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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 

ATLANTA DIVISION 

 

EMERSON ELECTRIC CO., FISHER-

ROSEMOUNT SYSTEMS, INC., and 

ROSEMOUNT INC., 

  Plaintiffs, 

 v. 

SIPCO LLC, and 

IP CO., LLC (d/b/a INTUS IQ) 

  Defendants. 

 

Civil Action No. 1:15-cv-00319-AT 

 

 

 

PLAINTIFFS’ JOINT INVALIDITY 
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