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

MARSHALL DIVISION 

AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT, LLC 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

HTC CORPORATION, et al. 

Defendant. 

§
§
§
§
§
§
§
§
§

CASE NO. 2:17-cv-514-JRG 
(Lead Case) 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT, LLC 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

LG ELECTRONICS INC. 

Defendant. 

§
§
§
§
§
§
§
§
§ 
§
§

CASE NO. 2:17-CV-515-JRG 
(Member Case) 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

FILED UNDER SEAL 

DEFENDANT LG ELECTRONICS INC.’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION FOR 
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF LIMITATION OF DAMAGES 
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AGIS’s opposition argues that LG Korea cannot prove that AGIS failed to properly mark 

its LifeRing products with the numbers for the ’055, ’251 and ’838 Patents (the “Location 

Sharing Patents”) because AGIS did not sell any of its LifeRing product between issuance of the 

’055 Patent and commencement of this action.  See, e.g., D.I. 189 at 5.  AGIS misstates its 

burden with respect to Section 287, focusing only on “sales” and ignoring that “making” and 

“offering for sale” also trigger its marking obligation.  And even if AGIS’s sales claim were true, 

AGIS has failed to submit any evidence to support it.  As the party with the burden to prove 

marking, AGIS must put forth evidence showing that a reasonable trier of fact could find that it 

complied with Section 287.  AGIS has not done so.  Accordingly, the motion should be granted. 

I. AGIS, NOT LG KOREA, BEARS THE BURDEN OF DEMONSTRATING 
COMPLIANCE WITH § 287 

The patentee has the burden to prove that it complied with Section 287.  Maxwell v. J. 

Baker, Inc., 86 F.3d 1098, 1111 (Fed. Cir. 1996); Nike Inc. v. Wal–Mart Stores, 138 F.3d 1437, 

1446 (Fed. Cir.1998).  Further, a party opposing a motion for summary judgment on an issue for 

which it bears the burden of proof must come forward with admissible evidence upon which a 

reasonable trier of fact could find in its favor on the issue in question.  See Anderson v. Liberty 

Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 256-257 (1986).  In a fatal move, AGIS has ignored both its burden 

with respect to the ultimate issue, and its burden to put forth evidence to defeat the summary 

judgment motion.  AGIS does not dispute that it “made” and “offered for sale” LifeRing 

products during the relevant time period, and admits that it did not properly mark its products or 

its website for months after the ’055 Patent issued.  D.I. 189, Counter-Statement of Undisputed 

Material Facts (“CUMF”) at ¶ 2.  This concession means summary judgment should be granted. 

AGIS criticizes LG Korea for alleged failure to adduce testimony 

  AGIS also argues 
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  But AGIS submits no declarations 

from any witnesses—or evidence in any form—supporting its claim that it did not make any 

LifeRing sales during the relevant time period.  AGIS never proffers the purported sales and 

marketing evidence showing marking.  AGIS also offers no evidence to support its assertion that 

“[t]he software for the LifeRing product has been marked with the patent numbers of the 

Location Sharing Patents since at least March 26, 2017.”  Id. at 2.  Finally, while AGIS criticizes 

LG Korea for   

 

  LG Korea put forth evidence that AGIS did not comply with its 

marking obligation for the Location Sharing Patents (see D.I. 117, at 7-8), shifting the burden to 

AGIS.  AGIS’s failure to proffer rebuttal evidence means LG Korea’s motion should be granted. 

II. AGIS ADMITS THAT IT FAILED TO PROPERLY MARK THE LIFERING 
PRODUCT 

AGIS does not contest that  

 

 

.  Therefore, there is 

no material issue of fact as to whether the versions of the LifeRing product that were in use after 

the issuance of the Location Sharing Patents practice at least the ’055 and ’838 patents. 

AGIS also admits that it did not mark its software with the ’055 Patent until March 26, 

2017, more than eight months after the issuance of the ’055 Patent.  See D.I. 189, CUMF at ¶ 2.  

1   
 

, with full knowledge that its failure to mark was an issue in this case.   
, AGIS should have produced them but did not.

Case 2:17-cv-00514-JRG   Document 268   Filed 03/04/19   Page 5 of 10 PageID #:  21317

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


