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 18 
BRIAN THOMAS O’NEILL, JOTHAM WADSWORTH COE, 19 

and CHRISTOPHER J. O’DONNELL  20 
Junior Party 21 

(Patent 6,809,094), 22 
 23 

v. 24 
 25 

FREDERIC GALLI, ALISTAIR LOCHEAD, 26 
and AXELLE SAMSON 27 

Senior Party 28 
(Application 10/276,646). 29 

________________________________ 30 
 31 

Patent Interference No. 105,369 (SCM) 32 
________________________________ 33 

 34 
Before HANLON, MEDLEY, and TIERNEY, Administrative Patent Judges. 35 
 36 
MEDLEY, Administrative Patent Judge. 37 
 38 

Judgment - BD.R. 127(a) 39 
 40 
 Pursuant to the “O’NEILL REQUEST FOR ADVERSE JUDGMENT” (Paper 53) 41 

and consistent with the “DECISION – MOTIONS – BD.R. 125(a)” (Paper 59) and the 42 

“REDECLARATION – BD.R. 203(c)” (Paper 60) issued herewith, it is  43 

   44 
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 ORDERED that judgment on priority as to Count 1 (Paper 1 at 4), the sole count 1 

in the interference is awarded against junior party BRIAN THOMAS O’NEILL, 2 

JOTHAM WADSWORTH COE, and CHRISTOPHER J. O’DONNELL.   3 

 FURTHER ORDERED that junior party BRIAN THOMAS O’NEILL, 4 

JOTHAM WADSWORTH COE, and CHRISTOPHER J. O’DONNELL is not entitled to 5 

a patent containing claims 1-4, 9, 11-13 (corresponding to Count 1) of U.S. Patent 6 

6,809,094. 7 

 FURTHER ORDERED that the parties shall direct attention to 35 U.S.C.           8 

§ 135(c) and Bd.R. 41.205(a) regarding the filing of settlement agreements. 9 

 10 

    /ss/ Adriene Lepiane Hanlon____ ) 11 
  ADRIENE LEPIANE HANLON     ) 12 
  Administrative Patent Judge  ) 13 
       ) 14 
       ) 15 
       )   16 
    /ss/ Sally C. Medley___________ )   BOARD OF PATENT 17 
  SALLY C. MEDLEY   )         APPEALS AND 18 

   Administrative Patent Judge  )      INTERFERENCES 19 
        ) 20 
        ) 21 
        ) 22 
     /ss/ Michael P. Tierney_________ ) 23 
   MICHAEL P. TIERNEY  ) 24 
   Administrative Patent Judge  ) 25 
 26 

 27 
 28 

 29 
 30 
 31 
 32 
 33 
 34 
 35 
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cc (via e-mail): 1 
 2 
Counsel for O’NEILL : 3 
 4 
James F. Haley, Jr., Esq. 5 
1251 Avenue of the Americas 6 
New York, N.Y.   10020 7 
james.haley@ropesgray.com 8 
nina.horan@ropesgray.com 9 
 10 
Counsel for GALLI: 11 
 12 
Joseph F. Posillico, Esq. 13 
SYNNESTVEDT & LECHNER LLP 14 
Suite 2600 Aramark Tower 15 
1101 Market Street 16 
Philadelphia, PA   19107 17 
jposillico@synnlech.com 18 
pkelly@synnlech.com 19 
 20 


