Eolas Technologies Incorporated v. Adobe Systems Incorporated et al

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

EOLAS TECHNOLOGIES
INCORPORATED and
THE REGENTS OF THE
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA,

VS.

ADOBE SYSTEMS, INC., AMAZON.COM
INC., CDW CORPORATION, CITIGROUP

Plaintiffs,

INC., THE GO DADDY GROUP, INC.,
GOOGLE INC., J.C. PENNEY
CORPORATION, INC., STAPLES, INC.,
YAHOO! INC., AND YOUTUBE, LLC.,

1.

Defendants.
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VERDICT FORM FOR INVALIDITY TRIAL

Doc. 1353

Did Defendants prove by clear and convincing evidence that any of the following

asserted claims of the ‘985 Patent and <906 Patent are invalid?

Answer “Yes” or “No” for each listed claim.
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Signed this E Zz day of February 2012
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