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Patent case: Raytheon Co. v. Indigo Systems Corp., USA
Joseph Arshawsky · Thursday, July 26th, 2018

Substantial evidence supported a jury’s finding that Raytheon Company failed to show that
infrared imaging equipment manufacturers Indigo Systems and FLIR Systems Incorporated
(collectively, “Indigo”) misappropriated trade secrets relating to sequential vacuum baking
procedure and in situ solder sealing package assemblies, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal
Circuit has ruled, because a reasonable jury could have found that Indigo employees independently
developed the trade secrets rather than misappropriated them by improper means in violation of the
the California Uniform Trade Secret Act. The court also affirmed the lower court’s denial of
attorney fees to Indigo under the Texas Theft Liability Act, because dismissal of the claims in
favor of proceeding under California law was without prejudice and was not to avoid an adverse
judicial ruling (Raytheon Co. v. Indigo Systems Corp., July 12, 2018, Chen, R.).

Case date: 12 July 2018
Case number: No. 16-1945
Court: United States Court of Appeals, Federal Circuit

A full summary of this case has been published on Kluwer IP Law

_____________________________

To make sure you do not miss out on regular updates from the Kluwer Patent Blog, please
subscribe here.
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The 2022 Future Ready Lawyer survey showed that 79% of lawyers think that the importance of
legal technology will increase for next year. With Kluwer IP Law you can navigate the
increasingly global practice of IP law with specialized, local and cross-border information and
tools from every preferred location. Are you, as an IP professional, ready for the future?

Learn how Kluwer IP Law can support you.
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This entry was posted on Thursday, July 26th, 2018 at 3:53 pm and is filed under Case Law, United
States of America
You can follow any responses to this entry through the Comments (RSS) feed. Both comments and
pings are currently closed.
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