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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SEMICONDUCTOR ENERGY
LABORATORY CO., LTD.,

Plaintiff,

v.

CHIMEI INNOLUX CORPORATION,
CHI MEI OPTOELECTRONICS USA,
INC., ACER AMERICA
CORPORATION, VIEWSONIC
CORPORATION, VIZIO, INC., and
WESTINGHOUSE DIGITAL, LLC,

Defendants.

CASE NO. SACV12-0021-JST (JPRx)

DEFENDANTS' NOTICE OF
MOTION AND MOTION TO
TRANSFER VENUE;
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND
AUTHORITIES

Date: June 11, 2012
Time: 10:00 AM
Courtroom: 10A
Judge: Honorable Josephine Staton

Tucker

[Declarations of Andrew S. Dallmann and
Todd Middleton filed concurrently
herewith]
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NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT ON June 11, 2012 at 10:00 a.m., or as soon

thereafter as the matter may be heard before the Honorable Josephine Staton Tucker

in Courtroom 10A of the United States District Court for the Central District of

California, Southern Division, located at 411 West Fourth Street, Santa Ana, CA

92701-4516, defendants Chimei Innolux Corporation ("CMI"), Chi Mei

Optoelectronics USA, Inc. ("CMO USA"), Acer America Corporation ("Acer"),

ViewSonic Corporation ("ViewSonic"), VIZIO, Inc. ("VIZIO"), and Westinghouse

Digital, LLC ("Westinghouse") (collectively, the "Defendants") will and hereby do

move the Court to transfer venue of plaintiff Semiconductor Energy Laboratory Co.,

Ltd.'s ("SEL") Complaint for Patent Infringement (Case No. SACV12-0021-JST

(JPRx)).

Defendants seek an order transferring SEL's Case No. SACV12-0021-JST

(JPRx) to the Northern District of California. The Motion is made on the grounds

that the interest of justice, judicial economy and the convenience of the parties

militate a transfer of this action to the Northern District.

The Motion is made pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a) and is based on this

Notice, the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, all matters which this

Court takes judicial notice, the Court's files in this matter, and any other evidence and

argument as may be presented at the hearing on the Motion.

This Motion is further made following the conference of counsel pursuant to

L.R. 7-3 which took place on April 19, 2012. Although counsel for Westinghouse

did not participate in the conference, counsel for the remaining defendants informed

counsel for SEL that Westinghouse would join in the motion.
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