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Summary of Facts and Subm ssi ons

An appeal was filed on 8 October 2002 agai nst the decision of
the Opposition Division of 29 July 2002 by which the patent
was revoked. The appeal fee was paid on the sane day.

The Appellant (Patent Proprietor) was invited with a

conmuni cation pursuant to Article 108 and Rul e 65(1) EPC of

6 February 2003 to file any observations on the finding that,
since no witten statenment of grounds of appeal had been
filed, it could be expected that the appeal would be rejected
as i1 nadm ssi bl e.

In reply to this communication, the Appellant stated in a
| etter dated 24 March 2003 that it had no observations and
that it withdrew the request for oral proceedings.

Reasons for the Decision

The tinme period for filing the witten statenment of grounds of
appeal expired on 8 Decenber 2002. Since no grounds of appeal
had been filed on or before that date and the notice of appeal
does not contain any matter that could be considered as
grounds of appeal, the appeal nust be rejected as inadm ssible
under Article 108 EPC.
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Or der

For these reasons it is decided that:

The appeal is rejected as inadm ssible.

The Regi strar: The Chai r man:

C. Ei ckhoff P. Krasa
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