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Summary of Facts and Subm ssi ons
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The appel | ant contests the decision of the exam ning
di vision to refuse European patent application

No. 92 403 350.9. The reason given for the refusal was
that the subject-matter of claiml1 filed with the
letter dated 4 April 1996 (received 6 April 1996) did
not involve an inventive step, having regard to
docunent s:

Dl: WO A-90/03697 (family menber: US-A-4 904 879),

D2: US-A-4 758 179 and

D3: DE-A-3 706 953.

Claim 1, which has not been anended in the appeal
proceedi ngs, reads as foll ows:

"A non-invasive coupler for a cable of the type
including at | east one signal wire, including a | ower
magnetic core (3, 4) half; a base unit (9) conprising
means (25) for supporting the | ower nmagnetic core half;
an upper housi ng nenber (2); upper core support neans
(68) for supporting an upper magnetic core half (21
22) in the upper housing nenber; a wre guide nenber
(5) conprising nmeans (6) for positioning a wire with
respect to said core halves and for aligning said core
hal ves with respect to each other to forma nmagnetic
core structure; core structure w nding neans incl uding
wi ndings (77) for encircling a portion of said upper
magnetic core half to cause electrical signals to be
transmtted between said w ndings and said wire (11)
via said magnetic core structure; an electrical
connector (78) nmounted in said upper housing; circuit
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nmeans for electrically connecting said w ndings and
sai d connector; and upper housing alignnent and
attachnment neans (45, 46, 47) for aligning said upper
housing with respect to said base unit and for
rel easably attaching said upper housing with respect to
sai d base unit,

characterized in that:

sai d upper housing nmenber (2) is nmade of a
conductive netal, and said base unit (9) includes a
| oner housing nenber (1) al so made of a conductive
netal ."

Clains 2 to 22 are dependent on claim 1.

In the statenment of grounds of appeal, the appellant
argued that docunments D1 and D2 di scouraged the person
skilled in the art from adopting the sinple shielding
means recited in claiml.

In a comuni cation annexed to the sunmons to attend
oral proceedings the Board inforned the appellant that
it was not convinced by this argunent.

On 6 Septenber 2000 the appellant’'s representative
informed the Board by telefax that he could not attend
t he oral proceedings.

The appel | ant requested that the decision under appeal
be set aside and that a patent be granted on the basis

of

Cl ai ns: 1 to 22 as filed with the letter dated
4 April 1996, received 6 April 1996,

Descri pti on: pages 1 to 12 as originally filed,
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Dr awi ngs: Sheets 1/4 to 4/4 as originally filed.

Reasons for the Deci sion

3.2
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The appeal is adm ssible.

Novelty of the subject-matter of claiml is not in
di sput e.

| nventive step

The appel | ant accepts that the preanble of claiml
corresponds to the common features of the coupler known
from docunment D1 and the clained invention.

In the coupler described in D1 (WO A-90/03697)
shielding is provided by shield 200, hood 176 and
plating material 262, 270 (see page 2, lines 29 to 34;
page 8, line 34 to page 9, line 4; page 9, line 23 to
page 10, line 27; page 15, line 25 to page 16, |ine 20;
Figures 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 15 and 16). Therefore
shielding is inplenented by a conplicated internal
shi el ding structure consisting of several distinct
parts. Mreover, the core assenbly is not shiel ded.

Starting fromthis prior art the problemunderlying the
present invention may therefore be seen in sinplifying
t he shielding and sinultaneously making it nore
effective.

According to claim1l this problemis solved by nmaking
t he upper housi ng menber of a conductive netal and
providing the base unit with a | ower housi ng nmenber
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which is also nmade of a conductive netal.

According to decision T 176/84 (QJ EPO 1986, 50), when
exam ning for inventive step, the state of the art

i ncludes, as well as that in the specific technical
field of the application, the state of any relevant art
i n neighbouring fields and/or a broader general
technical field in which the sanme or a simlar problem
arises, and of which the person skilled in the art nust
be expected to be aware.

Docunents D2 and D3 show sinple and effective shielding
solutions for a cable connector and a filter connector,
in which a netal housing covers the conpl ete device.
According to docunent D2 the shielding consists of two
netal I i c housing hal ves. Housing 43 of D3 consists of
an upper and | ower housing and, as in the clained

coupl er, shields an inductive elenment, nanely filter

el ement 32. The person skilled in the art woul d

consi der these known sinple solutions for solving the
probl em of el ectromagnetic shielding in a sinple way if
he wants to sinplify the shielding of the coupler known
fromDl, all the nore so because all three docunents
have as a second international classification

cl ass HOLR13 and can therefore be found together. The
known housings with two conductive netallic hal ves or
parts (see D2 and D3) are easily applicable to the base
unit and upper housing nenber of the coupler known from
D1. International class HO1R13/658 of docunent D2
directly points to high frequency shi el di ng.

Hence, the Board agrees with the finding of the

exam ning division in the decision under appeal, that
the subject-matter of claim1l does not involve an
inventive step within the nmeaning of Article 56 EPC.
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Or der

For these reasons it is decided that:

The appeal is dism ssed.

The Regi strar: The Chai r man:

M  Hor nel | W J. L. \Weeler

2317.D



