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

AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELO PMENT LLC, §

Civil Action No. 2:17-CV-514-JRG
Plaintiff, (Lead Case)
V.

Civil Action No. 2:17-CV-515-JRG
Civil Action No. 2:17-CV-517-JRG

HTC CORPORATION,

LG ELECTRONICS, INC.,

ZTE CORPORATION, ZTE (USA), INC.,
AND ZTE (TX), INC.,

8
8
)
)
8
8
8
)
8
8
Defendants. 8
8
8
8
8
)

PLAINTIFF AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT LLC’S OPPOSITIO N TO
DEFENDANT LG ELECTRONICS, INC."S MOTION TO SUPPLEME NT THE
RECORD IN SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION TO TRANSFER VENUE T O THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
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Plaintiff AGIS Software Development LLC (“AGIS”),yband through its undersigned
counsel, submits this response in opposition to ElBctronics, Inc.’s (“LG”) Motion to
Supplement the Record in Support of its Pendingidvidb Dismiss Pursuant for Lack of Personal
Jurisdiction or, in the Alternative, to Transfernde to the Northern District of California (513

Dkt. 46).

l. BACKGROUND
LG’s motion to supplement the record on its motiortransfer venue should be denied

because LG is seeking to capitalize on its owmraito provide adequate discovery to AGIS
about the features and functionalities of the amgusfringing applications. AGIS has attempted
for months to obtain the information it needs frb@ itself, only to be stonewalled by LG, which
has failed and refused to provide the relevantodisgy and denies that it has such information.
Relevant portions of LG’s Objections and RespomnsesGIS’s First Set of Interrogatories 1-10
are annexed as Exhibit A. AGIS has effectively bderced to seek that information via
deposition and document subpoenas served on nongangle LLC (“Google”). LG now seizes
upon that, disingenuously arguing that this somehavdermines the credibility of its previous
efforts to discount the relevance of Google’s wsses, source code and other information to this
action” and that this supports the transfer of #asion to the Northern District of California
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a). (514 Dkt. 66)atT® be clear, AGIS has not, on its own,
acknowledged that Google possesses the relevamtmation or that Google witnesses are
knowledgeable of the relevant facts. AGIS simplg had no choice but to serve Google with

document and deposition subpoenas in the hopetahoiy what LG has refused to provide. LG
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should not now be permitted to take advantage ofown failure to produce as a guise to
strengthen its case for a transfer of venue to Waperceives will be a more favorable forum.
The thrust of LG’s motion is that AGIS’s subpoeaadressed to Google’s Mountain
View, California headquarters, is proof positivatthhis action should be transferred to the
Northern District of California. This is simply hthe case. There is no evidence before this
Court as to what responsive documents and witrestsmiony Google possesses, merely the
cursory declarations from two Google employees Were submitted by LG’s co-defendant ZTE
months ago. (Dkt. 51-4,%) Most telling is the fact that in response to ABISubpoenas, Google
objected and refused to produce the relevant irddomon the grounds that the information is or
may be in LG’s possessionSeeGoogle LLC’s Objections and Responses to Plaif{#IS
Software Development, LLC’s Deposition and Documé&uatbpoenas (hereinafter, “Google’s
Objections and Responses”), a copy of which is gemhas Exhibit B. AGIS is thus caught in the
middle, between LG and Google, neither of whom iing to produce information about the
accused applications. To this day, LG has not ffiethtany documents or witnesses in the
proposed transferee district that are centrale@otitcome of this case, that so dramatically tp th

balance of the public and private interest fac@ssto justify transfer of venue at this time.

! Declarations of Google employees Andrew Oplingad aviliam Luh virtually
identical to those referred to and relied upon Wy here (517 Dkt. 51-4, 5), were already
considered by this Court in connection with Huaevice (Dongguan) Co., Ltd.’s (“Huawei”)
Motion to Transfer Venue (513 Dkt. 36-4, 5). Theu@ofound, "[n]otably, Huawei does not
identify with any particularity any specific Googéamployees that they anticipating calling at
trial or any documentation they plan to presergwadence.” (513 Dkt. 140).

2 Specifically, Google objected to the subpoenatti® extent that it requests documents
or information that can be requested with much lasslen from one or more parties to the
litigation. In particular, Google objects to prothg documents duplicative of those the named-
defendants have [sic] already produced or may pr@dn their respective litigations.”See
Google's Objections and Responses at 7.

DOC KET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



https://www.docketalarm.com/

Nsights

Real-Time Litigation Alerts

g 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
O 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,

/ . o
Py ,0‘ opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

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

-xplore Litigation

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more
informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of

knowing you're on top of things.

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.

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




