
  

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 

 

DELAWARE DISPLAY GROUP LLC 
and INNOVATIVE DISPLAY 
TECHNOLOGIES LLC, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
 v. 
 
LENOVO HOLDING CO. INC., and 
LENOVO (UNITED STATES) INC., 
 
 Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 C.A. No. 13-2108-RGA 
 
 JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

DELAWARE DISPLAY GROUP LLC 
and INNOVATIVE DISPLAY 
TECHNOLOGIES LLC, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
 v. 
 
LG ELECTRONICS, INC.,  
LG ELECTRONICS U.S.A., INC.,  
LG DISPLAY CO., LTD., and  
LG DISPLAY AMERICA, INC., 
 
 Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 C.A. No. 13-2109-RGA 
 
 JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

DELAWARE DISPLAY GROUP LLC 
AND INNOVATIVE DISPLAY 
TECHNOLOGIES LLC, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
 v. 
 
VIZIO, INC., et al. 
 
 Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 C.A. No. 13-2112-RGA 
 
 JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 
DEFENDANTS’ JOINT REPLY IN SUPPORT OF RENEWED 

MOTION TO STAY PENDING INTER PARTES REVIEW 
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ROSS ARONSTAM & MORITZ LLP 
David E. Ross (#5228) 
Benjamin J. Schladweiler (#4601) 
100 S. West Street, Suite 400 
Wilmington, DE  19801 
(302) 576-1600 
dross@ramllp.com 
bschladweiler@ramllp.com 
 
Counsel for Defendants LG Electronics, Inc., 
LG Electronics U.S.A., Inc., LG Display Co., 
Ltd., and LG Display America, Inc. 

POTTER ANDERSON & CORROON LLP 
Richard L. Horwitz (#2246) 
David E. Moore (#3983) 
Bindu A. Palapura (#5370) 
Stephanie E. O’Byrne (#4446) 
Hercules Plaza, 6th Floor 
1313 N. Market Street 
Wilmington, DE  19801 
(302) 984-6000 
rhorwitz@potteranderson.com 
dmoore@potteranderson.com 
bpalapura@potteranderson.com 
sobyrne@potteranderson.com 
 
Counsel for Defendants Lenovo Holding Co. 
Inc. and Lenovo (United States) Inc. 

 YOUNG CONAWAY STARGATT & TAYLOR, LLP 
Adam W. Poff (#3990) 
Pilar G. Kraman (#5199) 
1000 North King Street 
Rodney Square 
Wilmington, DE  19801 
(302) 571-6600 
apoff@ycst.com 
pkraman@ycst.com 
 
Counsel for Defendant VIZIO, Inc. 

 
 
Dated:  April 21, 2016
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