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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

MARSHALL DIVISION 

 

 

AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT 

LLC, 

Plaintiff, 

 

v. 

 

GOOGLE LLC, 

Defendant. 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

 

Case No. 2:19-cv-00361-JRG 

(LEAD CASE) 

 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

 

 

AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT 

LLC, 

Plaintiff, 

 

v. 

 

WAZE MOBILE LIMITED, 

Defendant. 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

 

Case No. 2:19-cv-00359-JRG 

(CONSOLIDATED CASE) 

 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

 

 

AGIS SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT 

LLC, 

 

Plaintiff, 

 

v. 

 

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO. LTD.  

and SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS  

AMERICA, INC., 

 

Defendants. 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

 

Case No. 2:19-cv-00362-JRG 

(CONSOLIDATED CASE) 

 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

 

 

 

DEFENDANTS’ RESPONSIVE CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF1 

 

 

 

 
1 The Court granted in part Defendants’ unopposed motion for leave for increased page limits for 

Markman briefing and permitted up to 50 pages for Defendants’ brief.  Dkt. 113. 
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