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L LN UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT R F!LED
: FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS, SEP g6
| 'SAN ANTONIO DIVISION 06 2013

! CLERK U.S. DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT TEXAS

TWO- WAY MEDIA'LLC, s BY.
Pla1nt1ff -8
8 - . '
S § Cause No. SA-09-CA-00476-OLG
 AT&T OPERATIONS, INC,, et al., s
. Defendants.. - §
| FINAL JUDG-MENT"

On. this date came -on to be cons1dered Pla1nt1ff’ S (“TWM”) motlon for entry of F1nal
Judgment (docket no. 579) and the part1es brleﬁngs on the 1ssue of the proper calculatlon of
s preJudgrnent 1nterest (docket nos. 579, 581; & 582). The»Court has considered the argument of

the parties and .the appl‘icahle laht and finds that the rnotion for Final. Judgment (docket no. 579)
should be GRANTED and in accordance therew1th enters F1nal J udgment as follows |
W1th all part1es appearlng through their respectlve representat1ves and counsel thls case
was tr1ed before a duly 1mpaneled and sworn Jury beg1nn1ng on March 4 2013 and the case was
E submltted to the Jury on March 18 2013. Interrogatorles were submltted to the jury by the Court
on the follow1ng issues: | | |
| 1 the 11teral 1nfr1ngement fnfringernent'under the. doctrine of equivalentS' and the invafidity
' by ant1c1pat1on or obv1ousness, of Clalms 1, 19 20, 30 and 50 of U.S. Patent No.
1 5, 778 187 (“the 187 Patent”) | | |
, '2.‘ the hteral 1nfr1ngement 1nfr1ngernent under the doctr1ne of equ1valents and the invalidity
. “ by ant1c1patron or obV1ousness of Clalms 25 and 39 of U.S. Patent No. 5 983 005 (“the

| ’005 Patent”) and
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3. the llteral 1nfr1ngement and the 1nval1d1ty by ant1c1pat10n or obV1ousness of Cla1ms 3
| and 4 of U. S Patent No 6 434 622 (“the ’622 Patent”)

Thev jury returned' its Verd1ct on March 20, ,201-3,_answer1ng the interrogatories on the Verdict

. ’Form as follows

Quest1on : No literal 1nfr1ngement as to Cla1ms 1,19, 20 30 and 50 of the ’187 Patent;

no l1teral 1nfr1ngement of Cla1ms 25 and 39 of the 7005 Patent no l1teral 1nfr1ngement as to

_‘ Cla1ms 3 and 4 of the ’622 Patent 1nfr1ngement under the doctr1ne of equ1valents as to Cla1ms 1,

- 19, 20 30 and 50 of the ’187 Patent and 1nfr1ngement under the doctr1ne of equrvalents as to
o Claims 25 and 39 ofthe 005 Patent; L o |

: Ques’uon 2 The follow1ng cla1ms are not 1nvahd due to e1ther anticipation or

obV1ousness Clalms 1 19 20 30, and 50 of the ’187 Patent Cla1ms 25 and 29 of the *005

L k Patent and Cla1ms 3 and 4 of the 622 Patent

Quest1on Damages awarded $27 500 000;
Quest1on Lump sum :
| The Verd1ct Form was s1gned by the. pres1d1ng juror all jurors adV1sed in open court that it was a
unan1mous Verd1ct and the Verd1ct was accepted by the Court and ﬁled by the Clerk

By st1pulat1on executed by this Court (docket no. 285, 1ncorporated here1n by reference),
the part1es agreed that “[r]elevant facts proved by pla1nt1ff regard1ng actions. of defendant
-Southwestern Bell Telephone Company shall also be deemed proven for purposes of this action
asto each non- party reg1onal carr1er subs1d1ary of AT&T Inc. . .” The part1es further agreed
' that “[f]or purposes of prov1ng 1nfr1ngement and damages in this action, a s1ngle ent1ty shall be
.deemed to own and operate the U verse service,’ and all the fac1l1t1es used to prov1de 1t and that

. same ent1ty shall be deemed to earn all the revenues der1ved from U- Verse Sa1d entity shall be
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o referred'to’as ‘AT&T’ RN The partles also agreed that “AT&T Operatlons Inc., shall be liable

for any damages awarded ‘to pla1nt1ff from ‘AT&T’- by reason of any ﬁndlng of
1nfr1ngemen_t.:...vv. : The : remarnlng_ and drsmrssed -defendants shall be deemed, JomtIy and
: seye‘raily; guarantOrs. of payment of any ﬁnal judgment awarding damages to plaintiff:”_‘
' ‘The.'éo‘urt, having considered the yerdict and all ,things both to the law' and the' evidence,
mow enters judgrnent in this éasé. I ishereby ORDERED, ADJUD..GED AND DECREED that:

i 1. _ _Clalms 1 19 20 30, and 50 of the ’187 Patent Clalms 25 and 29 of the *005
. Patent; and C1a1ms 3 and 4 of the 7622 Patent are Valld and enforceable

4 2 Claims 1, 19,20, 30, and 50 of the *187 Patent; Claims 25 and 29 of the *005
o B Patent and Clalms 3 and 4 of the *622 Patent are not obvious or ant1c1pated

3. s AT&T 1nfr1nged under thé doctririe of equlvalents the follow1ng c1a1ms Claims 1,
' '19 20 30 and 50 of the’ 187 Patent and Claims 25 and 29 of the 005 Patent

o A 4. : AT&T d1d not 11terally 1nfr1nge the follow1ng claims: Claims 1, 19, 20, 30, and 50
- ofthe’187 Patent; Cla1ms 25 and 29 of the 005 Patent; and Cla1ms 3 and 4 of the
7622 Patent

5.4 »TWM is awarded damages in the lump sum amount of $27,500, 000 plus
- prejudgment interest based on the prime rate, compounded quarterly, in the
~-amount of $11 377,664 for damages from January 1, 2006 through March 31,
2013, plus -an add1tlonal $3, 462 ‘per day through the date of’ entry of this
- Judgment ' S

: 6. : PostJudgment 1nterest on TWM s award w111 accrue from the date of entry of the
~ Judgment in accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 1961 at the rate of 0. 11% per annum, to
';be compounded quarterly until pa1d :

7. All costs in th1s case are taxed to Defendants

1 s SOORDERED

S ‘. SIGNED th1s é .‘day of ‘ﬁﬁw 4 <o 20130 =

Un1ted States D1str1ct Judge Orland L. Garc1a




