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Case Number : T 750/89 - 3.3.3

DECISION
of the Technical Board of Appeal 2.3.3
of 24 November 1992

Appellant : Hoechst Aktiengesellschaft, Frankfurt

~ (Opponent) Ressortgruppe Patente, Marken und Lizenzen

- - W-6230 Frankfurt am Main. 80...(DE)

Representative :

Respondent : Amoco Corporation
(Proprietor of the patent) 200 East Randolph Drive
‘ P.0. Box 5910-A
Chicago

- Illinois 60680 (Us)

Representative : Barz, Peter, Dr.
Patentariwdlte Dr. V. Schmied-Kowarzik’
Dipl.-«Ing. G. Dannenberg
Pr. P. Weinhold, Dr. D. Gudel
Dipl.-Ing. S. Schubert, Dr. P. Barz
Siegfriedstrasse 8
W-8000 Minchen 40 (DE)

Decision under appeal : Interlocutory decision of the Opposition Division
: : of the European Patent Office of 28 June 1989,
issued on 20 September 1989 concerning
maintenance of European patent No. 0 035 269 in
amended form.

Composition of the Board ::

Chairman : F. Antony
Members : H. Fessel
S. Perryman
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Summary of Facts and Submissions
I. An appeal was lodged by the Appellant/Opponent against the
decision of 20 September 1989 of the Opposition Division,
- which maintained European patent No. 35 269 in amended

form, requesting that the decision be set aside and the

patent revoked.

II. In a letter submitted on 9 September 1992 the
Respondent/Patentee stated the following:

M. we reqﬁestfthat the patent be-revoked". . -
Reasons for the Decision’
1. The appeal is admissible.

2. The Patentee has made it clear in his letter received on
9 September 1992 that he wishes his patent to be revoked.

The‘Béard can therefore in the exercise of its power under
Article 111(1) EPC decide to revoke the European patent
(see Decision T 237/86, OJ EPO 1988, 261).

Order

For these reasons, it is decided that:

1. The decision under appeal is set aside.
'.2.-- ﬁuropean patent No. 35 269 is revoked.
The Registrar: The Chairman:
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E. Gdrgmader F. Antony
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