TH'S OPI NI ON WAS NOT WRI TTEN FOR PUBLI CATI ON

The opinion in support of the decision being entered today (1) was not witten for
publication in a law journal and (2) is not binding precedent of the Board.
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UNI TED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFI CE

BEFORE THE BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS
AND | NTERFERENCES

JEAN-LQUI S C. Guay

Juni or Party,
(Application 07/493,011)*
V.

ROBERT P. HUNT

Senior Party.
(Reexam ned Patent No. Bl 4,922, 337)?2
(Reexam nation Certificate issued May 3, 1994)

Patent Interference No. 103, 710

JUDGVENT
Fact s
1. On February 12, 1999, a decision on prelimnary

nmotions was nailed. (Paper No. 30).

! Filed March 13, 1990. At the time of declaration of
the interference, the application was assigned to E. |. Dupont
de Nenours & Co.

2 Fil ed Septenber 26, 1988. Assigned to Picker
| nternational, Inc.
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2. On Decenber 28, 1999, the parties jointly filed a
notice of settlenment in which it was indicated that the
parties’ involved application and patent are now owned by a
common assi gnee. (Paper No. 57).

3. On Decenber 30, 1999, the parties were ordered to
identify the common assi gnee and the commbn assi gnee was
ordered to show cause why judgnment should not be entered
agai nst junior party CGuay. (Paper No. 58).

4. On January 5, 2000, senior party Hunt purportedly
filed a paper which identified Picker International, Inc. as
t he common assignee and indicated that it was unaware of any
ground why adverse judgnent should not be entered agai nst
junior party Guay. 5. The entry-log on the jacket of
the file of this interference does not reflect an entry for
the receipt of the original paper nailed by senior party Hunt
on January 5, 2000.

6. On January 18, 2000, senior party Hunt filed by
facsimle a copy of its January 5, 2000, communi cation and
represented that the paper was nailed on January 5, 2000.
(Paper No. 62).

5. On January 13, 2000, counsel for the senior party
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filed a paper indicating that the comunication nmailed on
January 5, 2000, was submtted on behalf of the conmmon
assignee, Picker International, Inc. (Paper No. 60).
Di scussi on

Si nce the conmon assignee is unaware of any ground why
j udgnment shoul d not be entered against junior party CGuay, it
is

ORDERED t hat judgnment is herein awarded agai nst junior
party Quay;

FURTHER ORDERED t hat Jean-Louis C. Guay is not entitled
to his application clains 23 and 24 which correspond to the
count ;

FURTHER ORDERED that, on this record, the senior party

Robert P. Hunt and David L. Glblomare entitled to their

patent clains 1-4, 6, and 22 which correspond to the count.

FRED E. McKELVEY, Seni or )
Adm ni strative Patent Judge)

)
)
)
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) BOARD OF
PATENT
RI CHARD E. SCHAFER ) APPEALS
Adm ni strative Patent Judge) AND
| NTERFERENCES

JAMESON LEE
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

)
)
)
)
)
)
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By Federal Express
Counsel for the senior party

Thomas E. Kocovsky, Jr.
Fay, Sharpe, Beall, Fagan,
M nni ch & MKee
1100 Superior Avenue, Suite 700
Cl evel and, Onhio 44114-2518

Counsel for the junior party

Her bert W Larson

Larson & Larson
11199-69th Street North,
Largo, Florida 33773-5504



