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Article 91
Examination as to formal requirements

(1) If a European patent application has
been accorded a date of filing, and is not
deemed to be withdrawn by virtue of Ar-
ticle 90, paragraph 3, the Receiving Section
shall examine whether:

(a) the requirements of Article 133, para-
graph 2, have been satisfied;

(b) the application meets the physical re-
quirements laid down in the Implement-
ing Regulations for the implementation
of this provision;

(c) the abstract has been filed;

(d) the request for the grant of a European
patent satisfies the mandatory provi-
sions of the Implementing Regulations
concerning its content and, where ap-
propriate, whether the requirements of
this Convention concerning the claim to
priority have been satisfied;

(e) the designation fees have been paid;

(f) the designation of the inventor has been
made in accordance with Article 81;

(g) the drawings referred to in Article 78,
paragraph 1 (d), were filed on the date
of filing of the application.

(2) Where the Receiving Section notes that
there are deficiencies which may be cor-
rected, it shall give the applicant an oppor-
tunity to correct them in accordance with
the Implementing Regulations.

(3) If any deficiencies noted in the exam-
ination under paragraph 1 (a) to (d) are not
corrected in accordance with the Imple-
menting Regulations, the application shall
be refused; where the provisions referred to
in paragraph 1 (d) concern the right of
priority, this right shall be lost for the ap-
plication.

(4) Where, in the case referred to in para-
graph 1 (e), the designation fee has not been
paid in due time in respect of any designated
State, the designation of that State shall
be deemed to be withdrawn.

(5) Where, in the case referred to in para-
graph 1 (f), the omission of the designation

Artikel 91
Undersagelse med hensyn til formalsteter

1) Er indleveringsdagen for en europaeisk
patentansegning. fastsat, og betragtes an-
sogningen ikke som tilbagetaget i medfer af
artikel 90, stk. 3, undersoger indleverings-
kontoret, om

a) de i artikel 133, stk. 2, foreskrevne krav
er opfyldt;

b) ansegningen opfylder de formelle krav,
som er indeholdt i gennemferelsesfor-
skrifterne med henblik pa gennemforel-
sen af denne bestemmelse;

¢) sammendraget er indleveret;

d) ansegningsdokumentet opfylder de i gen-
nemforelsesforskrifterne fastsatte ufra-
vigelige bestemmelser vedrorende dets
indhold og i givet fald om denne kon-
ventions bestemmelser vedrorende begze-
ring om prioritet er overholdt;

e) designeringsafgifterne er betalt;

f) opfinderen er angivet som foreskrevet i
artikel 81; '

g) de i artikel 78, stk. 1, d), n®evnte teg-
ninger er indleveret pa ansegningens ind-
leveringsdag.

2) Konstaterer indleveringskontoret, at
der er mangler, som kan afhjalpes, giver det
1 overensstemmelse med gennemforelsesfor-
skrifterne ansegeren lejlighed til at afhjzlpe
manglerne.

3) Bliver de ved undersegelsen i henhold
til stk. 1, a)-d), konstaterede mangler ikke
afhjulpet i overensstemmelse med gennem-
forelsesforskrifterne, afslds den europaiske
patentansegning; drejer det sig om de be-
stemmelser i stk. 1, d), som vedrerer retten
til prioritet, fortabes denne ret for anseg-
ningen.

4) Hvis designeringsafgiften for en desig-
neret stat ikke er betalt rettidigt, jfr. stk. 1,

e), betragtes designeringen af den pageel-

dende stat som tilbagetaget.

5) Hvis opfinderen ikke er angivet, jfr.
stk. 1, f), og denne mangel ikke i overens-



