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

MARSHALL DIVISION 

 
QUEST NETTECH CORPORATION, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 

v. 
 
APPLE INC., 
 

Defendant. 
 

§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

 
Case No. 2:19-cv-00118-JRG 
 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 
 
 

PLAINTIFF QUEST NETTECH CORPORATION’S 
OPENING CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF  
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Pursuant to P.R. 4-5(a) and the Court’s Docket Control Order of August 8, 2019 (Dkt. 

42), Plaintiff Quest NetTech Corporation (“NetTech”) hereby submits its Opening Claim 

Construction Brief.  The asserted patent is U.S. Patent No. RE38,137 (the “’137 Patent,” Ex. A) 

(the “Asserted Patent”). 

I.  CLAIM CONSTRUCTION STANDARD OF REVIEW 

A. GOVERNING LAW 

The governing legal standards relating to claim construction are described in the Court’s 

opinion in AGIS Software Dev., LLC v. Huawei Device USA Inc., No. 2:17-CV-513-JRG, 2018 

WL 4908169, at *3-5 (E.D. Tex., Oct. 10, 2018), and are hereby incorporated by reference. See 

also Seoul Semiconductor Co. Ltd. v. Nichia Corp., 596 F. Supp. 2d 1005 (E.D. Tex. 2009).  

B. LEVEL OF ORDINARY SKILL IN THE ART 

The “Field of the Invention” is described generally as related to the field of financial data 

systems. Ex. A, 1:10. The detailed descriptions of the inventions and the claims of the Asserted 

Patent draw on a combination of skills from the computer science and engineering arts. NetTech 

submits that a person of ordinary skill in the art (“POSITA”) covered by the Asserted Patent 

would have a bachelor’s degree in electrical or computer engineering with one to two years of 

experience in the fields of computer programming and/or computer hardware design, preferably 

with a focus on data processing or financial systems. Extensive experience and technical training 

may substitute for educational requirements, while advanced education might substitute for 

experience. 

II.  PATENT BACKGROUND AND TECHNOLOGY 

U.S. Patent No. 5,859,419 (the “ʼ419 Patent”) issued from U.S. Patent Application No. 

08/535,712 (the “̓712 Application”), which was filed on September 28, 1995. A reissue 
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