
A federal jury in the Eastern Dis-
trict of Texas on Friday ordered 
Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd. 
and Samsung Electronics Amer-
ica, Inc. to pay $445.5 million to 

Collision Communications Inc. for willfully 
infringing on patents related to network com-
munications technology.

The unanimous verdict was delivered by an 
eight-member jury after deliberating for two 
hours following a four and a half day trial in 
Marshall. U.S. District Judge Rodney Gilstrap 
presided over the case.

The patents at the heart of the case involve 
methods for reducing signal interference in 
network communications, technology origi-
nally developed by defense contractor BAE 
Systems. Collision Communications acquired 
the patents from BAE nearly 15 years ago to 
bring the technology to the cellular industry.

Jurors found that Samsung’s 4G and 5G 
mobile devices incorporated patented tech-
nology used to ensure clear communication 
on busy networks. The court heard testimony 

that Collision Communications and Samsung 
held extensive discussions between 2011 and 
2014 about a potential business partnership, 
including talks about the patent portfolio.

Samsung did not immediately respond to 
a request for comment on Friday afternoon. 
Quinn Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan, legal team 
for Samsung including Victoria F. Maroulis 
and Sean Pak, did not immediately respond to 
a request for comment.

Key evidence included Samsung’s own inter-
nal presentations and emails, which revealed 
the tech giant valued the technology but was 
reluctant to pay for it, said Brad Caldwell 
of Caldwell Cassady & Curry in Dallas. He 
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led Collision Communications’ trial team, 
joined by fellow attorneys Chris Stewart, Jus-
tin Nemunaitis, and Aisha Mahmood Haley. 
Andrea Fair of Miller Fair Henry in Longview 
also represented the plaintiff at trial.

Collision Communications, a small firm of 
about 20 employees, worked to bring its tech-
nology to the cell phone industry, entering into 
discussions with Samsung that ultimately led 
to the dispute, Caldwell said.

Explaining the complex patents to the jury 
was a challenge, but Caldwell said careful 
preparation made the difference.

“I’ve pretty much made a career out of try-
ing cases like this to juries,” Caldwell said. 
“Juries are extremely good judges of character 
and honesty and preparation and sincerity. 
By being thoughtful and careful with how you 
teach them the technology combined with 

presenting witnesses that are very well pre-
pared and thorough and clear, you’re able to try 
these more technical cases in front of a jury.”

The jury awarded $445,484,160, which was 
the exact amount Collision Communications 
requested, Caldwell said. The verdict form 
specified a running royalty, meaning future 
sales by Samsung could lead to additional 
damages if infringement continues, he said.

The outcome was especially meaningful for 
Collision Communications, whose founders 
spent years trying to bring the technology to 
market, Caldwell said.

“They had invested so much time and money 
and effort over years and years trying to do a 
commercial deal with Samsung and it got to 
the point where this was the only hope they 
had,” Caldwell said. “I’m glad that we were 
able to help them out.”
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