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With reference to the Summons to attend oral proceedings enclosing a
preliminary opinion of 7 June 2005, we herewith file the following observations.

1. Comments in relation to Article 52(2)(c) EPC

We fully agree with the preliminary opinion of the Opposition Division, i.e. that
the opposed patent does not fall under the exclusion for patentability, as listed
under Article 52(2)(c) EPC.

2. Comments in relation to Article 83 EPC
We fully agree with the opinion of the opposition Division that granted claim 1
does not violate Article 83 EPC.

3. Comments in relation to Article 54 EPC. .
We fully agree with the opinion presented by the Opposition Division that the
claims of the opposed patent are novel in relation to the cited prior art.
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4. Comments in relation to Article 123 EPC

We respectfully disagree with the observation presented by the Opposition
Division under item 1w), page 18, i.e. that use of the term “recipient server”
would be a violation of Article 123(2) EPC. We submit that there is an
unambiguous support for the use of the expression “recipient server” on page 6,

line 10, which states; “Finally, one or more recipient servers or systems 500 are

~ also connected to the network 200" (underlining added).

Accordingly there is a clear support in the originally filed description to use either
one of the expressions server or system. It is submitted that the use of the term
“server” assist in distinguishing the invention from the known prior art disclosed
in D2.

S. Comments in relation to Article 56 EPC

We agree with the opinion of the Opposition Division that even if D1 would
qualify as prior art it would not make the invention obvious. However, regarding
D2 it is submitted that the argumentation presented under item 11 of the
Communication is based on some misinterpretations of the disclosure of D2, as
will be presented more in detail below.

5.1 Agreed disclosure of D2

We agree with the opinion of the Opposition Division that the features defined in

the pre-characterising portion of claim 1, i.e. features 1a) — 10) are disclosed in
D2.

5.2

In order to facilitate a stringent analysis of the actual disclosure of D2 we
herewith present a figure (see enclosure A) which we submit is a true
representation of the system disclosed in D2. In the figure the corresponding
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reference numbers, as used in claim 1, have been added. The figure shows two
independent systems, on each side of a dot/line shaped marking, symbolising that
normally these two parallelly existing systems are geographically spread apart. As
a way of example each separate system has been shown as comprising three local
processing systems (300), wherein one is presented as the recipient system (500)
receiving a submitted data file (102).

5.3

The figure representing D2 clearly demonstrates that there are many essential
differences in relation to the solution according to the invention. As will be
explained more in detail below, D2 in general presents a system comprising a
server unit (400) (including database, tracking, unit, etc.) which assist a number of
stand-alone work units (300), in a LAN (200) to perform a workflow of forms
(102) having a uniform format wherein transfer from one stand-alone PC to
another is achieved by electronic mail, i.e. a manual mode. In D2 there is no focus
on the final recipient or any “automatic” computer processing at the final
recipient. D2 also mentions the possibility of having communication (200°)
between the server (400) in a first LAN and the server (400) in a second LAN (see
also DO, column 2, [0007]).

5.3.1

In contrast the invention (see figure in the specification) efficiently provides a
system that allows a user (300) to quickly access a needed form/data file (102) in
an arbitrary format, to fill it out and then to submit it with minimum
inconvenience and risk of error to the correct recipient system (500) (not a stand
alone PC but instead a system including a server (500)) independently connected
to the system, by means of passing on one and the same data file (102), without
any need for translation/uniformity, wherein submission to the correct recipient

system/server 500 is effected automatically by incorporation of an identifier
enabling submission to the proper recipient (500) in the correct format by means
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the use of an independent notary server (400) that enables automatic secure
retrieval and transferring.

5.4 Objective and purpose of D2
In D2 the following excerpts demonstrate the objective of “SuperForms™:
1. “Businesses use forms to increase the uniformity and efficiency of
handling routine tasks” (see column 1, section 1.1,lines 1 - 2)
2. “In a business organization, various paper forms are used for everyday
transactions. Examples of these paper forms include purchase requisition
Sforms, expense vouchers, time report sheets, and many more.” (see
column 2-3, section 2, lines 1 - 4)

3. “There are several problems that can occur in this process. The first deals
with time. As a form transits from one person to the next, it is not unusual
for it to get buried in a big pile of papers” (see column 3, lines 15 - 17)

4. “Another related problem is the uncertainty of the next destination of the
form. This not only worsens the delay problem but also makes it more
difficult to locate the form.” (see column 3, lines 21 - 23)

5. “Still another problem is that of security. Certain forms may contain
delicate or confidential information.” (see column 3, lines 40 - 41)

6. "As a step towards obtaining network security, the first version of
SuperForms has simplified the above problems by assuming that single-
user, stand-alone personal computers or workstations are used as access
terminals, and that the network is not used for operating system functions
such as demand paging or sharing file systems, but only for
communications between the personal computers or workstations. "(see
column 4, section 3, lines 10 - 16)

7. “Communications between form users and a form management center are
interactive and on-line, but the actual routing of forms to their next

destinations is a passive, background process resembling electronic
mail.” (see column 8, section 6, lines 7 - 10)
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54.1.
From the above it is evident that D2 is not at all related to automatically transfer a
form to a recipient server (for automatic processing of the data in a form, as is the
purpose of the invention) but an automatic routing system within a limited
organisational structure (LAN), e.g. for routing and handling of purchase
requisition forms, to increase speed and achieve secure transfer. D2 is totally
silent in relation to any actual final processing of the form. Hence it discloses an
electronic system to route forms securely along a path, without any connection to
any computer processing, of the data that has been supplied during the routing of
the form.

54.2

Moreover D2 discloses that single user, stand alone PC:s are used as access
terminals to obtain network security. In other words there is no actual “recipient
system”, which is an essential feature of the system according to the invention,
1.e. a recipient system including a server that can process the submitted data. As
already mentioned, D2 is silent in relation to that kind of processing, which is also
logical since it is not included in the objectives of D2.

5.4.3
Furthermore D2 discloses the following:

8. “Many electronic form systems suffer a lack of aesthetics that makes the
task of filing out forms user-unfriendly.” (see column 6, section 4, lines 1 -
2)

9. “Our goal is to represent the blank form as a combination of a digital
bitmap specific to the form, and a mathematical representation applicable
to all blank forms. We have achieved this by passing the scantied image
through an array of image processing filters to extract the desired
information needed for the representation.” (see column 6, section 4, lines

15 -20)
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5.4.4

The above excerpts clearly demonstrates that D2 teaches away from a system
using forms of arbitrary format, but indeed teaches the use of a uniform format, as
is also in conformity with the introductory portion under “Goals and Objectives”
of D2; i.e. “businesses use forms to increase the uniformity and efficiency of
handling routine tasks”.

From the above it is evident that there are important differences regarding
objectives and structure between the system according to D2 and the invention.

5.5 Specific comments to each one of the features in the characterising
portion of claim 1.

1p).1

We submit that D2 does not disclose the use of a wide area network (WAN). It is
true that D2, section 6.1, par. 6, lines 3 — 6 mentions that “this allows form users
to transmit and receive forms from other form users outside the local area
network. This facility can be used to extend SuperForms to a large user

community”.

1p).2

However, the above two sentences have to be interpreted without any “isolation”,
and indeed in the context. In the preceding sentence there is mentioned; “A
protocol has been designed for one form management center to communicate with
another form management centre”. In section 6, first par., lines 2 — 5 it is stated;
“the forms management centre, described in section 6.1, is the on-line server that
maintains all of the databases needed to initiate, route and track forms”. Hence a
specific protocol is used to establish communication, via a link (200°), between
two different form management servers (400), (see figure in enclosure A),
implying a limited accessibility.
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Moreover, in column 8, section 6.1, lines 8 — 11 it is stated “The form
management center is a process running in a stand-alone, protected machine
within the same local area network.”, which clarifies that the server is specifically
designed for a LAN.

1p).3

- In contrast, the invention is based on the use of a wide area network accessible by
any individual or organisation, i.e. without any structural or geographical
restrictions.

1p)4

Moreover the specific protocol merely establishes communication (200°) between
the servers, i.e. not directly involving the user. Hence the user within one local
form management centre (LAN) may start a flow path by interacting with the
local server (400) within its LAN thereby accessing the form and first thereafter
(possibly) by means of said server (400) transfer the form to another user in
another LAN by means of communication (200’)between the respective servers
(400). In other words in D2 there merely exists one specific node (400) out from
each LAN to another LAN, which is significantly different compared to the
invention wherein a user may establish contact with the notary server (400) by
means of an unlimited number of possible nodes, i.e. by means of being
independently connected to a wide area network (no need to pass through a LAN).

1p).5

Accordingly the “larger user community” mentioned in D2 does not imply a wide
area network, but a typically large company intra/extranet, i.e. the use of a
specific link (200) between specific LAN’s. Indeed the security issue that is
emphasized in D2 specifically teaches a simplified system (see section 3, lines 10-
16) using stand alone access terminals within a network, not used for operating
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system functions, but only for communications between the personal computers

or work stations.

1p).6
A further confirmation of the above is the fact that D2, for the transfer of the
forms, teaches the use of an electronic mail server, i.e. not the form management
server (400). See D2, section 6.3, which reads “A form is normally sent to the next
destination in the form path by electronic mail server. This is a passive mode of
communication between form users because the recipient receives the form in an
electronic mailbox and acts upon it when convenient. On the other hand, the
communication between a form user and the form management center is an active
one. This accomplished through a locally-developed software system that
implements message-based, distributed interprocess communications.”

In this connection it is referred to D0, which makes it clear that the invention has
as one of its object to eliminate existing problems related to existing systems
using an electronic mail system for transfer of forms (see D0, column 1, lines 49-
55):

“Another disadvantage is that data retrieval at the receiver’s side, that is, the
Jacility where the transmitted form is received and processed, must be handled
manually.”, see also DO, column 2, lines 5 — 6: “Moreover, there is no way to
handle data in an e-mail attachment online.” and also DO, column 2, lines 42 —
46: “At the receiving end, it should be possible to put the data directly into a
database or workflow system, with no need to reenter or transcribe the submitted
data. The system should be independent of the mail client and the web browser
used.”.

In summary we submit that D2 does not disclose the use of a WAN, and indeed
because of security teaches away from the use of a WAN according to the

nvention.
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1q)

We maintain our view that there is no hint in D2 that the database system should
form an independent system connected to a wide area network, which we believe
is clear when analysing D2. Again it is referred to section 6, first par., lines 2 — 5
of D2, which defines that “the forms management center, described in section
6.1, is the on-line server that maintains all of the databases needed to initiate,
route and track forms”. The use of the term “the on-line server” clarifies that it is
only one server, which contains all needed components. Further the expression
“all of the databases” clarifies that all sources are connected to one and the same
server. Finally the expression “needed to initiate, route and track forms” clarifies
that all logic and functionality is contained in the one and only server.

1r)

We maintain our view that there is no other indication in D2 than that disclosing
that said transactions tracking system is implemented in said server (400). Hence
D2 does not disclose any transactions tracking system implemented in a server
operating as a notary server, which forms an independent system connected to
said network. In this connection we strongly maintain our view that the
subdivision by the opponent into the features 1r) and 1s) is a flaw, since they have
to be read in conjunction. It is evident from the teaching of the invention that the
use of an independent notary server is essential to safe guard reliability and
flexibility as required to achieve the objectives by the invention. Features 1q) and
Ir) in combination provides the advantage of having a specific and separate
security and data export centre, i.e. improving safety and reliability. By being
independent, flexibility and reliability is also considerably improved in
comparising to having a unified system server, for all functions, as is known from
D2. Again it is referred to the figure (see enclosure A) which when compared
clarifies this important difference, between the systems/methods.
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1r).1

The above is further confirmed by the following excerpt from D2:

“Since human intervention at each step is an intrinsic part of this process, we are
not considering on-line, real-time-response, systems that are fully automate”, see
column 1, section 1.2, line 2 — column 2, line 2.

In contrast the invention by means of an independently operating notary server
eliminates the need of “human intervention at each step”.

1t)

We submit that D2 does not disclose any recipient server (or indeed recipient
system as it should be understood according to the invention) independently
connected to the network. As already mentioned above D2 is silent in relation to
the final recipient of the form, (there is merely mentioned transmitting to “to their
destinations” (see section 6.1, par. 1)). The explanation resides in the fact that in
D2 the focus is prior to that, i.e. on an automated system for designing, filling out
and routing, and tracking business forms. Hence, contrary to the invention D2
does not disclose the important feature of transferring the form to an independent
recipient system, including a server, to automatically process the form when
received by the recipient system/server.

1t).1

However regarding the pre-characterising portion of claim 1 it is agreed that a
user participating in the routing performed in D2 and who receives a form that has
been e-mailed from a previous user in the system, may be seen as a form of a

recipient system, i.e. receiving the form in the stand-alone PC

1t).2
In this regard it is again referred to DO, column 2, lines 42 — 46: “At the receiving
end, it should be possible to put the data directly into a database or workflow

system, with no need to reenter or transcribe the submitted data. The system
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