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Summary of Facts and Submn ssions

The appel |l ant (patentee) | odged an appeal against the
deci sion of the Opposition Division revoking patent
No. 0 513 756.

Opposi tion had been fil ed against the patent as a whol e
based on Article 100(a) EPC (lack of novelty and
I nventive step).

The Opposition Division was of the opinion that the
subject-matter of claim1 of the sole request of the
appel l ant for mai ntenance of the patent as granted is
not novel in view of the prior use of a printing
machi ne of the type Koebau- Gori- De La Rue Super-
Simultan 212. In addition to docunents relating to the
al l eged prior use, the follow ng docunents were
nmentioned in the decision under appeal:

Dl: Patent Abstracts of Japan, vol. 14, No. 305
(M 992) (4248) and JP- A-2098444

D2: JP-A-63-132504.

1. The appel | ant requests that the decision under appea
be set aside and that the patent be nmintained on the
basis of the follow ng docunents:

(a) clainse 1 to 4 filed on 17 Novenber 1998, claim1l
bei ng anended as requested on 13 Novenber 2001 by
substituting the feature "stop nmeans (59)" for the
feature "stopper neans (59)";

1568. D Y A



1568. D

- 2 - T 1003/ 98

(b) description: colums 1, 2, 8 and 9 as granted; and
colums 3 to 7 filed on 17 Novenber 1998,
colum 7, line 38 being anended as requested on
13 Novenber 2001 by substituting the term "stopper
59" for the term"stripper 59; and

(c) drawings: Figures 1 to 6 as granted.

As an auxiliary request, the appellant further requests
that oral proceedi ngs be held.

The respondent (opponent) requests a decision on the
state of the file.

Caiml filed on 17 Novenber 1998 and anended as
requested on 13 Novenber 2001 reads as foll ows:

"1l. A printing pressure adjusting apparatus of
printing cylinders of a printing press in which a
plurality of second cylinders (66) revolve in
contact with one first cylinder (53), said
printing pressure adjusting apparatus, conprising:
an eccentric bearing (52) revolvably fitted on a
frame (51) of said printing press and revol vably
supporting said first cylinder (53) in an
eccentric state; eccentric sleeves (67) revolvably
fitted in positions opposite to said first
cylinder (53) on said frane (51) of said printing
press and revol vably supporting said second
cylinders (66) in an eccentric position; a stop
nmeans (59) for adjustably regulating the revol ving
position of said eccentric bearing (52); a stopper
(71) for adjustably regulating the revolving
position of said eccentric sleeves (67); and an
i nterl ock nmechanismfor constantly maintaining the
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state of contact between said first (53) and
second (66) cylinders by sinmultaneously changing
each stopper (71) in adjusting the stop neans
(59); said interlock nechani sm being provided with
a disk (72) rotatably di sposed on the eccentric
bearing (52) of the first cylinder (53) through
whi ch disk (72) the stopper (71) and the stop
means (59) nove in cooperation.”

The appel |l ant argues essentially as foll ows:

Support for the amendnents to claiml is found in
colum 6, lines 12 to 37 of the application as filed
(publ i shed version).

The prior art machi ne does not include an interlock
mechani sm provided with a disk rotatably di sposed on
the eccentric bearing of the first cylinder through
whi ch di sk the stopper and the stop neans nove in
cooperation. The subject-matter of claiml1 is thus
novel and involves an inventive step.

The respondent refrained fromraising any argunents.

Reasons for the Decision

1
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Adm ssibility of the anmendnents

Caimlis restricted to the feature that the interlock
mechanismis provided with a disk rotatably di sposed on
the eccentric bearing of the first cylinder through

whi ch di sk the stopper and the stop neans nove in
cooperation. This feature is disclosed in the published
version of the application as filed at col um 6,
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lines 11 to 35. Wiilst the term"eccentric netal" as
used in the application as filed has been repl aced by
the term "eccentric bearing" throughout, it is clear
fromthe description and drawings as filed that the
term"eccentric netal" does, in fact, refer to a
bearing, so that the term "eccentric bearing" nore
accurately describes this conponent.

In addition, the anmendnment does not extend the
protection conferred and is nmade in order to overcone a
ground of opposition.

The anmendnments nmade to the clains thus conply with the
requi renents of Articles 123(2) and (3) as well as
Rul e 57a EPC

Novel ty

Caim1l is rendered novel over the the printing
pressure adjusting apparatus of the nmachine of the type
Koebau- G ori- De La Rue Super-Sinultan 212 as well as
over the disclosure of docunents D1 and D2 as cited in
the procedure before the Qpposition D vision by the
provi sion of an interlock nmechanism provided with a

di sk rotatably disposed on the eccentric bearing of the
first cylinder through which disk the stopper and the
stop neans nove in cooperation

In the prior used nmachine, the interlock nmechani sm does
not include a disc rotatably nounted on the eccentric
bearing (see drawi ng Z2). Instead, the connecting rods
are nounted on projections of the eccentric of the

bl anket cylinder, the projections being fixed relative
to the eccentric. The subject-matter of claim1l is thus
new.
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I nventive step

The cl osest prior art is represented by the printing
pressure adjusting apparatus of the machine of the type
Koebau- G ori- De La Rue Super-Sinultan 212. The Board
finds no reason to doubt the finding of the Qpposition
Di vision at paragraph 2 of the decision under appeal
that this machi ne was nade available to the public
before the priority date of the patent in suit. In
addition, this finding was not contested in the appea
proceedi ngs.

The problemto be solved starting fromthis prior art
is to facilitate adjustnent of the pressure exerted by
the second cylinders on the first cylinder.

According to the invention, this problemis solved by
the provision of an interlock nechanismprovided with a
di sk rotatably disposed on the eccentric bearing of the
first cylinder through which disk the stopper and the
stop neans nove in cooperation

This solution is not suggested by the cited prior art.
Nei t her D1 nor D2 suggests such an arrangenent.

The subject-matter of claim1l thus involves an

i nventive step. Cains 2 to 4 are appendant to claim1l
and relate to preferred features of the apparatus of
claim1. These clains thus also involve an inventive
st ep.

Since the patent can thus be nmaintained in the form
requested by the appellant, it is not necessary to hold
oral proceedings.
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O der

For these reasons it is decided that:

1. The deci si on under appeal is set aside.

2. The case is remitted to the first instance with the
order to maintain the patent on the basis of the
fol |l owi ng docunents:

(a) clains 1 to 4 filed on 17 Novenber 1998, claim1l
bei ng anended as requested on 13 Novenber 2001 by
substituting the feature "stop nmeans (59)" for the
feature "stopper neans (59)";

(b) description: colums 1, 2, 8 and 9 as granted; and
colums 3 to 7 filed on 17 Novenber 1998,
colum 7, line 38 being anended as requested on
13 Novenber 2001 by substituting the term "stopper
59" for the term"stripper 59"; and

(c) drawings: Figures 1 to 6 as granted.

The Regi strar: The Chai r man:

M Patin W Moser
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