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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

IN-DEPTH TEST LLC,
Plaintiff, Case No. 14-cv-888-GMS

V.

VISHAY INTERTECHNOLOGY INC.
AND SILICONIX INCORPORATED,

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

wn W W W W W W W W W

Defendants.

AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT

This is an action for patent infringement in which Plaintiff In-Depth Test LLC (“In-
Depth”) complains against Defendants Vishay Intertechnology, Inc. (*Vishay”) and Siliconix

Incorporated (“Siliconix”) (collectively “Defendants”) as follows:

PARTIES
1. Plaintiff In-Depth is a Texas limited liability company having a place of business
in Plano, Texas.
2. On information and belief, Defendant Vishay is a Delaware corporation having its

principal place of business in Malvern, Pennsylvania.
3. On information and belief, Defendant Siliconix is a Delaware corporation having
its principal place of business in Santa Clara, California.
4. On information and belief, Siliconix is a wholly-owned subsidiary of Vishay.
JURISDICTION AND VENUE
5. This action arises under the patent laws of the United States, Title 35 of the

United States Code. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1331
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and 1338(a).

6. Venue is proper in this district under 28 U.S.C. 88 1391(b) and (c) and 1400(b).
On information and belief, Defendants are Delaware corporations and have transacted business
in this district.

7. On information and belief, Defendants are subject to this Court’s specific and
general personal jurisdiction pursuant to due process and/or the Delaware Long Arm Statute, due
at least to their incorporation in and substantial business in this forum, directly or through
intermediaries, including regularly doing or soliciting business, engaging in other persistent
courses of conduct, and/or deriving substantial revenue from goods and services provided to
individuals in this Judicial District.

COUNT I
INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 6,792,373

8. Plaintiff In-Depth is the owner by assignment of United States Patent No.
6,792,373 (“the ‘373 patent”) entitled “Method and Apparatus For Semiconductor Testing” —
including all rights to recover for past and future acts of infringement. The ‘373 patent was duly
and legally issued on September 14, 2004. A true and correct copy of the *373 patent is attached
as Exhibit A.

9. On information and belief, Defendants have been and are directly infringing the
‘373 patent. Defendants’ direct infringements include, without limitation, making, using, and/or
offering for sale infringing semiconductor test systems and/or practicing infringing methods
and/or selling infringing products made using the patented process of the ‘373 patent, within the
United States, including at least testers, products, and methods associated with its Maverick Lot
program. Defendants are thus liable for infringement of the *373 patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. §

271(a) and (Q).
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10. Defendants have profited through the infringement of the ‘373 patent. As a result
of Defendants’ unlawful infringement of the *373 patent, plaintiff has suffered and will continue
to suffer damage. Plaintiff is entitled to recover damages from Defendants that are adequate to
compensate it for the infringement under 35 U.S.C. 8 284, but in no event less than a reasonable
royalty.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, plaintiff requests that this Court enter:

A A judgment in favor of plaintiff that Defendants have directly infringed the ‘373
patent;

B. A judgment and order requiring Defendants to pay plaintiff damages, costs,
expenses, prejudgment and post-judgment interest, and post-judgment royalties for Defendant’s
infringement of the ‘373 patent as provided under 35 U.S.C. § 284;

C. A judgment and order that this case is exceptional under 35 U.S.C. § 285 and
requiring Defendants to pay plaintiff’s reasonable attorney fees

D. Any and all other relief to which the Court may deem plaintiff is entitled.

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiff, under Rule 38 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, requests a trial by jury of

any issues so triable by right.
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Dated: November 21, 2014 Respectfully submitted,
FARNAN LLP

/s/ Brian E. Farnan

Brian E. Farnan (Bar No. 4089)
919 N. Market St., 12" Floor
Wilmington, DE 19801

(302) 777-0300
bfarnan@farnanlaw.com

Danny L. Williams (admitted pro hac vice)
Brian K. Buss (admitted pro hac vice)
Christopher N. Cravey (admitted pro hac vice)
Matthew R. Rodgers (admitted pro hac vice)
David K. Wooten (admitted pro hac vice)
WILLIAMS MORGAN P.C.

10333 Richmond, Suite 1100

Houston, Texas 77042

Telephone: (713) 934-7000

Facsimile: (713) 934-7011
danny@wmalaw.com

bbuss@wmalaw.com
ccravey@wmalaw.com
mrodgers@wmalaw.com
dwooten@wmalaw.com

Attorneys for IN-DEPTH TEST LLC



