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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
 NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 
 

 
FIRSTFACE CO., LTD., 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
APPLE INC., 
 

Defendant. 

 
 
 
 
CASE NO. 3:18-cv-02245-JD 
 
VERDICT FORM 
 
 

Case 3:18-cv-02245-JD   Document 294   Filed 06/08/23   Page 1 of 33

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 
 

 1  

 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28
 

When answering the following questions and filling out this Verdict Form, please follow the 

directions provided throughout the form. Your answer to each question must be unanimous. Some of the 

questions contain legal terms that are defined and explained in detail in the Jury Instructions. Please refer 

to the Jury Instructions if you are unsure about the meaning or usage of any legal term that appears in the 

questions below. 
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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: 

FINDINGS ON INFRINGEMENT CLAIMS 

(The questions about infringement should be answered regardless of your findings with respect to the 

validity or invalidity of the patent.) 

STIPULATED VERDICT QUESTIONS RE DIRECT INFRINGEMENT 

Direct Infringement – ’373 Patent 

1. Has Firstface proven that it is more likely than not that Apple directly and literally infringed any 

asserted claim of U.S. Patent No. 9,633,373 (the ’373 Patent)?  Please check either “Yes” (for Firstface) 

or “No” (for Apple). 

 

________ Yes ________ No 

 

If your answer to question 1 is “yes,” go to question 3.  If your answer to question 1 is “no,” go to 

question 2. 

 

Direct Infringement Under the Doctrine of Equivalents– ’373 Patent 

2. Has Firstface proven that it is more likely than not that Apple practices accused methods that 

include elements that are identical or equivalent to every requirement of any asserted claim of the ’373 

Patent?  In other words, for any requirement that is not literally found in the accused methods, do the 

accused methods have an equivalent element to that requirement?  Please check either “Yes” (for 

Firstface) or “No” (for Apple). 
 

________ Yes ________ No 
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Direct Infringement – ’419 Patent 

3. Has Firstface proven that it is more likely than not that Apple directly and literally infringed any 

asserted claim of U.S. Patent No. 9,779,419 (the ’419 Patent)?  Please check either “Yes” (for Firstface) 

or “No” (for Apple). 

 

________ Yes ________ No 

 

If your answer to question 3 is “yes,” go to question 5.  If your answer to question 3 is “no,” go to 

question 4. 

 

Direct Infringement Under the Doctrine of Equivalents– ’419 Patent 

4. Has Firstface proven that it is more likely than not that Apple practices accused methods that 

include elements that are identical or equivalent to every requirement of any asserted claim of the ’419 

Patent?  In other words, for any requirement that is not literally found in the accused methods, do the 

accused methods have an equivalent element to that requirement?  Please check either “Yes” (for 

Firstface) or “No” (for Apple). 
 

________ Yes ________ No 
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STIPULATED VERDICT QUESTIONS RE INDUCED INFRINGEMENT 

Inducing  Infringement – ’373 Patent 

5. Has Firstface proven that it is more likely than not:  

(i) that users of the accused products (other than Apple) literally infringed any asserted claim of 

the ’373 Patent;  

(ii) that Apple took action that actually induced that infringement; and  

(iii) that Apple was aware of the patent and knew that its actions would encourage infringement 

of the patent, or alternatively that it was willfully blind as to whether its actions would encourage 

infringement of the patent?   

 

Please check either “Yes” (for Firstface) or “No” (for Apple). 

 

________ Yes ________ No 

 

If your answer to question 5 is “yes,” go to question 7.  If your answer to question 5 is “no,” go to 

question 6. 

 

Inducing Infringement Under the Doctrine of Equivalents– ’373 Patent 

 

6. Has Firstface proven that it is more likely than not:  

(i) that users of the accused products (other than Apple) infringed any asserted claim of the ’373 

Patent under the doctrine of equivalents;  

(ii) that Apple took action that actually induced that infringement; and  

(iii) that Apple was aware of the patent and knew that its actions would encourage infringement 

of the patent, or alternatively that it was willfully blind as to whether its actions would encourage 

infringement of the patent?   
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