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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

KONINKLIJKE PHILIPS N.V.,
Plaintiff,

VS.

N N N N N N

THALES DIS AIS USA, LLC. (N/K/A TELIT ) C.A. No. 20-1709-CFC
CINTERION USA LLC), THALES DIS AIS, ) C.A. No. 20-1713-CFC
DEUTSCHLAND GMBH (N/K/A TELIT )

CINTERION DEUTSCHLAND GMBH),
THALES USA, INC., and THALES S.A.

)
)
)
Defendants. )
)

PLAINTIFFE’S [PROPOSED] VERDICT FORM

Instructions: When answering the following questions and completing this Verdict
Form, you are to follow the directions provided and the Jury Instructions that you have been
given. Some of the questions contain legal terms that are provided below and 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.
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As used herein:

1. “FRAND” refers to “fair, reasonable and non-discriminatory” under the ETSI IPR Policy,
where “ETSI IPR Policy” refers to “European Telecommunications Standards Institute,
Intellectual Property Rights Policy.”

2. “Thales Modules” refers to wireless network access modules made and sold by the
Defendants or any of their affiliates worldwide that comply with any of the 2G (i.e.,
GSM-AMR), 3G (i.e., UMTS), and/or 4G (i.e., LTE) cellular communication standards,
or any combination thereof.

3. “Philips’ world-wide SEPs” refers to Philips’ worldwide standard essential patents that
are self-declared to 2G (i.e., GSM-AMR), 3G (i.e., UMTS), and/or 4G (i.e., LTE) cellular

communication standards.
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Question No. 1: What sum of money do you determine to be a FRAND royalty, including

interest, owed to Philips for Thales’ past use of Philips’ worldwide SEPs through its sales of

Thales Modules prior to February 16, 2016?
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Question No. 2: What sum of money do you determine to be a FRAND royalty, including

interest, owed to Philips for Thales’ use of Philips” worldwide SEPs through its sales of Thales
Modules from February 16, 2016 to [DATE OF UPDATED SALES INFORMATION

PROVIDED BY THALES / APPROXIMATELY August 2024]?
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Question 3: The parties also agree that a FRAND royalty will be paid by Thales’ on
future sales of Thales Modules for a license from [DATE OF UPDATED SALES
INFORMATION PROVIDED BY THALES / APPROXIMATELY August 2024] through
August of 2028. Should that future royalty be in the form of a up-front lump sum payment or in
the form of a running per-unit royalty on the sale of each Thales Module?

Please select and check ONLY ONE and then also fill in ONLY the information that

is below vour selection:

Up-Front Lump Sum Payment Running Per Unit Royalty
Up-front Lump Sum OR | Running Per Unit Royalty
Payment
If you selected Up-front If you selected Running Per Unit Royalty above, what do
Lump Sum Payment above, you determine to be the appropriate FRAND royalty rate
what do you determine to be to be paid by the Defendants for future sales of each of
the appropriate FRAND the following categories of Thales Modules in order for
royalty up-front lump sum the Thales Modules to be licensed from now through
payment to Philips for sales August of 2028:
of Thales Modules in order 1. Modules with 3G (UMTS) Capability:
for the Thales Modules to be 5 /unit
2. Modules with 4G (LTE) Capability:
licensed from now through .
$  Junit
August of 2028? 3. Modules with 3G + 4G Multi-Mode Capability:
$ /unit
4. Modules with Narrowband IoT Capability:
$ .
$  /unit




