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Summary of Facts and Subm ssi ons

In its decision dated 30 Septenber 2002 the
Qpposition Division rejected the opposition in
respect of the European patent 0 723 606.

Wth facsim|e dated 29 Novenber 2002 the Appell ant
(Opponent) filed a Notice of Appeal against this
decision; it paid the appeal fee on 4 Decenber 2002.
The Appel |l ant requested that the decision under
appeal be set aside and that the patent be revoked.

The 4 nonths tine Iimt for filing a witten
statement setting out the grounds of appeal pursuant
to Article 108 EPC ended on 10 February 2003. No
statenent of grounds of appeal has been received by
t he EPQO

1. Wth a comruni cation dated 17 March 2003 and sent by
registered letter, the Registry of the Board inforned
t he Appellant that no statenment of grounds had been
filed and that the appeal would be rejected as
i nadm ssi ble. The Appellant was invited to file
observations within tw nonths.

L1l No response to said communication was received by the
EPOwthin the time limt set. In a tel ephone
conversation of 26 June 2003 the representative of
t he Appellant informed the Registry of the Board that
it no longer had an interest in the case.
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Reasons for the Decision

As no witten statenent setting out the grounds of appeal
has been filed and the Notice of Appeal does not contain
anything that could be regarded as a statenment of grounds,
t he appeal has to be rejected as inadm ssible (Article 108
EPC in conjunction with Rule 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:

M Patin P. Alting van Ceusau
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