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@ A device in labelling machinery for aligning glass containers and pressing labels onto containers

thus aligned.

@ Designed for integration into a conventional
glass bottle labeller, the device serves to position a
speciality type bottle (2) (square, rectangular, frian-
gular or oval in section) in readiness for application
of a label, then to press and smooth the label onto
the correctly aligned bottle; the initial alignment is
brought about by means of a fixed guide rail (3)
operating in conjunction with a movable locator (5)

mounted to a plate (15) and reciprocated by a cam-
driven plunger (8), whereupom the label is flattened
thoroughly over the glass by an assembly of pivoting
rollers (7) carried by the same mounting plate (15).
Simple and effective in design and operation, the
device leads ultimately to a more compact machine
and to better quality labelling.
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All claims fees have been paid within the prescribed time limit. The present European search report has been

drawn up for all claims.

Only part of the claims fees have been paid within the prescribed time limit. The present European search

report has been drawn up for the first ten claims and for those claims for which claims fees have been paid,
namely claims:

No claims fees have been paid within the prescribed time limit. The present European search report has been

drawn up for the first ten claims.
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invention and relates to several inventions or groups of invent ons,

namely:
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All turther search fees have been paid within the fixed time limit. The present European search report has
been drawn up for all claims.

Only part of the further search fees have been paid within the fixed time limit. The present European search
report has been drawn up for those parts of the European patent application which relate to the inventions in

respect of which search tees have been paid,
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LACK OF UNITY OF INVENTION

1.

The Search Division considers that the present European patent application does not comply with the requirement of unity of
invention and relates to several inventions or groups of inventions,
namely:

Claims 1,3-5,7: A device for aligning containers'and
pressing labels onto said containers characterized
by the alignment means.

Claims 2,6,8: A device for aligning containers ]
and pressing labels onto said containers characterized
by the pressing means.

Document FR-A-2 507 566 describes a device for aligning
containers and pressing labels onto containers thus
aligned as described in the preamble of independent
claims 1 and 2.

There are no special technical features defining a con-
tribution the invention of claim 1 makes over the prior
art as even its characterizing features are already
known from the above mentioned prior art.

The special technical features defining the contribution
the invention of claim 2 makes over the prior art consist
in a plurality of rollers designed to flatten a label
over the container following its contour.

Since there are no same or corresponding special
technical features defining a contribution the inventions
of claims 1 and 2 make to the prior art, there is no
technical relation between the two inventions.
Furthermore, since all the features of the subject

matter of claim 1 are known from the previously mentioned
prior art document, there cannot be, per definition,

a single inventive concept between the subject matters

of claims 1 and 2.

Therefore, the application lacks unity of invention.
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