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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF KANSAS

Garmin Switzerland GmbH, and
Garmin Corporation,

Plaintiffs,
V. Case No. 2:16-cv-2706-CM-GLR

Navico, Inc., C-MAP USA, Inc., and
C-MAP/Commercial, Ltd.

Defendants.

GARMIN’S ANSWERING CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF
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