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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

TYLER DIVISION

PERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES, LLC. §

AND LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, §

Plaintiffs, g

V_ g Civil Action No. 6:1 l—cV—O0655 (LED)

NEC CORPORATION OF AMERICA, INC., g JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Defendant. g

PERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES, LLC. §

AND LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, §

Plaintiffs, E

V‘ g Civil Action No. 6:1 l~CV-00656 (LED)

GOOGLE INC. AND YOUTUBE, LLC. JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Defendants,

PERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES, LLC. §

AND LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, §

Plaintiffs, E

V_ Civil Action No. 6:1l—cV—O0657 (LED)

NETAPP, INC. JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Defendant.
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PERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES, LLC.

AND LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC,

Plaintiffs,

V, Civil Action No. 6:l I-cv-00658 (LED)

AMAZON.COM, INC; AMAZON WEB

SERVICES LLC; AND DROPBOX, INC.,

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Defendants.
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PERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES, LLC.

AND LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC,

Plaintiffs,

V_ Civil Action No. 6:1 l—cV—OO660 (LED)

EMC CORPORATION AND VMWARE,

INC., JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Defendants.
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VPERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES, LLC.

AND LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC,

Plaintiffs,

V, Civil Action No. 6:1 l.-cV—OO661 (LED)

AUTONOMY, INC, HEWLETT—PACKARD

COMPANY, AND HP ENTERPRISE

SERVICES, LLC,

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Defendants.
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PERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES, LLC §

AND LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, §

Plaintiffs, g

VS, § Civil Action No. 6:l2—CV-00658-LED

YAHOO! INC. E JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Defendant. E

PERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES, LLC §

AND LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, §

Plaintiffs, E

VS, 1 Civil Action No. 6: 12—CV—0O660-LED

APPLE INC. 2 JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Defendant. g

PERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES, LLC §

AND LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, §

Plaintiffs,

VS_ g Civil Action No. 6:12—CV-00662-LED

FACEBOOK INC. E JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Defendant. g

PERSONALWEB TECHNOLOGIES, LLC §

AND LEVEL 3 COMMUNICATIONS, LLC, §

Plaintiffs, E

VS, 3 Civil Action No. 6:I2—CV-OO663—LED

MICROSOFT CORPORATION g JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Defendant.

PersonalWeb Technologies, LLC’s Opening Claim Construction Brief
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