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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

HOUSTON DIVISION
WESTERNGECO L.L.C,, §
§
Plaintiff, §
§
V. § CIVIL ACTION NO. 4:09-¢cv-01827
§
ION GEOPHYSICAL CORPORATION, § Judge Keith P. Ellison
FUGRO-GEOTEAM, INC,, FUGRO- §
GEOTEAM AS, FUGRO NORWAY §
MARINE SERVICES AS, FUGRO, INC., §
FUGRO (USA), INC. and FUGRO §
GEOSERVICES, INC,, §
§ JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
Defendants. §

ION’S RENEWED MOTION FOR JUDGMENT AS A MATTER OF LAW AND
ALTERNATIVE MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL REGARDING NON-INFRINGEMENT
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