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Outcome analytics by party
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Outcome analytics by party (9)

1. Jury Verdict for Plaintiff

- September 24, 2021: Plaintiff (ACCELERON PHARMA INC), and Defendant (DELL TECHNOLOGIES) left
the case 3222 days after the docket opened

(ty 3222 Days to outcome
Docket opened - November 28, 2012

Acceleron, LLC v. Dell, Inc. B Docket
N.D.Ga. November 28, 2012 1:12-CVv-04123

Intellectual Property & Technology > Patent (NOS 830)

Allegations : Defendant infringed upon plaintiff's patent # 6,948,021 "Cluster Component Network Alliance
System and Method for Enhancing Fault Tolerance and Hot-Swapping."

Claimed Damages : Enjoinment; Compensatory damages; Attorney fees and cost; Cost of litigation.

2. Jury Verdict

- May 16, 2008: Plaintiff (WITNESS SYSTEMS INC), and Defendant (NICE LTD) left the case 848 days after
the docket opened

() 848 Days to outcome
Docket opened - January 19, 2006

Witness Systems, Inc. v. Nice Systems, Inc. et al B Docket
N.D.Ga. January 19, 2006 1:06-CV-00126

Intellectual Property & Technology > Patent (NOS 830)

3. Jury Verdict for Defendant

- January 30, 2008: Plaintiffs (WEP ENTERPRISES, MICHAEL PUTNAM), and Defendant (HENKEL LTD) left
the case 912 days after the docket opened

() 912 Days to outcome
Docket opened - August 1, 2005

Putnam et al v. Henkel Consumer Adhesives, Inc. B Docket
N.D.Ga. August 1, 2005 1:05-CV-02011

Intellectual Property & Technology > Patent (NOS 830)

Intellectual Property & Technology > Trade Secrets
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4. Jury Verdict for Plaintiff

- June 22, 2005: Plaintiff (COCA COLA CO (THE)), and Defendants (PEPSICO, RAPAK) left the case 974
days after the docket opened

(3 974 Days to outcome
Docket opened - October 22, 2002

Coca-Cola Co v. Pepsico, Inc., et al B Docket
N.D.Ga. October 22, 2002 1:02-CVv-02887

Intellectual Property & Technology > Patent (NOS 830)

5. Jury Verdict

- January 25, 2005: Plaintiffs (GO MEDICAL INDUSTRIES PTY LTD, ALEXANDER G LOEB), and
Defendants (PRIORITY MEDICAL SYSTEMS INC, INMED CORP, RUSCH) left the case 1454 days after the
docket opened

() 1454 Days to outcome
Docket opened - February 1, 2001

Go Medical Industrie, et al v. Inmed Corporation, et al B Docket
N.D.Ga. February 1, 2001 1:01-CV-00313

Intellectual Property & Technology > Patent (NOS 830)

6. Jury Verdict

- August 11, 1998: Plaintiff (ATLAS SALES INC), and Defendant (HOFFINGER INDUSTRIES INC) left the
case 722 days after the docket opened

() 722 Days to outcome
Docket opened - August 19, 1996

Baracuda Internation v. Hoffinger Industries B Docket
N.D.Ga. August 19, 1996 1:96-CV-02090

Intellectual Property & Technology > Patent (NOS 830)
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7. Jury Verdict

- September 15, 1998: Plaintiff (REIKER ENTERPRISES INC), and Defendants (JACK R KERR JR, FAN
BRACE) left the case 832 days after the docket opened

("3 832 Days to outcome
Docket opened - June 5, 1996

Reiker Enterprises v. Fan Brace, Inc., et al B Docket
N.D.Ga. June 5, 1996 1:96-CV-01402

Intellectual Property & Technology > Patent (NOS 830)

8. Jury Verdict

- April 10, 1998: Plaintiff (DISPLAY SOLUTIONS LTD), and Defendants (FEDERAL SIGN DIVISION,
DAKTRONICS INC) left the case 1078 days after the docket opened

(7 1078 Days to outcome
Docket opened - April 28, 1995

Display Solutions v. Daktronics, Inc, et al B Docket

N.D.Ga. April 28, 1995 1:95-CV-01099

Intellectual Property & Technology > Patent (NOS 830)

9. Jury Verdict for Defendant

- May 26, 1992: Plaintiffs (GRAYLING INDUSTRIES INC, KURT HITTER), and Defendant (GPAC) left the
case 1175 days after the docket opened

(ty 1175 Days to outcome
Docket opened - March 8, 1989

Grayling Industries, et al v. GPAC, Inc. B Docket
N.D.Ga. March 8, 1989 1:89-CV-00451

Intellectual Property & Technology > Patent (NOS 830)
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