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

GUADA TECHNOLOGIES LLC,

Plaintiff, CASE NO. 2:16-cv-1153-RWS-RSP
V.
PATENT CASE
NETFLIX, INC,,
Defendant.
GUADA TECHNOLOGIES LLC,
Plaintiff, CASE NO. 2:16-cv-1154-RWS-RSP
V.
PATENT CASE
PANDORA MEDIA, INC,,
Defendant.
GUADA TECHNOLOGIES LLC,
Plaintiff, CASE NO. 2:16-cv-1159-RWS-RSP
V.
PATENT CASE
SPOTIFY USA INC,,
Defendant.

PLAINTIFF GUADA TECHNOLOGIES LLC’S COMBINED
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS NETFLIX, INC., PANDORA
MEDIA, INC., AND SPOTIFY USA INC.’S MOTION TO DISMISS

Dated: January 12, 2017
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