
 

 

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

MARSHALL DIVISION 

AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT LLC, 
 
v. 
 
T-MOBILE USA, INC., AND T-MOBILE 
US, INC. 
 

§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

 
 

CASE NO. 2:21-cv-00072-JRG  
(Lead Case) 

 
AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT LLC, 
 
v. 
 
LYFT, INC. 
 

 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

 
 

CASE NO. 2:21-cv-00024-JRG 
(Member Case) 

 
AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT LLC, 
 
v. 
 
UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.,  
d/b/a UBER, 
 

 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

 
 

CASE NO. 2:21-cv-00026-JRG 
(Member Case) 

 
AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT LLC, 
 
v. 
 
WHATSAPP, INC. 

 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 

 
 

CASE NO. 2:21-cv-00029-JRG 
(Member Case) 

DEFENDANT UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.’S MOTION TO DISMISS
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