- UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF OREGON

. EUGENE DIVISION

ADASA INC., : - Case No.: 6:17-cv-01685-MK

Plaintiff, |- VERDICT FORM

AVERY DENNISON CORP.,

Defendant.

We, the Jury, being ﬁrsf duly empaneled and sworn, do find our verdict as follows:
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1. Has Avery Dennison proved that Claim 1 of the *967 Patent is anticipated by the Kuhno

prior art?

Yes

g No

/

2. Has Avery Dennison proved that Claim 1 of the 967 Patent is anticipated by the RFID

Jfor Dummies prior art?

Yes

K
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3. Has Avery Dennison proved'that Claim 1. of the "967 Patent was obvious in light of the

RFID for Dummies prior art?

Yes 2 ; No

In order for you as a jury to answer any question, each juror must agree to the answer. In

‘other words, your answer to each question must be unanimous. Nothing said in this verdict form is

meant .to suggest what youi verdict should be. You alone have the résponsibility for' deciding the

verdict.

After the jury has reached its verdict, the presiding juror must sign and date this Verdict Form.

Dated this _ [& _day of July, 2023

residing Juror
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