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Continuation of Box II.I

Claims Nos.: 9-40

1 The present application contains 40 claims, of which 10 are
independent, of these independent claims several contain alternative
features. There is no clear distinction between the independent claims
because of overlapping scope. There are so many claims, and they are
drafted in such a way that the claims as a whole are not in compliance
with the provisions of clarity, support and conciseness of Article 6 PCT,

as it is particularly burdensome for a skilled person to establish the
subject-matter for which protection is sought. The non-compliance with
the substantive provisions is to such an extent, that the search was
performed taking into consideration the non-compliance in determining the
extent of the search (PCT Guidelines 9.19 and 9.25). The search
was based on the subject-matter that, as far as can be understood, could
reasonably be expected to be claimed later in the procedure, and the
corresponding claims, namely 1-8. 2 The following is a
non-exhaustive list of further examples of objections relating to clarity
and support demonstrating the lack of searchable mater: 2.1 As
formulated, claim 11 does not demonstrate the existence of a further
technical effect, thus according to Rule 67. l(vi ) PCT, no examination is

considered appropriate. A formulation "a first set of coded which when
executed on a computer causes a computer to receive ..." is considered
not to fall under list of proscripted matters of Rule 67 PCT. 2.2
The phrase "at a predetermined level of granularity" appearing in several
claims is not defined, and it is not clear how this term should be
interpreted. The examiner was not able to uncover any definition in the
description, nor was any matter found in the description which might shed
light on what was intended by this term. However, even if some
attempt is made to interpret the granularity as akin to quantisation - an

interpretation for which there is no support in the application, the
examiner is not able to imagine any meaning interpretation of the phrase
"at least a predetermined level of granularity" used in several claims
from claim 9 onward in such phrase as "a determination module for
processing ... the direction and range ...with at least a predetermined
level of granularity". 2.3 The examiner cannot understand the
matter of independent claims 25, 30, 32, 34 and 36, and doubts whether
the teaching is sufficiently clear and complete for the man skilled in

the art to implement the claimed processors, apparati and methods. 2.3.1
Regarding claim 25, the examiner has no idea how to encode a

direction and range of a transmitting device based on an attenuation of
the beacon signal .... The examiner has not come across any teaching in

the application which would explain how this is to be carried out.

Furthermore, the examiner is of the opinion that there is also no support
in the application which would justify the applicant is receiving
protection for a method which determined range and direction without any
signal reception required. 2.3.2 Regarding claim 30, the examiner
has no idea how to encode a direction and range of a tranmitting device
with at least a predetermined level of granularity. The examiner has not
come across any teaching in the application which would explain how this
is to be carried out. Furthermore, the examiner is of the opinion
that there is also no support in the application which would justify the
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applicant is receiving protection for a method which determined range and
direction without any signal reception required. 2.3.3 In a manner
similar to claims 25 and 30, the examiner considers that the scope of
protection sought for claims 32, 34 and 36 is not justified. In the case
of claim 34, it does not appear logical that the single apparatus should
somehow both the transmitter and an analyzing means. 2.3.4 In the
case of claims 25, 30, 32, 34 and 36, it is not even clear what the term
direction and range mean in the absence of a receiver.

Continuation of Box II. 2

Claims Nos.: 9-40

1 The present application contains 40 claims, of which 10 are
independent, of these independent claims several contain alternative
features. There is no clear distinction between the independent claims
because of overlapping scope. There are so many claims, and they are
drafted in such a way that the claims as a whole are not in compliance
with the provisions of clarity, support and conciseness of Article 6 PCT,
as it is particularly burdensome for a skilled person to establish the
subject-matter for which protection is sought. The non-compliance with
the substantive provisions is to such an extent, that the search was
performed taking into consideration the non-compliance in determining the
extent of the search (PCT Guidelines 9.19 and 9.25). The search
was based on the subject-matter that, as far as can be understood, could
reasonably be expected to be claimed later in the procedure, and the
corresponding claims, namely 1-8. 2 The following is a
non-exhaustive list of further examples of objections relating to clarity
and support demonstrating the lack of searchable mater: 2.1 As
formulated, claim 11 does not demonstrate the existence of a further
technical effect, thus according to Rule 67. l(vi ) PCT, no examination is

considered appropriate. A formulation "a first set of coded which when
executed on a computer causes a computer to receive ..." is considered
not to fall under list of proscripted matters of Rule 67 PCT. 2.2
The phrase "at a predetermined level of granularity" appearing in several
claims is not defined, and it is not clear how this term should be
interpreted. The examiner was not able to uncover any definition in the
description, nor was any matter found in the description which might shed
light on what was intended by this term. However, even if some
attempt is made to interpret the granularity as akin to quantisation - an
interpretation for which there is no support in the application, the
examiner is not able to imagine any meaning interpretation of the phrase
"at least a predetermined level of granularity" used in several claims
from claim 9 onward in such phrase as "a determination module for
processing ... the direction and range ...with at least a predetermined
level of granularity". 2.3 The examiner cannot understand the
matter of independent claims 25, 30, 32, 34 and 36, and doubts whether
the teaching is sufficiently clear and complete for the man skilled in

the art to implement the claimed processors, apparati and methods. 2.3.1
Regarding claim 25, the examiner has no idea how to encode a

direction and range of a tranmitting device based on an attenuation of
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the beacon signal .... The examiner has not come across any teaching in

the application which would explain how this is to be carried out.

Furthermore, the examiner is of the opinion that there is also no support
in the application which would justify the applicant is receiving
protection for a method which determined range and direction without any
signal reception required. 2.3.2 Regarding claim 30, the examiner
has no idea how to encode a direction and range of a tranmitting device
with at least a predetermined level of granularity. The examiner has not
come across any teaching in the application which would explain how this
is to be carried out. Furthermore, the examiner is of the opinion
that there is also no support in the application which would justify the
applicant is receiving protection for a method which determined range and
direction without any signal reception required. 2.3.3 In a manner
similar to claims 25 and 30, the examiner considers that the scope of

protection sought for claims 32, 34 and 36 is not justified. In the case
of claim 34, it does not appear logical that the single apparatus should
somehow both the transmitter and an analyzing means. 2.3.4 In the
case of claims 25, 30, 32, 34 and 36, it is not even clear what the term
direction and range mean in the absence of a receiver.

The applicant's attention is drawn to the fact that claims relating to
inventions in respect of which no international search report has been
established need not be the subject of an international preliminary
examination (Rule 66.1(e) PCT). The applicant is advised that the EPO
policy when acting as an International Preliminary Examining Authority is

normally not to carry out a preliminary examination on matter which has
not been searched. This is the case irrespective of whether or not the
claims are amended following receipt of the search report or during any
Chapter II procedure. If the application proceeds into the regional phase
before the EPO, the applicant is reminded that a search may be carried
out during examination before the EPO (see EPO Guideline C-VI, 8.2),
should the problems which led to the Article 17(2) declaration be
overcome.
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Box No. Il Observations where certain claims were found unsearchable (Continuation of item 2 of first sheet)

This international search report has not been established in respect o f certain claims under Article 17(2)(a) for the following reasons

1 |Y] Claims Nos 9-40
because they relate to subject matter not required to b e searched b y this Autho πty, namely

see FURTHER INFORMATION sheet PCT/ISA/210

Claims Nos O
because they relate t o parts o f the international application that d o not comply with the prescribed requirements to such
a n extent that no meaningful international search can b e carried out, specifically

see FURTHER INFORMATION sheet PCT/ISA/210

3 I I Claims Nos
because they are dependent claims and are not drafted in accordance with th θ second and third sentences o f Rule 6 4(a)

Box No. Ill Observations where unity of invention is lacking (Continuation of item 3 of first sheet)

This International Searching Autho πty found multiple inventions in this international application, a s follows

see additional sheet

1 I v I As all required additional search fees were timely paid by the applicant, this international search report covers all searchable
- - 1 claims

2 I I As all searchable claims could be searched without effort justifying an additional fees, this Authority did not invite payment of
additional fees

3 I I A s only some o f the required additional search fees were timely paid b y the applicant, this international search report covers
' nonnllvy tthhoofisfie rcrllaaiimmss ffoorr wwhhiirchh ff e e s wwfierree npaaiicdL, snpGenciiffiirøcallllvy cllaaiimmss NNOoRs

IMo required additional search fees were timely paid by the applicant Consequently this international search report is
rest πcted to the invention first mentioned in the claims, it is covered by claims Nos

Remark on Protest The additional search fees were accompanied b y the applicant's protest and, where applicable, the
I 1payment of a protest fee

The additional search fees were accompanied b y the applicant s protest but the applicable protest
' ' fee was not paid within the time limit specified in the invitation

I X I N o protest accompanied the payment o f additional search fees

Form PCT/ISA/210 (continuation o f first sheet (2)) (April 2005)
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This International Searching Authority found multiple (groups of)
inventions in this international application, as follows:

1 . claims: 1-8

An improved method of measuring range and direction

2 . claims: 1-8

Avoiding the necessity for a measurement of range and/or
direction in the determination of range and direction.
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