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JUDGMENT

Facts

1. On February 12, 1999, a decision on preliminary

motions was mailed.  (Paper No. 30).
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2. On December 28, 1999, the parties jointly filed a

notice of settlement in which it was indicated that the

parties’ involved application and patent are now owned by a

common assignee.  (Paper No. 57).

3. On December 30, 1999, the parties were ordered to

identify the common assignee and the common assignee was

ordered to show cause why judgment should not be entered

against junior party Guay.  (Paper No. 58).

4. On January 5, 2000, senior party Hunt purportedly

filed a paper which identified Picker International, Inc. as

the common assignee and indicated that it was unaware of any

ground why adverse judgment should not be entered against

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 mailed by senior party Hunt

on January 5, 2000.

6. On January 18, 2000, senior party Hunt filed by

facsimile a copy of its January 5, 2000, communication and

represented that the paper was mailed 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 communication mailed on

January 5, 2000, was submitted on behalf of the common

assignee, Picker International, Inc.  (Paper No. 60).

Discussion

Since the common assignee is unaware of any ground why

judgment should not be entered against junior party Guay, it

is

ORDERED that judgment is herein awarded against junior

party Guay;

FURTHER ORDERED that Jean-Louis C. Guay is not entitled

to his application claims 23 and 24 which correspond to the

count;

FURTHER ORDERED that, on this record, the senior party

Robert P. Hunt and David L. Gilblom are entitled to their

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

                           
FRED E. McKELVEY, Senior   )
Administrative Patent Judge)

  )
  )

    )                     
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                           ) BOARD OF
PATENT

RICHARD E. SCHAFER   )     APPEALS
Administrative Patent Judge)       AND     

    )   INTERFERENCES 
    )             

  )           
                           )                
JAMESON LEE      )

  Administrative Patent Judge)
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