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1 2 3 4 5 6 7



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT



8



NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA



9



SAN JOSE DIVISION



United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27



APPLE, INC., a California corporation,



) ) Plaintiff, ) v. ) ) SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD., ) a Korean corporation; ) SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC., ) a New York corporation; ) SAMSUNG TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) AMERICA, LLC, ) a Delaware limited liability company, ) ) Defendants. ) ) ) SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD., ) a Korean corporation; ) SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC., ) a New York corporation; ) SAMSUNG TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) AMERICA, LLC, ) a Delaware limited liability company, ) ) Counterclaim-Plaintiffs, ) v. ) ) APPLE, INC., a California corporation, ) ) Counterclaim-Defendant. ) )



Case No.: 11-CV-01846-LHK TENTATIVE VERDICT FORM



We, the jury, unanimously agree to the answers to the following questions and return them under the instructions of this Court as our verdict in this case.
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FINDINGS ON APPLE’S CLAIMS



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9



United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23



APPLE’S UTILITY AND DESIGN PATENT CLAIMS AGAINST SAMSUNG 1.



For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has infringed Claim 19 of the ‘381 Patent? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) Accused Samsung Product



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Captivate (JX 1011) Continuum (JX 1016) Droid Charge (JX 1025) Epic 4G (JX 1012) Exhibit 4G (JX 1028) Fascinate (JX 1013) Galaxy Ace (JX 1030) Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) Galaxy Tab (JX 1036) Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi and LTE) (JX 1037) Gem (JX 1020) Indulge (JX 1026) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Mesmerize (JX 1015) Nexus S 4G (JX 1023) Replenish (JX 1024) Vibrant (JX 1010)
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Samsung Electronics America, Inc.



Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9



United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23



2.



For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has infringed Claim 8 of the ’915 Patent? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) Accused Samsung Product



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Captivate (JX 1011) Continuum (JX 1016) Droid Charge (JX 1025) Epic 4G (JX 1012) Exhibit 4G (JX 1028) Fascinate (JX 1013) Galaxy Ace (JX 1030) Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) JX 1033 (Galaxy S II (T-Mobile)) Galaxy Tab (JX 1036) Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi and LTE) (JX 1037) Gem (JX 1020) Indulge (JX 1026) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Intercept (JX 1009) Mesmerize (JX 1015) Nexus S 4G (JX 1023) Replenish (JX 1024) Transform (JX 1014) Vibrant (JX 1010)
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Samsung Electronics America, Inc.



Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC
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1 2 3 4



3.



For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has infringed Claim 50 of the ’163 Patent? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.)



5 6 7 8 9



United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23



Accused Samsung Product



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Captivate (JX 1011) Continuum (JX 1016) Droid Charge (JX 1025) Epic 4G (JX 1012) Exhibit 4G (JX 1028) Fascinate (JX 1013) Galaxy Ace (JX 1030) Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) JX 1033 (Galaxy S II (T-Mobile)) Galaxy Tab (JX 1036) Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi and LTE) (JX 1037) Gem (JX 1020) Indulge (JX 1026) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Intercept (JX 1009) Mesmerize (JX 1015) Nexus S 4G (JX 1023) Replenish (JX 1024) Transform (JX 1014) Vibrant (JX 1010)
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Samsung Electronics America, Inc.



Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9



United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22



4.



For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), took action that it knew or should have known would induce STA or SEA to infringe the ’381, ’915, or ’163 Patents? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.) Accused Samsung Product



‘381 Patent (Claim 19)



Captivate (JX 1011) Continuum (JX 1016) Droid Charge (JX 1025) Epic 4G (JX 1012) Exhibit 4G (JX 1028) Fascinate (JX 1013) Galaxy Ace (JX 1030) Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) JX 1033 (Galaxy S II (T-Mobile)) Galaxy Tab (JX 1036) Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi and LTE) (JX 1037) Gem (JX 1020) Indulge (JX 1026) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Intercept (JX 1009) Mesmerize (JX 1015) Nexus S 4G (JX 1023) Replenish (JX 1024) Transform (JX 1014) Vibrant (JX 1010)
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‘915 Patent (Claim 8)



‘163 Patent (Claim 50)
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1



5.



2



For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has infringed the D’677 Patent? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.)



3 4



Accused Samsung Product



5 6 7 8 9



United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10 11 12 13 14



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Samsung Electronics America, Inc.



Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC



Fascinate (JX 1013) Galaxy Ace (JX 1030) Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) Galaxy S Showcase (i500) (JX 1017) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Mesmerize (JX 1015) Vibrant (JX 1010)



15 16 17 18



6.



For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has infringed the D’087 Patent? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.)



19 20



Accused Samsung Product



21



Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Vibrant (JX 1010)
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Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.
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Samsung Electronics America, Inc.



Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC
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7.



2



For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has infringed the D’305 Patent? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.)



3 4



Accused Samsung Product



5 6 7 8 9



United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10 11 12 13 14



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Samsung Electronics America, Inc.



Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC



Captivate (JX 1011) Continuum (JX 1016) Droid Charge (JX 1025) Epic 4G (JX 1012) Fascinate (JX 1013) Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) Galaxy S Showcase (i500) (JX 1017) Gem (JX 1020) Indulge (JX 1026) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Mesmerize (JX 1015) Vibrant (JX 1010)



15 16 17 18



8.



For each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has infringed the D’889 Patent? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.)



19 20



Accused Samsung Product



21



Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi and LTE) (JX 1037)



22 23



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Galaxy Tab 10.1 (4G LTE) (JX 1038)
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Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC
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1



If you did not answer “Yes” to any of Questions 1 through 8, please skip to Question 11, and do not answer Questions 9 and 10.



2



9.



3 4 5 6



(Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.)



7



Accused Samsung Product



8



Captivate (JX 1011) Continuum (JX 1016) Droid Charge (JX 1025) Epic 4G (JX 1012) Fascinate (JX 1013) Galaxy Ace (JX 1030) Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) Galaxy S Showcase (i500) (JX 1017) Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi and LTE) (JX 1037) Galaxy Tab 10.1 (4G LTE) (JX 1038) Gem (JX 1020) Indulge (JX 1026) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Mesmerize (JX 1015) Vibrant (JX 1010)



9 10 United States District Court For the Northern District of California



If you found that Samsung Electronics America (SEA) or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) infringed in any of Questions 1 through 8, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), took action that it knew or should have known would induce SEA or SEC to infringe the D’677, D’087, D’305, and/or D’889 Patents?



11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25



D’677 Patent



D’087 Patent
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D’305 Patent



D’889 Patent
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United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10



10. If you answered “Yes” to any of Questions 1 through 9, and thus found that any Samsung entity has infringed any Apple patent(s), has Apple proven by clear and convincing evidence that the Samsung entity’s infringement was willful? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung).) Apple Utility and Design Patents



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Samsung Electronics America, Inc.



Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC



’381 Patent (Claim 19) ’915 Patent (Claim 8) ’163 Patent (Claim 50) D’677 Patent D’087 Patent D’305 Patent D’889 Patent



11 12 13



11. Has Samsung proven by clear and convincing evidence that Apple’s asserted utility and/or design patent claims are invalid? ’381 Patent (Claim 19)



Yes ______ (for Samsung)



No ______ (for Apple)



’915 Patent (Claim 8)



Yes ______ (for Samsung)



No ______ (for Apple)



’163 Patent (Claim 50)



Yes ______ (for Samsung)



No ______ (for Apple)



D’677 Patent



Yes ______ (for Samsung)



No ______ (for Apple)



D’087 Patent



Yes ______ (for Samsung)



No ______ (for Apple)



D’305 Patent



Yes ______ (for Samsung)



No ______ (for Apple)



D’889 Patent



Yes ______ (for Samsung)



No ______ (for Apple)
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APPLE’S TRADE DRESS CLAIMS AGAINST SAMSUNG Protectability 12. Has Samsung proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Apple’s registered iPhone trade dress ’983 is not protectable? Yes (not protectable – for Samsung) _____



No (protectable – for Apple) _________



5 6 7 8 9



United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10



13. Has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Apple’s unregistered trade dresses are protectable? (Please answer with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung).) Apple Trade Dresses Unregistered iPhone 3 Trade Dress Unregistered Combination iPhone Trade Dress Unregistered iPad/iPad 2 Trade Dress



Protectable



11 12 13



Trade Dress Dilution



14



14. Has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Apple’s trade dresses are famous?



15



(Please answer with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung).)



16 17 18 19



Apple Trade Dresses Registered iPhone Trade Dress Unregistered iPhone 3 Trade Dress Unregistered Combination iPhone Trade Dress Unregistered iPad/iPad 2 Trade Dress
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1 2 3 4 5



If you did not find the registered iPhone trade dress protectable and famous, please skip to Question 16, and do not answer Question 15. 15. If you found the registered iPhone trade dress protectable and famous, for each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has diluted the registered iPhone trade dress? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung).)



6 7 8 9



United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19



Accused Samsung Product



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Captivate (JX 1011) Continuum (JX 1016) Droid Charge (JX 1025) Epic 4G (JX 1012) Fascinate (JX 1013) Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) Galaxy S II Showcase (i500) (JX 1017) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Mesmerize (JX 1015) Vibrant (JX 1010)
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Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC
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If you did not find the unregistered iPhone 3 trade dress protectable and famous, please skip to Question 17, and do not answer Question 16. 16. If you found the unregistered iPhone 3 trade dress protectable and famous, for each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has diluted the unregistered iPhone 3 trade dress? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung).)



6 7 8 9



United States District Court For the Northern District of California
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Accused Samsung Product



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Captivate (JX 1011) Continuum (JX 1016) Droid Charge (JX 1025) Epic 4G (JX 1012) Fascinate (JX 1013) Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) Galaxy S II Showcase (i500) (JX 1017) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Mesmerize (JX 1015) Vibrant (JX 1010)



20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 12 Case No.: 11-CV-01846-LHK TENTATIVE VERDICT FORM



Samsung Electronics America, Inc.
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United States District Court For the Northern District of California
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If you did not find the unregistered Combination iPhone trade dress protectable and famous, please skip to Question 18, and do not answer Question 17. 17. If you found the unregistered Combination iPhone trade dress protectable and famous, for each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has diluted the unregistered Combination iPhone trade dress? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung).) Accused Samsung Product



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Captivate (JX 1011) Continuum (JX 1016) Droid Charge (JX 1025) Epic 4G (JX 1012) Fascinate (JX 1013) Galaxy Ace (JX 1030) Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) Galaxy S II Showcase (i500) (JX 1017) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Mesmerize (JX 1015) Vibrant (JX 1010)
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United States District Court For the Northern District of California
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If you did not find the unregistered iPad/iPad2 trade dress protectable and famous, please skip to Question 19, and do not answer Question 18. 18. If you found the unregistered iPad/iPad 2 trade dress protectable and famous, for each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has diluted the unregistered iPad/iPad 2 trade dress? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung).) Accused Samsung Product



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Samsung Electronics America, Inc.



Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC



Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi and LTE) (JX 1037) Galaxy Tab 10.1 (4G LTE) (JX 1038)



11 12 13



If you did not answer “Yes” to any of Questions 15 through 18, please skip to Question 21, and do not answer Questions 19 and 20.
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19. If you found that Samsung Electronics America (SEA) or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) infringed in any of Questions 15 through 18, for each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC) took action that it knew or should have known would induce SEA or STA to dilute any of the Apple trade dresses? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out.)



5 6 7



Accused Samsung Product



Registered Unregistered Unregistered iPhone iPhone 3 Combination Trade Dress Trade Dress iPhone Trade Dress



Captivate (JX 1011)



8 Continuum (JX 1016) 9



United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10 11 12



Droid Charge (JX 1025) Epic 4G (JX 1012) Fascinate (JX 1013) Galaxy Ace (JX 1030)



13



15



Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007)



16



Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019)



14



17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27



Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) Galaxy S II Showcase (i500) (JX 1017) Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi and LTE) (JX 1037) Galaxy Tab 10.1 (4G LTE) (JX 1038) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Mesmerize (JX 1015)



28 15 Case No.: 11-CV-01846-LHK TENTATIVE VERDICT FORM



Unregistered iPad/iPad 2 Trade Dress
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United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10 11 12



Vibrant (JX 1010) 20. If you answered “Yes” to any of Questions 15 through 18, and thus found that any Samsung entity has diluted any Apple trade dress(es), has Apple proven by clear and convincing evidence that the Samsung entity’s dilution was willful? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung).) Asserted Trade Dress



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Samsung Electronics America, Inc.



Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC



Registered iPhone Trade Dress Unregistered iPhone 3 Trade Dress Unregistered Combination iPhone Trade Dress Unregistered iPad/iPad 2 Trade Dress
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Trade Dress Infringement If you did not find the unregistered iPad/iPad2 trade dress protectable, please skip to Question 24, and do not answer Questions 21 through 23. 21. If you found the unregistered iPad/iPad2 trade dress protectable, for each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC), Samsung Electronics America (SEA), and/or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) has infringed the unregistered iPad/iPad2 trade dress? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung).)



21 22 23 24 25 26 27



Asserted Trade Dress



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Samsung Electronics America, Inc.



Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC



Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi and LTE) (JX 1037) Galaxy Tab 10.1 (4G LTE) (JX 1038) If you did not answer “Yes” to any of Question 21, please skip to Question 24, and do not answer Questions 22 and 23.
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22. If you found that Samsung Electronics America (SEA) or Samsung Telecommunications America (STA) infringed in any of Question 21, for each of the following products, has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung Electronics Co. (SEC) took action that it knew or should have known would induce SEA or STA to infringe Apple’s unregistered iPad/iPad 2 trade dress? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung).)



5 6



Unregistered iPad/iPad 2 Trade Dress



Accused Samsung Product



7



Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi and LTE) (JX 1037)



8



Galaxy Tab 10.1 (4G LTE) (JX 1038)



9



United States District Court For the Northern District of California
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If you did not answer “Yes” to any of Question 21 and 22, please skip to Question 24, and do not answer Question 23. 23. If you answered “Yes” to any of Questions 21-22, and thus found that any Samsung entity has infringed Apple’s unregistered iPad/iPad 2 trade dress, has Apple proven by clear and convincing evidence that the Samsung entity’s infringement was willful? (Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Apple), or with an “N” for “no” (for Samsung).) Asserted Trade Dress



Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.



Unregistered iPad/iPad 2 Trade Dress
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Samsung Electronics America, Inc.



Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC
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DAMAGES TO APPLE FROM SAMSUNG (IF APPLICABLE) 24. What is the total dollar amount that Apple is entitled to receive from Samsung on the claims on which you have ruled in favor of Apple? $______________________________________. 25. For the total dollar amount in your answer to Question 24, please provide the dollar breakdown by product. Accused Samsung Product Captivate (JX 1011) Continuum (JX 1016) Droid Charge (JX 1025) Epic 4G (JX 1012) Exhibit 4G (JX 1028) Fascinate (JX 1013) Galaxy Ace (JX 1030) Galaxy Prevail (JX 1022) Galaxy S (i9000) (JX 1007) Galaxy S 4G (JX 1019) Galaxy S II (AT&T) (JX 1031) Galaxy S II (i9100) (JX 1032) Galaxy S II (T-Mobile) (JX 1033) Galaxy S II (Epic 4G Touch) (JX 1034) Galaxy S II (Skyrocket) (JX 1035) Galaxy S Showcase (i500) (JX 1017)
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Galaxy Tab (JX 1036)



20



Galaxy Tab 10.1 (WiFi and LTE) (JX 1037)



21 22 23 24 25 26 27



Galaxy Tab 10.1 (4G LTE) (JX 1038) Gem (JX 1020) Indulge (JX 1026) Infuse 4G (JX 1027) Intercept (JX 1009) Mesmerize (JX 1015) Nexus S 4G (JX 1023) Replenish (JX 1024) Transform (JX 1014) Vibrant (JX 1010)
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Amount
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8 9



12 13 14



‘941 Patent



11



21 22



Claim 1 Claim 16
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iPad2 3G (JX 1050 and JX 1051) iPod Touch 4th Gen. (JX 1057 and JX 1077)



20



iPhone 4 (JX1055 and JX 1056)
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iPhone 3GS (JX 1054 and JX 1076)
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iPhone 3G (JX 1053)



17



Claim 15



16



‘516 Patent
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Accused Apple Product



United States District Court For the Northern District of California



10



Claim 10



7



Claim 9



6



Claim 15



5



Claim 10



4



(Please answer in each cell with a “Y” for “yes” (for Samsung), or with an “N” for “no” (for Apple). Do not provide an answer for any cell that is blacked out. ) ‘460 Patent



3



26. For each of the following products, has Samsung proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Apple infringed the indicated Samsung utility patent claims?



‘893 Patent



2



SAMSUNG’S UTILITY PATENT CLAIMS AGAINST APPLE



‘711 Patent



1
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27. If in response to Question No. 26 you found that Apple has infringed any Samsung patent(s), has Samsung proven by clear and convincing evidence that Apple’s infringement was willful? ‘516 Patent Claim 15: Claim 16:



Yes ______ (for Samsung) Yes ______ (for Samsung)



No ______ (for Apple) No ______ (for Apple)



‘914 Patent Claim 10: Claim 15:



Yes ______ (for Samsung) Yes ______ (for Samsung)



No ______ (for Apple) No ______ (for Apple)



‘711 Patent Claim 9:



Yes ______ (for Samsung)



No ______ (for Apple)



‘893 Patent Claim 10:



Yes ______ (for Samsung)



No ______ (for Apple)



‘460 Patent Claim 1:



Yes ______ (for Samsung)



No ______ (for Apple)



5 6 7 8 9
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28. Has Apple proven by clear and convincing evidence that Samsung’s asserted utility patent claims are invalid? ‘516 Patent Claim 15: Claim 16:



Yes ______ (for Apple) Yes ______ (for Apple)



No ______ (for Samsung) No ______ (for Samsung)



‘914 Patent Claim 10: Claim 15:



Yes ______ (for Apple) Yes ______ (for Apple)



No ______ (for Samsung) No ______ (for Samsung)



‘711 Patent Claim 9:



Yes ______ (for Apple)



No ______ (for Samsung)



‘893 Patent Claim 10:



Yes ______ (for Apple)



No ______ (for Samsung)



‘460 Patent Claim 1:



Yes ______ (for Apple)



No ______ (for Samsung)
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DAMAGES TO SAMSUNG FROM APPLE (IF APPLICABLE) 29. What is the total dollar amount that Samsung is entitled to receive from Apple for Apple’s utility patent infringement claims on the ‘516 and ‘941 patents? $______________________________________.



4 5



30. What is the total dollar amount that Samsung is entitled to receive from Apple for Apple’s utility patent infringement claims on the ‘711, ‘893, and ‘460 patents?



6 7 8 9
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$______________________________________. 31. For the total dollar amounts in your answers to Question Nos. 29 and 30, please provide the breakdown by product. Accused Samsung Product iPhone 3G (JX 1053) iPhone 3GS (JX 1054 and JX 1076) iPhone 4 (JX1055 and JX 1056) iPad2 3G (JX 1050 and JX 1051) iPod Touch 4th Gen. (JX 1057 and JX 1077)



Amount



14 15



BREACH OF CONTRACT CLAIMS AND ANTITRUST



16



32. Has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung breached its contractual obligations by failing to timely disclose its intellectual property rights (“IPR”) during the creation of the UMTS standard or by failing to license its “declared essential” patents on fair, reasonable, and non-discriminatory (“FRAND”) terms?



17 18 19 20 21



Yes ______ (for Apple)



No ______ (for Samsung)



33. Has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung has violated Section 2 of the Sherman Antitrust Act by monopolizing one or more technology markets related to the UMTS standard?



22 Yes ______ (for Apple)



No ______ (for Samsung)



23 24 25



34. If you answered “Yes” to Question No. 32 or Question No. 33, what is the dollar amount that Apple is entitled to receive from Samsung for Samsung’s antitrust violation and/or breach of contract?



26



$______________________________________.
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PATENT EXHAUSTION 35. Has Apple proven by a preponderance of the evidence that Samsung is barred by patent exhaustion from enforcing the following Samsung patents against Apple? ’516 Patent



Yes ______ (for Apple)



No ______ (for Samsung)



’914 Patent



Yes ______ (for Apple)



No ______ (for Samsung)



5 6



WAIVER



7



36. Has Apple proven by clear and convincing evidence that Samsung has waived its rights to enforce the following Samsung patents against Apple?



8



’516 Patent



Yes ______ (for Apple)



No ______ (for Samsung)



’914 Patent



Yes ______ (for Apple)



No ______ (for Samsung)
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Have the presiding juror sign and date this form.



13 14



Signed:_____________________________________ Date:_______________________________
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PRESIDING JUROR



16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 22 Case No.: 11-CV-01846-LHK TENTATIVE VERDICT FORM



























Empfehlen Sie Dokumente






[image: alt]





UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT EASTERN 

13 a monetary fine of up to $10 million. 14 ... And the first thing we should discuss in ... 14 have to consider such th










 


[image: alt]





UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF ... 

Jun 25, 2014 - electricity that uses economic signals to manage the required .... ERCOT also allows â€œvirtual trades,â€� pursuant to which participants trade on.










 


[image: alt]





UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT NORTHERN ... - Hagens Berman 

06.04.2016 - franchises. Perhaps most jarring was the acquisition by Napleton VW Urbana of the. Volkswagen franchise and the adulterated inventory which went with it, which proceeded approximately fifty-eight (58) hours before the issuance of the NOV










 


[image: alt]





UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT SOUTHERN ... - La Prensa 

31 ago. 2017 - the same code; and (4) embezzlement of use, in violation of Article 341 of the same code. Harry Díaz (“Dí










 


[image: alt]





UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT NORTHERN ... - Hagens Berman 

corporation,. Defendants. No. CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT. JURY TRIAL DEMANDED. Case: 1:16-cv-04071 Document #: 1 Filed: 04/06/16 Page 1 of 115 PageID #:1 ..... standards is illegal and a threat to public health.â€� Yet that is exactly what Volkswagen did










 


[image: alt]





UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ... - Consumerist 

25.05.2017 - urban driving, requiring the ECU to perform active regeneration. ...... different offices and roles, bank accounts, officers, directors, employees, ...










 


[image: alt]





united states district court southern district of new york - Politico 

vor 21 Stunden - this investigation to the USAO-SDNY, the investigation has proceeded independent from the. SCO's investigation. Cohen's speculation, see Br. at 10, that the SCO drafted the search warrants is unfounded. The date in the bottom corner 










 


[image: alt]





UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT DISTRICT OF PUERTO RICO 

7 ago. 2018 - San Juan, P.R. 00918-1813. PROSKAUER ROSE LLP. By: Martin J. Bienenstock ... LAURA TAYLOR SWAIN, United St










 


[image: alt]





UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT DISTRICT OF PUERTO RICO ... 

28 oct. 2014 - DISTRICT OF PUERTO RICO. ADA MERCEDES CONDE VIDAL and. IVONNE ÁLVAREZ VÉLEZ; MARITZA. LÓPEZ AVILÉS and IR










 


[image: alt]





UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW 

thereof, in violation of Title 21, United States Code, Sections. 959 (a) and ... each other to violate Title 18, United










 


[image: alt]





UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF ... - NotiCel 

7 ago. 2018 - Before the Court is the Defendants' Motion Pursuant to Fed. ...... doing business with the Commonwealth wi










 


[image: alt]





Supreme Court of the United States AWS 

26 ago. 2013 - See Asahi Metal Indus. Co. v. Superior. Court, 480 U.S. 102, 113 (1987). Amici, however ..... Daimler AG










 


[image: alt]





Supreme Court of the United States 

24.03.2014 - and Central Bank Governors (Nov. 21, ..... Embassy's bank or any other financial institution in ..... international community, including Brazil.










 


[image: alt]





united states 

c) No se incluyÃ³ la ExplicaciÃ³n de beneficios de la Aseguradora Principal con ... de Arkansas, Louisiana, Rhode Island










 


[image: alt]





UNITED STATES 

6067 || SE ELLEN VILLE 1.9. 536 (YAN KEE LAKE) HAVEN'36 mi. 538. OTISVILLE GUADRANGLE. NEW YORK. 7.5 MINUTE SERIES (TOPO










 


[image: alt]





In the Supreme Court of the United States 

24.03.2014 - limits for an amicus brief, and the Euro Bondholders can file as amici rather than .... This attempt to control foreign third parties, operating under ...










 


[image: alt]





Slip Op. 18-92 UNITED STATES COURT OF 

hace 3 días - months to compile and analyze data), aff'd, Earth Island Inst. v. ..... that the Mexican government is con










 


[image: alt]





Supreme Court of the United States - Shearman & Sterling LLP 

24 mar. 2014 - Anna Gelpern, Peterson Institute for International. Economics, Sovereign Damage Control, ..... Unlike per










 


[image: alt]





page 1a united states representative, district 16 tim besco 269 

22 ene. 2010 - JERRY PATTERSON. 294. (COMISIONADO DE LA OFICINA GENERAL DE TIERRAS). COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. TODD S










 


[image: alt]





united independent school district 

Por favor describa la decisión o las circunstancias que ocasionan su denuncia ( ... ¿Cuál fue la fecha de la decisión o










 


[image: alt]





united indendent school district 

UNITED INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT. Ofelia Dominguez ... Member. District 6. Judd Gilpin. Member. District 7. Roberto J.










 


[image: alt]





peru – united states tpa 

Peter McKinley, embajador de los Estados Unidos en el Perú. Presidente: Jaime Raygada ..... entre otros temas, favorecen










 


[image: alt]





United Independent School District 

una máquina Inbody. En menos de. 60 segundos, la máquina InBody no solo examina la composición de su cuerpo, sino que ta










 


[image: alt]





united independent school district 

If you have questions that you need further information on, please call us at 473-2113. Thank you very much for your coo










 











Copyright © 2024 P.PDFDOKUMENT.COM. Alle Rechte vorbehalten.

Über uns |
Datenschutz-Bestimmungen |
Geschäftsbedingungen |
Hilfe |
Copyright |
Kontaktiere uns










×
Anmelden






Email




Password







 Erinnere dich an mich

Passwort vergessen?




Anmelden














