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LYFT’S MOTION TO STAY CASE NO. 5:21-cv-04653-BLF 
PENDING PATENT OFFICE PROCEEDINGS

INVOLVING THE PATENTS-IN-SUIT

BAKER BOTTS L.L.P.
Jeremy J. Taylor (SBN 249075) 
jeremy.taylor@bakerbotts.com 
Arya Moshiri (SBN 324231) 
arya.moshiri@bakerbotts.com 
101 California St., Ste. 3600 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
Telephone: 415.291.6200 
Facsimile: 415.291.6300 

Kurt M. Pankratz (pro hac vice) 
Bethany R. Salpietra (pro hac vice) 
kurt.pankratz@bakerbotts.com 
bethany.salpietra@bakerbotts.com 
2001 Ross Ave., Ste. 900 
Dallas, TX 75201 
Telephone: 214.953.6500 
Facsimile: 214.953.6503 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Lyft, Inc.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN JOSE DIVISION  

LYFT, INC. 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT LLC, 

Defendant. 

Case No. 5:21-cv-04653-BLF 

PLAINTIFF LYFT, INC.’S NOTICE OF 
MOTION AND MOTION TO STAY 
PENDING PATENT OFFICE 
PROCEEDINGS INVOLVING THE 
PATENTS-IN-SUIT 

Date:          August 11, 2022 
Time:         9:00 a.m. 
Judge:         Hon. Beth Labson Freeman 
Trial Date:  October 16, 2023 
Courtroom: 3, Fifth Floor 
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NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION 

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT that on August 11, 2022 at 9:00 A.M., in Courtroom 3, 

Fifth Floor, of the United States District Court for Northern District of California, San Jose Division, 

located at 280 South First Street, San Jose, California, or as soon thereafter as the matter may be 

heard, a hearing will be held by the Honorable Beth Labson Freeman, United States District Judge, 

on Lyft, Inc.’s (“Lyft”) Motion to Stay Pending Patent Office Proceedings Involving the Patents-in-

Suit (“Motion”).  Lyft, by way of its Motion, seeks an order staying the instant case based on validity 

challenges at the United States Patent Office (“USPTO”) involving four of the five Patents-in-Suit: 

U.S. Patent Nos. 7,031,728 (“the ’728 Patent”), U.S. 7,630,724 (“the ’724 Patent”), 10,299,100 (“the 

’100 Patent”), and 10,341,838 (“the ’838 Patent”) (collectively, the “Challenged Patents”). 

This Motion is based on the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities, the 

accompanying declaration of Bethany Salpietra, the pleadings and records on file in this action, and 

such other written and/or oral arguments as may be presented at or before the time this Motion is 

taken under submission by the Court.   
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