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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 

 
ARENDI S.A.R.L., 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
GOOGLE LLC, 
 

Defendant. 
 

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) 

C.A. No. 13-919-JLH 

 
 

VERDICT FORM 
 

Instructions: When answering the following questions and completing this Verdict 

Form, please follow the directions provided and follow the Jury Instructions that you have been 

given. Your answer to each question must be unanimous. Some of the questions contain legal 

terms that are defined and explained 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. 

As used herein:  

1. “Arendi” refers to Plaintiff Arendi S.A.R.L.;  

2. “Google” refers to Defendant Google LLC;  

3. “Motorola” refers to Defendant Motorola Mobility LLC, which was formerly 

known as Motorola Mobility, Inc.; and 

4. The “’843 Patent” refers to U.S. Patent No. 7,917,843. 
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QUESTION NO. 1:  

Did Arendi prove by a preponderance of the evidence that any of Google’s apps or smartphones 

infringe any of the following claims of the ’843 Patent? 

“Yes” is a finding in favor of the Arendi. 

 “No” is a finding in favor of Google. 

 YES NO 

Claim 1   

Claim 8   

Claim 23   

Claim 30   

 
 
 

  
  

QUESTION NO. 2:   

Did Arendi prove by a preponderance of the evidence that Google induced infringement of any of 

the following claims of the ’843 Patent? 

“Yes” is a finding in favor of the Arendi. 

 “No” is a finding in favor of Google. 

 YES NO 

Claim 1   

Claim 8   

Claim 23   

Claim 30   
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QUESTION NO. 3:  

Did Arendi prove by a preponderance of the evidence that Google contributed to infringement of 

any of the following claims of the ’843 Patent? 

“Yes” is a finding in favor of the Arendi. 

 “No” is a finding in favor of Google. 

 YES NO 

Claim 1   

Claim 8   

Claim 23   

Claim 30   

 
 
 

  
 
 
QUESTION NO. 4:  

Did Arendi prove by a preponderance of the evidence that Google’s infringement of any of the 

claims of the ’843 Patent was willful? 

“Yes” is a finding in favor of the Arendi. 

 “No” is a finding in favor of Google. 

 

Yes: _________________  No: _________________ 
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QUESTION NO. 5:  

Did Google prove by clear and convincing evidence any of the following claims of the ’843 Patent 

are invalid?  

 “Yes” is a finding in favor of Google.  

 “No” is a finding in favor of Arendi. 

 YES NO 

Claim 1   

Claim 8   

Claim 23   

Claim 30   

 
 
 
 
 
 

Case 1:13-cv-00919-JLH   Document 449   Filed 03/31/23   Page 4 of 6 PageID #: 48498

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 

5 
 

Instructions: Only answer Question No. 6 if you both: 

 Answered “Yes” for one or more claims in response to Question No. 1, Question No. 2 or 

Question No. 3; and 

 Answered “No” for one or more of those same claims in Question No. 5.  

 

QUESTION NO. 6:   

What amount of damages has Arendi proven by a preponderance of the evidence that it is entitled 

to as a reasonable royalty for Google’s infringement of the ’843 Patent? 

Answer: $ _________________________  
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