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Local Division Mannheim

UPC_CFI_500/2025

Order
of the Court of First Instance of the Unified Patent Court

 issued on 17 July 2025
concerning EP 4 001 835 

relating to App_33041/2025
(Request for postponement of oral proceedings)

APPLICANT:

Faro Technologies, Inc,
125 Technology Park - 32746-6204 - Lake Mary, FL - US

Represented by
Anja Katharina 
Penners

OPPONENTS OF THE APPLICATION:

1) PMT Technologies (Suzhou) Co, Ltd,
Building 2, Xinyang Industrial Park, No. 8 
Yanghua Road, Suzhou Industrial Park - 
215121 - Suzhou - CN

Represented by Prof. Dr Nils Heide

2) Blankenhorn GmbH, 
Kirchheimer Straße 186 - 73265 - 
Dettingen unter Teck - DE

Represented by Florian Bewer

 PATENT PENDING:

EUROPEAN PATENT NO. EP 4 001 835

PANEL/CHAMBER:
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JUDGES:

This order was issued by the legally qualified judge Böttcher as rapporteur in consultation with the 

presiding judge.

LANGUAGE OF PROCEEDINGS: German

SUBJECT: Application for postponement of the date of the oral hearing

REASONS FOR THE ORDER:

The postponement of the hearing requested by defendant no. 1 cannot be considered. Due to 
the inherent urgency of the hearing of an application for interim measures, a postponement of 
the hearing can only be considered in very special circumstances. This does not automatically 
include the absence on holiday of the attorney-at-law and patent attorney EPG representative of 
a defendant. In particular, it is generally reasonable to expect an authorised representative to 
either interrupt their holiday to attend such an oral hearing or to take it later, or to send an 
instructed representative to the oral hearing. This applies in particular to the patent attorney 
EPG representative in the present case, who, according to the request for postponement, only 
starts his leave on the day of the hearing and for whom no booking documents have been 
submitted.

Subject to any objections by the other parties to the proceedings, there is also the possibility that 
at least the EPG attorney representative, who would like to take his holiday before the date of 
the hearing in the case in dispute, will participate in the oral hearing via a video link. Should the 
petitioner or the respondent 2 have concerns about the participation of the respondent 1 via 
video link, they are free to raise these concerns by 24 July 2025 by way of a R. 9 procedural 
motion on the main workflow of the present proceedings.

Order:

1. The request of the respondent 1 to postpone the date for the oral hearing to 1 September
2025 is not granted.

2. The applicant and respondent 2 are given the opportunity to raise any objections to the
participation of respondent 1 in the oral hearing via video link by 24 July 2025.

INFORMATION ON THE ORDER

Order no. ORD_33180/2025 in the PROCEEDINGS NUMBER: ACT_ 26609/2025
UPC number: UPC_CFI_500/2025 
Type of procedure: Not available
No. of the associated procedure Application no: 26609/2025
Type of request: Application for interim measures (Rule 206 Regulation)

Issued in Mannheim on 17 July 2025
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NAME AND SIGNATURE

Dirk 
Andreas 
Böttche
r

Böttcher

Digitally signed by Dirk 
Andreas Böttcher
Date: 2025.07.17
21:02:06 +02'00'

Rapporteur
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