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Subject-matter of the proceedings:

Infringement action

ORDER SOUGHT

Oppo requests the Court to order that:

. provided that no licensee has successfully intervened pursuant to point 12 of
the Final Order before 10 July 2026, Oppo’s counsel may grant access to: o
I e I . o d A o o the licenses
- 1 1 1 ¢ 1 J | |
I B ond any accompanying annexes,

. whereby the same confidentiality regime as agreed by the parties in the LG
Dusseldorf case (“Geheimhaltungsvereinbarung in den Gerichtsverfahren 4b O
27 /22 und 4b O 44/22") and the Final Order will apply.

KPN in turn requests the Court to order that:

i Insofar as the Court grants Oppo's in-house personnel access to the information
contained in the Licence Materials to which Oppo has requested access in these
proceedings, such access shall be limited to the following natural persons only: I
I -]

ii. Without prejudice to the confidentiality regime as agreed by the parties in the LG
Dusseldorf proceedings (“Geheimhaltungsvereinbarung in den Gerichtsverfahren 4b O



27/22 und 4b O 44/22”) and the Final Order, (i) the persons referred to under i. in relation
to any additional access , and (ii) any Oppo personnel not already part of the confidentiality
club for the LG Diisseldorf proceedings if access would be provided to them (despite KPN’s
objections), shall be subject to a licensing bar, pursuant to which they shall not participate in
or advise upon any patent licence negotiations with the counterparties to the Licence
Materials to which Oppo has requested access in these proceedings, for a period of five
years from the moment when they cease to have access to the Licence Materials and any
other confidential information, save with the relevant counterparty’s consent.

GROUNDS

The JR sees no reason to expand the confidentiality club as requested by Oppo. It has not
been substantiated why this would be necessary, nor why in these proceedings, where as
much as possible the confidentiality regime and club has been aligned with the parallel
proceedings in Dusseldorf, this Court should diverge. Failing such substantiation, the
circumstance that certain employees meanwhile have left Oppo, does not alter this. After
all, there are still current employees with access, and — as said — no substantiated
argument was made that this is not sufficient, bearing in mind KPN’s self-evident interest
to not expand the club from 5 to 7 natural persons with knowledge.

The language of KPN'’s request of (ii) (i) “any additional access” is slightly unclear to the
JR. While it seems not the case, the JR cannot quite make out from KPN’s submission
whether it wants a 5 year licensing bar imposed on these 3 current Oppo employees. If
intended to apply also to these 3 employees, as the Court (and the parties) mirror(s) the
Dusseldorf regime, the JR would want parties first to comment on whether such bar was
imposed/agreed to in the Diisseldorf proceedings. For now, the JR will not order such bar
at this stage. KPN may clarify within 2 woking days following issuance of this order, and
subsequently Oppo may respond within equally 2 working days, if necessary.

ORDER

The Court:

1. provided that no licensee has successfully intervened pursuant to point 12 of the
Final Order before 10 July 2026, Oppo’s counsel may grant access to: Vincent |l
NN -nd Il to the licenses I I D L
I D D S B B o d any accompanying annexes,

2. whereby the same confidentiality regime as agreed by the parties in the LG
Dusseldorf case (“Geheimhaltungsvereinbarung in den Gerichtsverfahren 4b O 27
/22 und 4b O 44/22") and the Final Order will apply.
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