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

MARSHALL DIVISION 
 

UNILOC USA, INC. and 
UNILOC LUXEMBOURG, S.A., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

ADP, LLC, 

Defendant. 

Civil Action No.:  
2:16-cv-741[JRG] 

PATENT CASE 

 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

 
 

 

DEFENDANT ADP, LLC’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION TO  
DISMISS THE COMPLAINT FOR FAILURE TO STATE A CLAIM 
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“Mot.” refers to ADP’s Motion to Dismiss the Complaint for Failure to State a Claim (D.I. 17). 

“Opp.” refers to Uniloc’s Opposition to ADP’s Motion to Dismiss (D.I. 64). 

The “’578 Patent” refers to U.S. Patent No. 6,324,578, provided as Exhibit A to Uniloc’s 
Complaint (D.I. 1-1) . 

The “’293 Patent” refers to U.S. Patent No. 7,069,293, provided as Exhibit B to Uniloc’s 
Complaint (D.I. 1-2) . 

The “’466 Patent” refers to U.S. Patent No. 6,510,466, provided as Exhibit C to Uniloc’s 
Complaint (D.I. 1-3). 

The “’766 Patent” refers to U.S. Patent No. 6,728,766, provided as Exhibit D to Uniloc’s 
Complaint (D.I. 1-4).
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