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WILLIAM L. WHITIAKER 
ClERIC U. S. OIST~ICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT CF CAUFOP.N I~ 

Attorneys for Defendant and 
Counterclaimant Activ ision, Inc . ~ 8 /_ 

Ef\:EF:CD IN CIVIL OOCI<ET -~-~_.11'9_'-.J 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

THE MAGNAVOX COMPANY, a corpora
tion, and SANDERS ASSOCIATES, 
INC . , a corporation, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

ACTIVISION, INC ., a corporation, 

Defendant . 

) 
) 
) 
) 

) t 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) ____________________________________ ) 

AND RELATED CROSS-ACTION. 
) 
) __________________________________ ) 

No. C 82 5270 CAL 

ORDER RE MAGNAVOX' MOTION 
FOR RECONSIDERATION OF ORDE 
RE FURTHER PROCEEDINGS AND 
DENYING MOTION FOR AMENDMEN 
OF JUDGMENT 

21 Magnavox' Motion f o r Recons iderat ion of the Orde r Re 

22 Furthe r Pr oceedings o f March 1 3 , 1 986 and Ame nd me nt o f the Judgme nt ' ' 

23 came o n re gularly f o r hear i ng o n April 25 , 1986 , t he par t ies appearir 
' 

24 through their att o rney s o f reco rd. The Court havinq considered ' the ; 

25 written and oral arguments submitted by the parties, and the oral 

26 argument presented by the partie s o n the issue of injunctive r e lief 

- 1- ! 

.'_';: 
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on February 5, 1986, hereby finds and o rders as follows: 

2 1. The Court's Order Re Further Proceedings date~ 

3 March 13, 1986 shall be amended at Paragraph 3 t o dele t ~ the f1na~ 

4 sentence . Paragraph J o f the 0rder Re Fu r~~er Proceed1nas sha~~ 

6 "Plaintif f s' request that injunctive relief be 
included in the Judgment is denied. The issue of 

7 injunctive relief was not squarely raised at 
trial and the present record does not support the 

8 necessity or appropriateness of injunctive relief." 

9 2. Magnavox' Motion for Amendment of Judgment is denied. 

10 3. This action is final except for the accounting and 

11 award of damages. 
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