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Request
We request that the opposition is dismissed in its entirety, and that the patent is
maintained as granted.

" 1.EPC Art. 52(2)(c)
1.1
In accordance with the assessment of the European Patent Office, we are of the

opinion that the invention according to the patent fulfils the requirements of EPC
Art. 52(2)(c). The opponent's argumentation in this respect is difficult to
understand and seems to be unfounded.

1.2

We submit that there is no doubt that technical considerations have been used to
accomplish a solution according to the present invention, and that a technical
character does exist since a technical solution to a technical problem is presented.
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In this connection, it should be pointed out that it is established by EPO case law
that the assessment of technical character, as well of inventive step, should be an
assessment of the invention as a whole, which means that an independent claim
should be interpreted as a whole. The analysis of the opponent in this respect is
flawed since it lacks a comprehensive view, whereby instead an argumeﬁtation is
presented in which individual features are taken out from their context, i.e. claim
1 in which all features have obvious interactions to solve the given problem.
Thereby, an assessment of technical character is not allowed based on isolated,
individual features.

1.3

Accordingly, we agree with the previous assessment of the European Patent
Office, that the system and method of the invention fulfil the requirements of Art.
52(2)(c), EPC. ‘

2. Article 83 EPC

In accordance with the assessment of the European Patent Office, we are in the
opinion that the invention according to the patent fulfils the requirements of
Article 83 EPC. Firstly it should be mentioned that the invention has already been
commercially used for several years, and that the mode of operation of the
invention corresponds to the disclosure of the application, which is a clear
indication that the invention is sufficiently disclosed.

2.1 The term independent

It is submitted that the terminology “independent system” is well known to the
skilled person within this field. Hence, the skilled person would have no problems
in interpretation of any of features 1q, 1s or 1t. For the skilled person it is evident
that the patent uses the term independent in relation to software based main
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components. Accordingly, it doesn’t make any difference how many (or how few)
actual computers that are involved, or where these are situated. By the term
independent (software component) in this connection the skilled person realises
that it can function independently and that it is not dependent on other involved
components for its function. By whom said component is supplied is of no
relevance for the technical solution and indeed therefore also an advantage
according to the invention. It is important that this independent componént may
be present in different environments. Moreover the skilled person has no problem
in understanding that schematic figures are shown, since such figures are
sufficient to achieve the needed understanding of the invention in connection with
the description. Hence the skilled person has no problem in understanding the
term independent.

2.3 Features 1o, 1w

The arguments put forward by the opponent in relation to insufficient disclosure
(“sufficiently clear?”) in relation to feaures 1o, 1b is difficult to follow. The
description and the claims are very clear that it is indeed the same data file that is
transferred to the recipient and that it is clearly disclosed to the skilled person. It

* appears that the opponent rather presents an objection in relation to Article 84

EPC, which is not a ground for opposition. Nevertheless, we submit that there is
no unclarity of features 10 and 1w in relation to features 10a, 10b and 10c since as
is common in relation to patent applications the features of claim 10 do relate to a
specific embodiment within the scope of the invention wherein information may
be added to the submitted datafile by means of a database access request.

2.4 General discussion

It is unclear on what grounds the objections under the heading “General
discussion regarding features 2a, 3a, 4a and 4b” are meant to be presented. It
appears that these remarks/comments merely relate to Article 84 EPC and not to
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any of the grounds.for opposition according to Article 100. Hence it appears that

this part of the submission by the opponent need not to be comment upon further.

Accordingly we submit that the invention is sufficiently disclosed in accordance
with Article 83 EPC.

3. Articles 54 and 56, EPC

3.1

In this response, we will divide up claim 1 in the same way as the opponent has

done, in order to analyse its features. (Similarly to the opponent, we are of the

opinion that an analysis of claim 1 is equally relevant to independent claim 7.)

Accordingly, claim 1 is divided up as follows:

la
1b
1c
1d
le
1f

1g
1h

li
j

1k

11

A system for accessing, processing and transmitting data files comprising:
a server (400), |

a network (200),

a data base system (100),

a transaction tracking system connected to the network,

at least one local processing system (300) independently connected to the
network, ’

at least one recipient system (500) connected to the network,

the data base system (100) forming means for storing a plurality of data
files (102),

each comprising a form,

the database system (100) forming means for transferring the data files
(102) via the network to the local processing system,

each local processing system (300) forming means for addressing the data
base system, for downloading via the network at least one user-selected
data file stored in the data base system,

for registering user-entered changes to the downloaded data file, and
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1m

1n

lo

for transferring the changed data file as a submitted data file via the
network,

the server (400) forming means for receiving each submitted data file via
the network,

and for transferring each submitted data file to a recipient with which the
submitted data file is associated,

characterised in,

1p
1q

1r

1s
1t

Iu

1v

1w

3.2

that said network (200) is a general-purpose, wide-area network,

that said data base (100) system forms an independent system connected
to the network,

that said transaction tracking system is implemented in said server (400)
operating as notary server (400)

which forms an independent system connected to the network,

that said at least one recipient system (500) is independently connected to
the network,

that each form (102) is in a substantially arbitrary but predetermined
format that may differ from the format of other forms in the data base
system (100),

that each form (102) includes an identifier that associates it with its proper
recipient system, and,

that each submitted data file is transferred by means of said notary server
(400) to the recipient server (500) with which it is associated.

We will also use the same numbering (D1-D3) of the cited references as the

opponent, and below we will comment on the differences between claim 1 and
that which is taught by each of these references.
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It has not been certified that D1 was publicly available before the priority date of
the patent, and the opponent has not even tried to verify that this is the case.
Hence it is disputed that D1 is a prior art document under Article 52(2) EPC. We
are all the same giving the comments below on the content of each of the
references cited by the opponent. '

4 Articles 54 and 56, EPC, Novelty and Inventive step in relation to D1
4.1
Even if the opponent was able to present documentation proving that reference D1

was publicly available before the day of the application, there are significant
differences in relation to the patented system and method, which means that

novelty and inventive step exist in accordance with what is given below.

4.2

There is an overall fundamental difference between “Spridnings- och
hamtningssystemet” (SHS) according to D1, and the system according to the
patent for accessing and transmitting electronic forms.

The basis for D1 is partly authorities in need of retrieving information mainly
from other authorities, explaining the term "himtningssystem" (Eng. "retrieving
system"), and partly authorities in need of distributing information mainly to other
authorities, explaining the term "spridningssystem" (Eng. "distribution system",
which is a more correct translation than "transmitting system" as suggested by the
opponent). Hence, SHS is basically an automated system communicating with
other automated systems, without user interference.

In the system according to the patent, the point of departure is a person delivering
data, who wants to transmit (send) information to a recipient that may be an
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authority or some other organisation. The person delivering data is always a
human person, and not, as in the case of SHS, a system at some other authority.
This is clearly distinguishable from claim 1, by analysis of the features.

4.3

Accordingly, D1 describes a so called "spridnings- och hamtningssystem" (SHS),
but also general exchange of data information in connection with this system
(which is also correctly pointed out by the opponent), including the mentioning of
form management. The relatively unclear description of operations in connection
with forms, given in D1, means that great precautions must be taken when
interpreting the information thereof. Furthermore, it is obvious that the
voluminous document describes a variety of embodiments for different purposes,
and in accordance with basic patent law practice, it is essential not to make undue

combinations of features of different embodiment.

4.4

In section 1.3.5 of D1, referred to by the opponent, it is clear that SHS is a system
for synchronous requesting of "services", via html forms, in an active system. It
should however be noted that there is no definition of "services" (Swedish:
"tjsnst") in D1, why the meaning of the term must be interpreted with precaution.
A reasonable interpretation of the term "services" according to D1 is however that
it is meant thereby that a question is posed and a response is received, via a
specific form, whereby a required amount of data is transmitted from the receiver
of the request and to the questioner that initiated the specific form in question.
Hence, it can be said that the user initiates a type of predetermined request form in
order to achieve retrieving of a predetermined type of information.

4.5
The opponent has primarily referred to Fig. 7 in D1, section 1.3.5 - “Online-
transaktioner interaktivt via http”. Here, an embodiment of an SHS-system is
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shown in which certain data information retrieving takes place via a specific form.
It is clear from the last paragraph on p. 14, that the actual request takes place by
input data in the form of an XML-coded document. From the paragraph above, it
is clear that the request is passed via an "adaptation server” (Swedish:
"anpassningsserver), to a reception service (MT proxy) that decodes the request
and checks the authority of the executor in respect of the requested service.
Thereafter, the actual retrieving of requested data information takes place from an
"active system", in order finally to be passed via the MT proxy and the adaptation
server, to "an external participant".

4.6
Many of the features in claim 1 are not shown in Fig. 7 and are not described in
paragraph 1.3.5 in D1. Accordingly, D1 does not disclose:

la a system for accessing, processing and transmitting data files, according
to the definition of the patent. When interpreting the disclosure of the
patent, it is obvious that it is the same data file that is retrieved (accessed)

that is subsequently processed and thereafter transmitted. According to
D1, Fig. 7, a specifically coded data file is retrieved, but this is not the file
that is processed, but instead it is used to request and retrieve information
from another system. Neither is it this file that is transmitted, but in D1 it
is the information that is requested and retrieved that is transmitted to the
user from an external system. Accordingly, there is a basic difference in
the fundamental structure, differing from the introductory definition in
claim 1, which means that feature 1A) is new.

1q a data base system forms an independent system connected to the network

Is an independent system connected to the network

1t a recipient system that is independently connected to the network
There is nothing stated in D1 about whether the various components are
independent systems. From Fig. 7, it is for example obvious that the form
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1r

Iu

1v

archive ("formulararkiv) is not intended to constitute an independent
system in relation to "MT proxy". Hence, it is obvious that features 1g, 1s
and 1t are not met by D1.

a notary server. In D1, there is no equivalence to the notary server that is
defined in claim 1. ‘

that each form is in a substantially arbitrary but predetermined format
that may differ from the format of other forms in the data base system. It is
in no way shown that the forms in the form archive as shown in Fig. 7
could be of substantially arbitrary formats that may differ from the
formats of other forms in the data base system. Firstly, these can not be
considered as being forms in the meaning of the patent, but rather request
forms, as is clear from paragraph 1.3.5 in D1. It is clear from the patent
that by "form" is meant a specific file that is intended after processing to
be transmitted in the predetermined format in which it is stored in the data
base system. In contrast, D1 relates to request forms intended to conduct
an automated data information retrieval by making a request via the SHS
system. It is stated on p. 14 that (in translation) "the forms that are used to
request the service are implemented in html-dhtml/ javascript, java or in
xfd1". It should be noted that none of these formats are common "form
formats" such as MS Word or pdf, that can be downloaded,
edited/amended and thereafter forwarded by a user in accordance with the
patent, which is an important distinction that tells the person skilled in the
art that D1 does not relate to forms in the meaning of the patent. It is also
important to realise that there is no statement in this paragraph that can
form basis for the interpretation that the forms in the form archive may be
of different coding. Thereby, it is clear that neither feature 1u is met by
D1.

that each form includes an identifier that associates it with its proper
recipient system. There is no correspondence to the identification in the
meaning as defined by the patent. The form that is retrieved from the form
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archive in Fig. 7 in D1 is obviously not intended to be forwarded, and as a
logical consequence thereof, it has no identification included that
associates the file with its proper recipient system. It is important not to
confuse the request that is pre-programmed in the respective forms in the
form archive according to D1, with this type of identification. According
to the patent, the identification exists in order for the form file in question
to be forwarded securely to the very addressee that the processed form is
intended to be forwarded to. In D1, the case is instead that a request is pre-
identified which via the adaptation server and the MT proxy retrieves
(desired/requested) information from an active system, which information
is specified in the request form. Accordingly, it is obvious that also feature
1v is new in relation to what is shown in 1.3.5 in D1.

11 for registering user-entered changes to the downloaded data file. Given
the description in D1, paragraph 1.3.5, there is no room for interpreting
any type of user-entered changes in the downloaded form from the form
archive. Instead, changes are introduced to the form in a pre-programmed
way, by the SHS system. Accordingly, also 11 differs in relation to Fig. 7
in D1.

Im  for transferring the changed data file as a submitted data file via the
network,

lw  that each submitted data file is transferred by means of said notary server
to the recipient server with which it is associated.
As mentioned above, nothing is said in connection with Fig. 1 in D1
about the form being intended to be transferred, after request and
retrieval of information via the SHS system, and deﬁnitciy nottoa
corresponding notary server, as a changed data file or in any other format.
Accordingly, also features 1m and 1w are new. It should be clarified in
this connection that D1 can not be considered to include anything similar
to the notary server as defined in claim 1.
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