
 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

MARSHALL DIVISION 

AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT LLC, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD. and 

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS AMERICA, 

INC., 

Defendant. 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 2:22-cv-263-JRG 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

SAMSUNG’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR  

LEAVE TO AMEND ANSWER TO ADD CLAIM PRECLUSION  

AND KESSLER DOCTRINE AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
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Ex. Number Document 

Defendants’ Exhibits Filed With Defendants’ Opening Brief (Dkt. 101) 

A (Dkt. 101-2) Samsung’s Proposed Amended Answer 

B (Dkt. 101-3) Redline of Samsung’s Proposed Amended Answer Against Its June 30, 

2023 Answer 

C (Dkt. 101-4) Google Webpage Titled “Find, lock or erase a lost Android device” 

D (Dkt. 101-5) AGIS’s 2017 Complaint Against ZTE 

E (Dkt. 101-6) AGIS’s 2017 Complaint Against LG 

F (Dkt. 101-7) AGIS’s 2017 Complaint Against HTC 

G (Dkt. 101-8) AGIS’s 2017 Complaint Against Huawei  

H (Dkt. 101-9) AGIS’s 2019 Complaint Against Google (Google I) 

I (Dkt. 101-10) AGIS’s 2019 Complaint Against Samsung (Samsung I) 

J (Dkt. 101-11) May 15, 2020 Request for Ex Parte Reexamination of U.S. Patent No. 

8,213,970 

K (Dkt. 101-12) October 19, 2021 Amendment and Reply to a Final Office Action in the Ex 

Parte Reexamination of U.S. Patent No. 8,213,970 

L (Dkt. 101-13) December 9, 2021 Ex Parte Reexamination Certificate for U.S. Patent No. 

8,213,970 

M (Dkt. 101-

14) 

Google’s Rule 12(b)(1) Motion to Dismiss U.S. Patent No. 8,213,970 from 

AGIS Software Development LLC v. Google LLC, Waze Mobile Limited, 

Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., and Samsung Electronics America, Inc. in 

the Eastern District of Texas (Case Nos. 2:19-CV-00359JRG-00362-JRG, 

Dkt. 249) 

N (Dkt. 101-15) Google’s Rule 12(b)(1) Motion to Dismiss U.S. Patent No. 8,213,970 from 

AGIS Software Development LLC v. Google LLC in the Northern District of 

California (Case No. 5:22-CV04826-BLF, Dkt. 425) 

O (Dkt. 101-16) Joint Motion and Stipulation for Dismissal of Claims 2 and 10-13 of U.S. 

Patent No. 8,213,970 from AGIS Software Development LLC v. Google 

LLC in the Northern District of California (Case No. 5:22CV-04826-BLF, 

Dkt. 437) 

P (Dkt. 101-17) Joint Motion and Stipulation for Dismissal of Claims 2 and 10-13 of U.S. 

Patent No. 8,213,970 and Order from AGIS Software Development LLC v. 

Google LLC in the Northern District of California (Case No. 5:22-CV-

04826-BLF, Dkt. 438) 

Q (Dkt. 101-18) AGIS’s 2023 Complaint Against Google (Google II) 

R (Dkt. 101-19) AGIS’s Notice of Voluntary Dismissal Without Prejudice of Google II in 

the Western District of Texas (Case No. 6:23-CV-00160-DC-DTG, Dkt. 12) 

S (Dkt. 101-20) Google’s 2023 Complaint for Declaratory Judgment Against AGIS 

Plaintiff’s Additional Exhibits Filed With Plaintiff’s Response Brief (Dkt. 116) 

1 (Dkt. 116-2) Exhibit C2 to AGIS’s Second Amended Disclosure of Asserted Claims and 

Infringement Contentions, served July 21, 2023 

Defendants’ Additional Exhibits Filed With Defendants’ Reply Brief 

T Final Judgment entered in Target Training Intern, Ltd. v. Extended Disc N. 

Am., Inc., No. 4:10-CV-03350, Dkt. 268 (S.D. Tex. June 1, 2015) 

Case 2:22-cv-00263-JRG-RSP   Document 118   Filed 09/05/23   Page 4 of 14 PageID #:  8485

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


TABLE OF AUTHORITIES 

(continued) 

Page 

 

iv 

U AGIS’s Infringement Contention Chart Against Google for U.S. Patent No. 

8,213,970, filed as Exhibit 6 to AGIS’s November 2022 ITC complaint 

against Google, Samsung, OnePlus, TCL, Lenovo, Motorola, HMD, Sony, 

ASUS, Caterpillar, BLU, Panasonic, Kyocera, and Xiaomi (Inv. No. 337-

TA-1347) 

V AGIS’s Infringement Contention Chart Against Samsung for U.S. Patent 

No. 8,213,970, filed as Exhibit 11 to AGIS’s November 2022 ITC 

complaint against Google, Samsung, OnePlus, TCL, Lenovo, Motorola, 

HMD, Sony, ASUS, Caterpillar, BLU, Panasonic, Kyocera, and Xiaomi 

(Inv. No. 337-TA-1347) 

W AGIS’s Infringement Contention Chart Against OnePlus for U.S. Patent 

No. 8,213,970, filed as Exhibit 16 to AGIS’s November 2022 ITC 

complaint against Google, Samsung, OnePlus, TCL, Lenovo, Motorola, 

HMD, Sony, ASUS, Caterpillar, BLU, Panasonic, Kyocera, and Xiaomi 

(Inv. No. 337-TA-1347) 

X AGIS’s Infringement Contention Chart Against TCL for U.S. Patent No. 

8,213,970, filed as Exhibit 21 to AGIS’s November 2022 ITC complaint 

against Google, Samsung, OnePlus, TCL, Lenovo, Motorola, HMD, Sony, 

ASUS, Caterpillar, BLU, Panasonic, Kyocera, and Xiaomi (Inv. No. 337-

TA-1347) 

Y AGIS’s Infringement Contention Chart Against Lenovo for U.S. Patent No. 

8,213,970, filed as Exhibit 26 to AGIS’s November 2022 ITC complaint 

against Google, Samsung, OnePlus, TCL, Lenovo, Motorola, HMD, Sony, 

ASUS, Caterpillar, BLU, Panasonic, Kyocera, and Xiaomi (Inv. No. 337-

TA-1347) 

Z AGIS’s Infringement Contention Chart Against HMD for U.S. Patent No. 

8,213,970, filed as Exhibit 31 to AGIS’s November 2022 ITC complaint 

against Google, Samsung, OnePlus, TCL, Lenovo, Motorola, HMD, Sony, 

ASUS, Caterpillar, BLU, Panasonic, Kyocera, and Xiaomi (Inv. No. 337-

TA-1347) 

AA AGIS’s Infringement Contention Chart Against Sony for U.S. Patent No. 

8,213,970, filed as Exhibit 36 to AGIS’s November 2022 ITC complaint 

against Google, Samsung, OnePlus, TCL, Lenovo, Motorola, HMD, Sony, 

ASUS, Caterpillar, BLU, Panasonic, Kyocera, and Xiaomi (Inv. No. 337-

TA-1347) 

BB AGIS’s Infringement Contention Chart Against ASUS for U.S. Patent No. 

8,213,970, filed as Exhibit 41 to AGIS’s November 2022 ITC complaint 

against Google, Samsung, OnePlus, TCL, Lenovo, Motorola, HMD, Sony, 

ASUS, Caterpillar, BLU, Panasonic, Kyocera, and Xiaomi (Inv. No. 337-

TA-1347) 

CC AGIS’s Infringement Contention Chart Against Caterpillar for U.S. Patent 

No. 8,213,970, filed as Exhibit 46 to AGIS’s November 2022 ITC 

complaint against Google, Samsung, OnePlus, TCL, Lenovo, Motorola, 
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