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

TYLER DIVISION 
 
 

CHRIMAR SYSTEMS, INC., et al., 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 

v. 
 
AASTRA TECHNOLOGIES LIMITED, et 
al.,  
 

Defendants. 

Case No.  6:13-CV-879-JDL 

 
CHRIMAR SYSTEMS, INC., et al., 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
ALCATEL-LUCENT, INC., et al.,  
 

Defendants. 
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CHRIMAR SYSTEMS, INC., et al., 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
AMX, LLC,  
 

Defendant. 
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CHRIMAR SYSTEMS, INC., et al., 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
GRANDSTREAM NETWORKS, INC.,  
 

Defendant. 
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CHRIMAR SYSTEMS, INC., et al., 
 
                                    Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS, CO., et al.,  
 
                                    Defendants. 

Case No. 6:13-CV-883-JDL 

 
 

DEFENDANTS’1 COMBINED MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT  
AND CLAIM CONSTRUCTION 

  

  

                                                 
1 “Defendants” refers to and includes those Defendants joining this motion: Aastra Technologies, 
Ltd., Aastra USA Inc., Alcatel-Lucent USA, Inc., Alcatel-Lucent Holdings, Inc., AMX LLC, 
Grandstream Networks, Inc., Samsung Telecommunications America, LLC and Samsung 
Electronics, Co. Ltd. 
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