Case 1:19-cv-01334-CJB Document 719 Filed 04/05/24 Page 1 of 28 PagelD #: 18044

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

MIDWEST ENERGY EMISSIONS CORP.

)

and MES INC,, )
)
Plaintiffs, )

)

V. ) C.A.No. 19-1334 (CJB)

)
ARTHUR J. GALLAGHER & CO., etal., )
)
)

Defendants.

DEFENDANTS’ BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF THEIR MOTION FOR JUDGMENT AS A
MATTER OF LAW AS TO NO INDUCED INFRINGEMENT, NO CONTRIBUTORY
INFRINGEMENT, AND NO WILLFUL INFRINGEMENT

Kenneth L. Dorsney (#3726)
Cortlan S. Hitch (#6720)

MORRIS JAMES LLP

500 Delaware Avenue, Suite 1500
Wilmington, DE 19801
Telephone: (302) 888-6800
kdorsney@morrisjames.com
chitch@morrisjames.com

Attorneys for Defendants
CERT Operations 1V LLC,
CERT Operations V LLC,
CERT Operations RCB LLC,
CERT Operations Il LLC,
Senescence Energy Products, LLC,
Springhill Resources LLC,
Buffington Partners LLC,
Bascobert (A) Holdings LLC,
Larkwood Energy LLC,
Cottbus Associates LLC,
Marquis Industrial Company, LLC,
Rutledge Products, LLC

Dated: April 5, 2024
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