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

SHERMAN DIVISION
RAYTHEON COMPANY, a Delaware
corporation,
Plaintiff,
V. Case No. 4:07-CV-109

INDIGO SYSTEMS CORPORATION, a
California corporation, and FLIR SYSTEMS,
INCORPORATED, an Oregon corporation,
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Defendants.

ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF RAYTHEON COMPANY’S RENEWED MOTION
FOR JUDGMENT AS A MATTER OF LAW, OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE,
MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL

Pending before the court is “Plaintiff Raytheon Company’s Renewed Motion for Judgment
as a Matter of Law, or in the Alternative, Motion for New Trial” (docket entry #826). Having
considered the Plaintiff’s motion, the Defendants’ response (docket entry #827), the Plaintiff’s reply
(docket entry #830), and the Defendants’ sur-reply (docket entry #831), the court finds that the
motion should be denied.

At the conclusion of a lengthy trial, the jury unanimously found that 27 of the 31 alleged
trade secrets were not trade secrets. Further, the jury unanimously found that the Defendants had
not misappropriated any of the remaining four trade secrets.

The Plaintiff now seeks judgment as a matter of law, or a new trial, on its misappropriation

claims because the Plaintiff contends that (1) the Plaintiff presented evidence conclusively



establishing misappropriation of Trade Secrets 14, 18, 22, and 30,' and (2) the Plaintiff presented
evidence conclusively establishing that Trade Secrets 8, 9, 15, 17, 23, 29, and 31 are, in fact, trade
secrets and they were misappropriated by the Defendants. The court, having reviewed the evidence
presented to the jury, is not inclined to disturb the findings of the jury. In light of the jury’s verdict,
the court finds that the Plaintiff’s motion should be denied.

Based on the foregoing, it is hereby ORDERED that “Plaintiff Raytheon Company’s
Renewed Motion for Judgment as a Matter of Law, or in the Alternative, Motion for New Trial”
(docket entry #826) is DENIED.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

SIGNED this the 31st day of March, 2016.
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RICHARD A. SCHELL
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

"The jury unanimously found that Trade Secrets 14, 18, 22, and 30 are, in fact, trade secrets.
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