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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 

 
GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION  
INNOVATIONS LLC,   
 

Plaintiff, 
 

 v. 
 
VIA TRANSPORTATION, INC.  

 
Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
)     
) 
)        C.A. No. 19-2013-MN 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 

OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO DISMISS 
 
 
 
 
 
Of Counsel: 
 
Leslie M. Spencer 
Hyun-Joong Kim 
Jon Tanaka 
ROPES & GRAY LLP 
1211 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, NY  10036-8704 
(212) 593-9000 
leslie.spencer@ropesgray.com 
daniel.kim@ropesgray.com  
jon.tanaka@ropesgray.com 
 
Gabrielle E. Higgins 
ROPES & GRAY LLP 
1900 University Avenue, Sixth Floor 
East Palo Alto, CA  94303 
(650) 617-4000 
gabrielle.higgins@ropesgray.com  
 
Dated:  February 5, 2020 

ASHBY & GEDDES 
Steven J. Balick (#2114) 
Andrew C. Mayo (#5207) 
500 Delaware Avenue, 8th Floor 
P.O. Box 1150 
Wilmington, Delaware 19899 
(302) 654-1888 
sbalick@ashbygeddes.com 
amayo@ashbygeddes.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendant  
Via Transportation, Inc. 
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