
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assi st conpression and radial inward deformation of the
seal i ng nenbers (438, 439)."

19. "A nethod of formng a gas block in a fibre-optics
conmuni cation line conprising a fibre-optics cable (C)
di sposed within a conduit tube (T), which nethod
conprises connecting to an end of a | ength of conduit
tube (T) a connector as defined in any one of the
preceding clains, inserting a fibre-optics cable (O
into the conduit tube (T) and connector and draw ng the
two body portions (1, 2) of the connector together such
that the first resilient sealing neans (30, 34, 35) of
t he connector is conpressed against the conduit tube (T)
around its circunference to provide a substantially
gas-tight seal between the connector body and the
conduit tube, and the second resilient sealing nmeans
(30, 33) of the connector is conpressed against the
fibre-optic cable (C) so as to forma substantially
gas-tight seal between the connector body and the
fibre-optic cable (C)."

The appel lant's subm ssions nmade in witing and at the
oral proceedi ngs can be sumari sed as foll ows:

Granted claim 1l contained subject-matter which extended
beyond the content of the application as originally
filed. The follow ng features of claim1l of the patent
as granted were not disclosed specifically in the
application as filed:

(1) “...a pair of first resilient sealing neans
each of which encircles one of the conduit
tubes ..." and
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(i) "...and conpression neans for conpressing
each first resilient sealing nmeans agai nst a
condui t tube around the circunference
thereof...".

Claim1l as filed defined the first resilient sealing
means, the conduit tube and the conpression neans in

t he singular, one sealing nmeans and one conpressing
nmeans being defined in connection with one tube. There
was no suggestion that, if another tube was received in
t he connector body, there would be another first
resilient sealing neans and anot her conpression neans
for conpressing this first resilient sealing nmeans

agai nst this additional conduit tube. There was no
specific disclosure anywhere in the application as
filed of a pair of first resilient sealing neans of
unspecified formeach of which encircled one of a pair
of conduit tubes and a conpression neans of unspecified
formfor conpressing each first sealing neans against a
condui t tube.

The interpretation made by the Opposition Division in

t he passage bridging pages 3 and 4 of its decision that
the arrangenent conprising the collet 8, the washer 7
and the Oring 6, as shown for exanple in the |eft-hand
side of Figure 1, was a first sealing neans with
conpressi on neans which worked in a passive manner, was
not supported by the original disclosure. As nentioned
in the first paragraph of page 11 of the application as
publ i shed, this arrangenent was only described as
constituting a "nmeans for retaining the conduit tube

wi thin the connector body”". No sealing function was
intended to be provided by this arrangenent, since,
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when such a sealing function was required, it was
explicitly nmentioned as such in the original disclosure.

Ganted claim1l was not novel having regard to the
prior art docunment E1. Figure 5A of El1 disclosed a
coupling device for fibre-optics comunication cables
having all of the features of claim1. The protective

j ackets 716,718 of E1 were clearly tubular and received
fibres passing through them they therefore constituted
conduits. The body parts 712,734 constituted the
clainmed two main body portions arranged for relative
axi al novenent therebetween and the thread between them
t he clainmed nmeans for draw ng these portions together.
The angl ed shoul der of the part 734 and the angl ed part
of body 712 constituted the clained two confronting
surfaces. The body 712 had a pair of first resilient
seal i ng nmeans 712b, 712c, each of which encircled one of
the conduit tubes with conpression neans 738, 740 for
conpressing each first resilient sealing neans agai nst
a conduit tube, and a second resilient sealing nmeans
720 for sealing against the fibre-optics cable. The
body 712 had a through bore through which the fibre-
optics cable could pass. The second resilient sealing
means were conpressible by tightening the two mai n body
portions 712,734 together so as to deformthe second
resilient sealing neans radially inwardly and into
sealing contact with the fibre-optic cable. Screw ng of
t he body part 734 and of the conpression neans 738, 740
woul d i nevitably achi eve some sealing effect which
woul d be gas tight at a certain pressure.

Ganted claim1 did not involve an inventive step. As
correctly indicated by the Qpposition Division, E5
represented the nearest prior art and showed all of the
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features of claim1l of the patent except for the
arrangenent for conpressing the second resilient
seal i ng neans against the fibre-optic cable. The known
defl ectabl e seal arrangenent of E5 had the drawback
that there was no guarantee for the user that it worked
effectively, since it was not possible to know for sure
whet her or not a positive engagenent had taken pl ace
bet ween the defl ectable seal and the cable. Such a
drawback woul d be noticed by a person skilled in the
art seeking a seal that operated effectively over a

| onger period of tinme. Had the skilled person been
asked how this drawback coul d be overcone, he woul d
undoubt edly draw on know edge from E6 whi ch, although
associated with electrical cables, was in the sane
general field. E6 disclosed cable glands, for exanple

t he doubl e- headed arrangenment HAWKE TYPE 153, 153T on
page 34 or the HAWKE TYPE P 500 on page 38 of the
cat al ogue, which provided a positive engagenent between
the seal and the electrical cable. The technical
teaching given by E6 was sinply to provide in two parts
a body and to displace or screw themtogether to
conpress a seal arranged between them the seal tightly
engagi ng the cabl e passing through the body. G ven the
problem it would be obvious to a skilled person to
provi de a positive engagenent by adapting the second
resilient seal arrangenent of E5 in the manner shown in
E6.

The subm ssions of the respondent nay be sunmarized as
fol | ows:

The appellant's contention under Article 100(c) EPC was
unf ounded. Features (i) and (ii) identified by the
appel l ant were fair generalisations covered by the
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enbodi nents disclosed in the originally filed
appl i cation docunent.

The subject-matter of claim1 was new over the prior
art docunent El. The jackets around the fibre were not
conduit tubes within the neaning of claim1l. The
central bore extending axially through the coupling of
El was not of the type capable of carrying a fibre
optics comuni cation cable. There was neither an
explicit nor an inplicit disclosure of a substantially
gas-tight seal between the body of the coupling and the
fibre passing through the central bore.

The subject-matter of claim1l involved an inventive
step. Starting froma connector as known fromE5, it
was not obvious to replace the flexible seal in the
central part of the known connector by a resilient
sealing ring clanped down on the fibre-optics

communi cati ons cabl e.

Reasons for the Decision

1270.D

Ext ensi on of subject-matter

Claim1l1l of the application as originally filed

(WD A-96/ 11 355, hereinafter called AF) specifies that
at | east an end of the connector body receives a
conduit tube and that a first resilient nmeans and
conpressi on nmeans for conpressing the resilient sealing
means agai nst that conduit tube are provided. Besides,
according to the characterising part of the claim a
second conpressible resilient sealing neans for sealing
agai nst the fibre-optic cable is defined.
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It is true that, as contended by the appellant, claiml
as filed covers a connector body with one conduit tube
connected to the connector body and one first resilient
seal i ng neans and conpression neans for conpressing the
resilient sealing neans agai nst that one conduit only.
The term "at | east one end of the body ... an end of a
condui t tube" does not, however, limt claim1 as filed
to this sol e enbodi rent and al so covers connectors
having two conduits tubes. Page 7, lines 2 to 4 of the
original disclosure explicitly nmentions the possibility
for the connector body to have "two ends arranged to
receive therein the ends of two respective conduit
tubes" and the figures 1, 9, 10 and 12 of the original
di scl osure are all exanples of connectors receiving the
respective ends of two conduit tubes.

The first and second seal i ng neans have been di scl osed
in several different forms in AF. Wth respect to one
conduit tube only, AF specifies that the first and
second resilient sealing neans may be unitary (claim?2
as filed) or may be separate entities (claim®6 as
filed).

In the case of a pair of conduit tubes respectively
received in two ends of the connector body the question
ari ses whether the features (i) "a pair of first
resilient sealing neans each of which encircles one of
the conduit tubes"” and (ii) "conpression neans for
conpressing each first resilient sealing neans agai nst
a conduit tube around the circunference thereof"” are

di scl osed in such general terns or not.

When considering the enbodi ment of Figure 1 of AF, the
skill ed reader woul d recogni ze that the radially inner
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wal | of the larger dianeter region 34,35 of the sealing
menber 30 of Figure 1 correspond to the "first
resilient sealing neans”" nentioned in claim1l of AF and
the radially inner wall of the reduced dianeter region
33 of the sealing nmenber 30 (page 13, second paragraph;
page 14, |ast paragraph) to the "second resilient
sealing neans”. There is a pair of such first resilient
seal i ng neans 34, 35 which each encircles one of the
conduit tubes T. The "conpression neans" of claim1l as
filed takes here the formof the axial faces 19, 23 of
the two connector body portions 1,2. The axial faces
19,23 are able to sinultaneously conpress the pair of
first resilient sealing nmeans 34,35 and the second
resilient sealing neans 33 constituted by a unitary
seal i ng nenber.

In Figure 10 of AF, the first and second resilient

seal ing neans are separate entities di sposed at
different |ocations and each having their respective
conpressi ng neans (page 19, |ast paragraph of AF). On
the side of the body portion 201 which can receive a
first conduit tube (left-hand side of Figure 10) the
first resilient sealing neans are in the form of

O rings 258,259 to be conpressed by the axial end
surface 261 of a collet 260 (page 18, second paragraph
of AF, especially the end thereof). The second
resilient sealing neans takes the formof a unitary
seal i ng nenber 230 which also fulfils the function of a
"first resilient sealing neans" agai nst the other
conduit tube (not shown), the sealing nenber 230
providing a seal against both this other conduit tube
and the fibre optic cable.
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Body portion 202 on the right-hand side of Figure 10 is
provided with a push-fit collet 208 (page 18, |ast but
one line) which was already used in connection with the
body portions of the previous enbodi nents of figures 1
to 7, 9 and which is described in AF as a conventi onal
way of fitting a conduit tube to be received into the
connector (page 11, second paragraph, especially two

| ast lines thereof). AF nmentions in page 2, |ast but
one paragraph that such known conventional push-fit
connections were not always absolutely air-tight and
were replaced by screw collar conpressi on nmechani sns,
in which a resilient sealing nenber such as an Oring
is clanmped down onto the conduit tube, to give the
necessary gas-tight seal between tube wall and
connector wall (page 3, lines 1 to 8 of the |ast
paragraph). It is such a screw collar conpression
mechani sm which is used as "first resilient sealing
means” on the left-hand side of Figure 10 of AF (see
also claim8 of AF). The | ast paragraph of page 22 of
AF notes that, anong the nunerous alterations to be
made wi t hout departing fromthe principles of the

i nvention, the push-fit connection nmechani sm at either
end of the connector could be replaced by a conpression
mechani sminvol ving screw col |l ars. Consequently, the
push fit collet nechanisnms of the figures 1 to 11 of AF
may be replaced by conpression collar nechani snms whi ch,
as seen above, can be considered as "first resilient
seal i ng neans” and "conpression neans” within the
meani ng of the preanble of claim1l1l as fil ed.

It follows that there is at least an inplicit

di sclosure in AF of a pair of first resilient sealing
means each of which encircles one of the conduit tubes
and i ndividual conpression neans for conpressing each
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first resilient sealing neans against its respective
conduit tube. The contention of the appellant that the
above nmentioned features (i) and (ii) of granted
claim1 were not disclosed in the application as filed
is therefore not founded.

Wth respect to claiml as filed, the addition of the
suppl ementary feature that the second resilient neans
are disposed axially between a pair of first resilient
nmeans has al so been objected to by the appellant in his
notice of appeal. This feature is clearly a further
restriction of the subject-matter defined by claim1l as
filed. Since the appellant did not dispute that there
is a positive basis for it inthe originally filed
docunents, it cannot be seen in which way the

i ntroduction of the feature in question represents
added subject-matter

Simlar considerations apply to the feature "the second
resilient sealing neans has a through bore through
which the fibre-optics cable can pass when the two main
body portions have been connected together and the
second resilient sealing neans is in an unconpressed or
lightly conpressed state". The appellant did not
contest that this feature was not disclosed in the
description as originally filed. Since the feature is
clearly a further restriction of the subject-matter
defined by claim1 as filed and applies for all of the
enbodi nents di scl osed, the introduction of that feature
in granted claim 1 does not represent added subject-
matter.

The Board concludes fromthe above that granted claim1l
does not contravene Article 123(2) EPC.
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Novel ty

The Board cannot follow the contention of the appellant
that all of the features of granted claim1l were
recogni zabl e in the coupling device of El

E1l di scl oses a coupling device for splicing a pair of

i ndi vidual optical fibres having each a protective

j acket around them (columm 1, lines 6 to 65). The

j ackets of each fibre cannot be considered as "conduit
tubes" within the nmeaning of claim1 because they are
fixed around each optical fibre to only fulfil a
protective function and are not capable of letting the
optical fibre nove and pass through them as the word
"conduit" in the context of claim1l inplies.

The coupling of E1 is not of the type capabl e of
carrying a fibre optics comunication cable, the word
"cable" inmplying the provision of nultiple fibres
assenbled in a bundle. Wth respect to the size of the
coupling and under consideration of the order of

magni tude nmentioned in colum 2, lines 63 to 68 of El1
the size of the bore 720 nust be of the order of a
tenth of a mllimetre. This is not a size adapted for
letting a fibre optics comruni cati ons cabl e pass
through it (conpare the size of the bore 20 in Figure 1
to that of the nultiple fibres formng the

conmuni cation cable nentioned on colum 2, lines 32

to 33 and shown in Figure 4 of El). The coupling device
of El is therefore not a connector of the type capable
of carrying fibre-optics conmmuni cations cabl es as
required by the introductory part of claim1.
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The coupling device of E1 is entirely forned of a
flexible and resilient noul ded plastic material, such
as pol yet hyl ene or pol ypropyl ene. A central bore
extending axially through the device is shaped to
recei ve one end of one single optical fibre to be
placed in end to end abutnent with the end of another
single optical fibre, the protective jacketing materi al
of each fibre having been renoved for that purpose. A
threaded nut 34 with a tapered part is nounted for
rotation on the central portion of the coupling in
order to conpress that central portion. The aimof this
conpression is to ensure a good alignment and mnim ze
| ateral separation of both fibre tips in order to
obtain a good transm ssion of the optical signal from
one optical fibre to the other (colum 1, lines 9

to 29). There is neither an explicit nor an inplicit

di scl osure of a substantially gas-tight seal between
the body and the fibre. The assertion of the appellant,
that sonme gas tight sealing effect woul d be achi eved,

IS pure conjecture.

It follows fromthe above considerations that the
subject-matter of claim1 is novel with respect to E1
(Article 54 EPC)

| nventive step

The Board agrees with the Opposition Division and the
parties that the nearest prior art for the eval uation
of inventive step is represented by the docunent E5
whi ch di scl oses the features of the preanbl e of

i ndependent claim1.
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The argunentation of the appellant in support of its
contention of lack of inventive step relies in the
first place on the assunption that the known

def |l ectabl e seal arrangenent of E5 had a drawback (no
guarantee for the user that it worked effectively) and
that this drawback woul d be noticed by a person skilled

in the art.

Wthin the context of the installation of fibre-optics
comuni cation |ines of the type nentioned in the
preanble of claiml (tubes carrying fibre-optics
cables), the Board is not convinced that the skilled
person woul d consider the seal arrangement of E5 as
havi ng the nmenti oned drawback. In E5, enphasis is put
on the flexibility of the second seal |eaving the
transm ssion cable intact in order to permt its
insertion by a pneurmatic, a pulling or draw ng nethod
and its further re-installation or replacenent(see
claiml1 and colum 1, lines 15 to 25). It is

guesti onabl e whet her the skilled person woul d depart
fromthe fundanmental idea taught by E5, which is to use
an "automatic" flexible second seal. There seens
therefore to be no incentive to nodify the connector of
E5, especially by departing fromthe idea of an
"automatic" sealing.

Even if it was assunmed that the skilled person had
sought a nore effective alternative to the "automatic"
second seal of E5, the Board is not convinced that he
woul d consi der the catal ogue E6 as the solution to this
probl em The cable gl and "HAWKE TYPE 153, 153T" of E6

is intended for arnoured cables and has a conpressible
seal for engaging an outer sheath of the cable and a
conpressi ble seal for engaging the inner sheath thereof.
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This type of gland is used to seal an electrical cable
passi ng through a bul khead or wall. In the opinion of
t he Board, equating of the outer sheath of the

el ectrical cable to a conduit for a fibre optics cable
and of the inner sheath to that fibre optics cable is
i nappropriate. In practice the outer and inner sheaths
of an electrical cable are firmy associated with each
other and will normally be deployed together, it being
necessary to renove a section of the outer sheath of
the cable to give access to the inner sheath. As

i ndi cated above the clained invention rel ates however
to an arrangenent which allows the subsequent
installation of a fibre optics cable within a separate
conduit made up of |engths of conduit tube joined by

connectors.

Furthernore, the dianeter of the fibre optic cable is
typically substantially smaller than the interna

di anmeter of the conduit tube in which the cable is
carried. Afibre optics cable is a fine, relatively
fragile line which may be easily kinked or damaged in a
way which is detrinmental to the passage of |ight along
it. No equivalent difficulties are associated with

el ectrical cables.

The appel | ant asserted that the technical teaching
contained in E6 was to displace axially apart two
portions of a body in order to conpress a seal arranged
between them Such a fornulation of the teaching of E6
is not an objective one and relies on an ex-post facto
anal ysis. The sealing nmechani smdi scl osed by the gl ands
of catalogue E6 is a so-called screw collar conpression
mechani sm which is well known and consists of a
resilient sealing ring carried by a gland body and
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conpressed down by a screw collar fitted inside the

gl and body from one end thereof. Screwi ng of the collar
deforns the ring onto a cable passing through it,
giving the necessary tightness between cable and the
body of the gland. This is all that can be seen in the
"HAWKE TYPE P500 " gl and. A nechani sm based on the sane
principle is nmentioned for exanple on colum 2, lines 9
to 14 of the patent.

An obvi ous application of the teaching of E6 on the
seal ing arrangenent of E5 would be to replace the push-
fit connections 5,6 by such screw collar conpression
mechani snms in order to obtain a nore effective gas-
tight seal between tube wall 7 and connector wall 1
Starting froma connector of the type carrying fibre-
optics comuni cation cables as known from E5, the Board
is unable to recogni se as obvious the replacenent of
the second flexible seal in the not easily accessible
central portion of the unitary body 1 by a screw collar
conpression sealing mechanism In the Board' s view, the
i dea of splitting the body 1 of the connector of E5
into two axially novable portions which should not be
allowed to rotate relative to each other, for the

pur pose of conpressing a seal arranged between them
inplies a capacity of abstraction which goes beyond the
field of normal practice of the average skilled person
and is a thought process which is not devoid of
creativity.

In view of the series of intellectual hurdles a person
skilled in the art starting fromthe connector of E5
woul d have had to overcone in order to come to the
subject-matter of claim1, the latter cannot be

consi dered as obvi ous.



- 19 - T 0380/ 02

The Board concludes that the subject-matter of claim1l
as granted involves an inventive step (Article 56 EPC)

4. The i ndependent clainms 13, 17 , 18 and 19 were not
objected to by the appellant. The above concl usions
regardi ng novelty and inventive step apply equally to
t hese clains. The dependent clains 2 to 12 and 14 to 16
relate to further devel opnents of the inventive concept

di scl osed in the respective i ndependent clai mand
i kewi se neet the requirenents of the EPC

Or der

For these reasons it is decided that:

The appeal is dism ssed.

The Regi strar: The Chai r man:

S. Fabi ani S. Crane
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