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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

MARSHALL DIVISION
 

GUADA TECHNOLOGIES LLC,
Plaintiff, CASENO.2:16-cv-1153-RWS-RSP

V.

PATENT CASE

NETFLIX, INC.,
Defendant.

GUADA TECHNOLOGIES LLC,
Plaintiff, CASENO.2:16-cv-1154-RWS-RSP

Vv.

PATENT CASE

PANDORA MEDIA,INC.,
Defendant.

GUADA TECHNOLOGIES LLC,
Plaintiff, CASENO.2:16-cv-1159-RWS-RSP

Vv.

PATENT CASE

SPOTIFY USAINC.,
Defendant.

 
PLAINTIFF GUADA TECHNOLOGIES LLC’S COMBINED

OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTSNETFLIX, INC., PANDORA
MEDIA, INC., AND SPOTIFY USA INC.’S MOTION TO DISMISS

David R. Bennett

(Illinois Bar No. 6244214)
DIRECTION IP LAW

P.O. Box 14184

Chicago, IL 60614-0184
Telephone: (312) 291-1667

Dated: January 12, 2017

e-mail: dbennett@directionip.com
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