United States Court of Appeals
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

No. 05-7113 September Term, 2006
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MIGUEL ANGEL GIANELLI AND

FusiLAMP, SA.,

APPELLANTS
V.
NORBERTO JULIO CHIRKES,
APPELLEE

Consolidated with 05-7114

Appedls from the United States Didtrict Court
for the Didrict of Columbia
(No. 03cv02561)

Before: GiNsBURG, Chief Judge, and GriFriTH and KAvANAUGH, Circuit Judges.

JUDGMENT

This case was considered upon the record from the United States Digtrict Court for the
Didtrict of Columbiaand upon the briefs and arguments of the parties. Upon consderation of the

foregoing, it is

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the order of the Digtrict Court be affirmed because
the digtrict court did not have subject-matter jurisdiction. This case did not arise under the patent
laws because the complaint speaks solely to patent ownership and “the question of who owns
patent rights, and on what terms, typicaly is a question exclusively for ate courts.” Int’|
Nutrition Co. v. Horphag Research Ltd., 257 F.3d 1324, 1329 (Fed. Cir. 2001). Becausethe
district court clearly lacked subject-matter jurisdiction, we need not address the issue of persona
juridiction.

Pursuant to D.C. Circuit Rule 36, this digpogtion will not be published. The Clerk is
directed to withhold issuance of the mandate herein until seven days after resolution of any timely
petition for rehearing or petition for rehearing en banc. See Fed. R. App. P. 41(b); D.C. Cir. Rule
41.

FOR THE COURT:
Mark J. Langer, Clerk

BY:

Deputy Clerk



