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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
OAKLAND DIVISION

ORACLE USA, INC,, et al.,

Plaintiffs,
V.

SAP AG, et al.,

Defendants.
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[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING
ORACLE’S MOTION FOR
CLARIFICATION

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING ORACLE’S MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION
CASE NO. 07-CV-01658 PJH (EDL)

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/candce/3:2007cv01658/190451/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/candce/3:2007cv01658/190451/1120/1.html
http://dockets.justia.com/

© 00 N oo o B~ O w N

S T N B N L N N T N T N N R T~ S N O e T =
© N o B~ W N kP O © 0o N o o N~ W N Pk o

Before the Court is the Motion for Clarification (the “Motion”) filed by Plaintiff
Oracle International Corporation (“Oracle”). After considering the pleadings, memoranda, and
supporting papers submitted by the Parties, and having heard the arguments of counsel, IT IS
HEREBY ORDERED that Oracle’s Motion is GRANTED.

The Court clarifies that Oracle may present evidence and argument at the new
trial in support of a hypothetical license measure of damages, including evidence not previously

offered, objectively showing the fair market value of the infringed copyrighted material.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

DATED: , 2012

Hon. Phyllis J. Hamilton
United States District Court Judge
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