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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 23 June 2009
ref usi ng European patent application No. 98901746. 2.

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

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 nmight be considered as such a statenent.

11, In a communi cation dated 11 Decenber 2009, the Board
i nformed the appellant that no statenment 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 nont hs.

Il The appellant filed no observations in response to said
conmuni cati on.

Reasons for the Decision

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

within the tine linmt 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 rnman

T. Buschek S. Whbergh
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