
 

 

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., 

 

Defendants. 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

 

Case No. 2:22-cv-00263-JRG-RSP 

 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

 

SAMSUNG’S OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF AGIS SOFTWARE 

DEVELOPMENT LLC’S OPPOSED MOTION FOR LEAVE TO REQUEST 

SUPPLEMENTAL CLAIM CONSTRUCTION 
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1 

I. INTRODUCTION 

AGIS’s belated attempt—over a year and half into the case—to inject a new claim 

construction dispute over the term “remote control” should be denied because the dispute has no 

relevance to this case.  AGIS’s sole identified basis for seeking construction of “remote control”—

a term that appears only in the ’829 Patent—is that the term is being construed in AGIS’s case 

against Google LLC in the Northern District of California (“NDCA”).  What AGIS fails to explain, 

however, is that the NDCA court is only construing “remote control” because the term’s meaning 

is relevant to resolving AGIS’s allegations in that case against Google Maps—a product that is 

not accused in this case.  In this case against Samsung, the meaning of “remote control” is not 

relevant to any of AGIS’s allegations regarding any of the products accused of infringing the ’829 

Patent (or any other claim or defense in this case), and AGIS does not argue otherwise in its motion.  

AGIS’s request for an improper advisory opinion should be rejected. 

AGIS’s request should also be rejected as improper gamesmanship.  AGIS is, in effect, 

seeking to use this Court as a vehicle through which to litigate an issue, the meaning of “remote 

control,” that is material only to the NDCA case and to do so before the NDCA court has a chance 

to decide the issue.  Indeed, in negotiating the schedule for supplemental claim construction 

proceedings in the NDCA for “remote control,” AGIS rejected Google’s request to set a deadline 

to complete briefing by the end of January 2024, instead seeking to prolong the schedule by 

demanding additional deadlines for claim construction discovery and expert reports (which AGIS 

does not propose here), such that the NDCA proceedings would not end until after March 2024.  

Then, just days after AGIS secured a protracted schedule in the NDCA, AGIS informed Samsung 

for the first time of its position that “remote control” requires a construction in this case too, despite 

it having no relevance to this case, and proposed a schedule with claim construction briefing in 

this case being completed by January 12, 2024—two months before briefing ends in the NDCA 
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