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

MARSHALL DIVISION

ContentGuard Holdings, Inc,

Plaintiff,

v.

Amazon.com, Inc.; Apple Inc.; BlackBerry 

Limited (fka Research In Motion Limited) and 

BlackBerry Corporation (fka Research In Motion 

Corporation); HTC Corporation and HTC 

America, Inc.; Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd. 

And Huawei Device USA, Inc.; Motorola 

Mobility LLC; Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd.,

Samsung Electronics America, Inc., and Samsung 

Telecommunications America, LLC,

Defendants.

CIVIL ACTION NO. 2:13-cv-01112 (JRG)

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

MOTION OF DEFENDANTS AMAZON.COM, INC, BLACKBERRY LIMITED,

BLACKBERRY CORPORATION, HTC CORPORATION, HTC AMERICA, INC.,

HUAWEI TECHNOLOGIES CO., LTD., HUAWEI DEVICE USA, INC., MOTOROLA 

MOBILITY LLC, SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD., SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS 

AMERICA, INC., AND SAMSUNG TELECOMMUNICATIONS AMERICA, LLC

TO TRANSFER TO THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
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