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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

POLARIS INNOVATIONS LIMITED,  

Plaintiff,  

vs.  

KINGSTON TECHNOLOGY 
COMPANY, INC. and KINGSTON 
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, 

Defendants. 

Case No. 8:16-cv-300 CJC (RAO)  

DEFENDANT KINGSTON 
TECHNOLOGY COMPANY, 
INC.’S NOTICE OF MOTION 
AND RENEWED MOTION TO 
STAY THE CASE PENDING 
INTER PARTES REVIEW

Date:   July 3, 2017 
Time:   1:30 p.m. 
Courtroom:  9B 
Judge:  Honorable Cormac J. Carney 

KINGSTON TECHNOLOGY 
COMPANY, INC., 

Counterclaimant, 

vs. 

POLARIS INNOVATIONS LIMITED, 

Counter-Defendant, 
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and

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD., 
and SAMSUNG SEMICONDUCTOR, 
INC., 

Third-Party Defendants.
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