BESCHVWERDEKAMVERN  BOARDS OF APPEAL OF CHAMBRES DE RECOURS
DES EUROPAI SCHEN THE EUROPEAN PATENT DE L' OFFI CE EUROPEEN
PATENTAMI'S OFFI CE DES BREVETS

nternal distribution code:

I

(A [ ] Publication in QJ

(B) [ ] To Chairnmen and Menbers
(O [ ] To Chairnen

(D) [ X] No distribution

Dat asheet for the deci sion
of 27 May 2010

Case Number: T 2183/09 - 3.5.01
Application Nunber: 02807016. 7

Publ i cati on Nunber: 1481342

| PC. @6F 17/60, QO7F 17/ 32
Language of the proceedings: EN

Title of invention:
El ectroni ¢ payout adm nistration nmethod and system

Applicant:
| GT

Qpponent :

Headwor d:

Rel evant | egal provisions:
EPC Art. 108
EPC R 101(1)

Rel evant | egal provisions (EPC 1973):

Keywor d:
"M ssing statenent of grounds of appeal"

Deci si ons cited:

Cat chwor d:

EPA Form 3030 06. 03
C3640. D



Européisches European Office européen
Patentamt Patent Office des brevets

Beschwerdekammern Boards of Appeal Chambres de recours

Case Nunber: T 2183/09 - 3.5.01

DECI SI ON
of the Technical Board of Appeal 3.5.01
of 27 May 2010

Appel | ant : | GT
2959 Prototype Drive
Reno, NV 89511 (US)

Repr esent ati ve: Kor ber, Martin Hans
M tscherlich & Partner
Pat ent - und Rechtsanwal te
Post fach 33 06 09
80066 Minchen (DE)

Deci si on under appeal: Deci si on of the Exam ning Division of the
Eur opean Patent O fice posted 26 May 2009
ref usi ng Eur opean patent application
No. 02807016.7 pursuant to Article 97(2)
EPC.

Conposi tion of the Board:

Chai r man: S. Wbergh
Menber s: W Chandl er
P. Schmtz

C3640. D



-1 - T 2183/ 09

Summary of Facts and Submi ssi ons

l. The appel |l ant contests the decision of the exam ning
di vi sion of the European Patent O fice dated 26 May 2009
ref usi ng European patent application No. 02807016. 7.

The appellant filed a notice of appeal on 21 July 2009 and
pai d the appeal fee on the sane day.

The notice of appeal contains an auxiliary request for oral
pr oceedi ngs.

A witten statenent setting out the grounds of appeal was
not filed within the four-nmonth time linmt provided for in
Article 108 EPC. Nor did the notice of appeal contain
anything that m ght be considered as such statenent.

11, In a comuni cation dated 19 Novenber 2009, the Board
i nformed the appellant that no statenent setting out the
grounds of appeal had been received and that the appeal
coul d be expected to be rejected as i nadm ssible. The
appel l ant was infornmed that any observations should be filed
Wi thin two nonths.

Il The appellant filed no observations in response to said
conmuni cati on.
In a letter dated 6 May 2010 the appellant withdrew the
request for oral proceedings.

Reasons for the Decision

As no witten statement setting out the grounds of appeal was filed

within the time limt provided for in Article 108 EPC, the appeal is

i nadni ssi bl e pursuant to Rule 101(1) EPC.

O der

For these reasons it is decided that:

The appeal is rejected as inadm ssible.

The Regi strar The Chai rman

T. Buschek S. Wbergh
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