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

WACO DIVISION 

 
 

DEMARAY LLC, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

INTEL CORPORATION, 

  Defendant. 

 

Case No. 6:20-cv-00634-ADA 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

DEMARAY LLC, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS CO., LTD (A 
KOREAN COMPANY), SAMSUNG 
ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC., 
SAMSUNG SEMICONDUCTOR, INC., and 
SAMSUNG AUSTIN SEMICONDUCTOR, 
LLC, 

  Defendants. 

 

 

 

Case No. 6:20-cv-00636-ADA 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

 

 

 

PLAINTIFF DEMARAY LLC’S 
OPENING CLAIM CONSTRUCTION BRIEF 
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* Unless otherwise noted, internal citations and subsequent history are omitted, and emphasis is 
added. 
 
The “Demaray Patents” are U.S. Patent Nos. 7,381,657 and 7,544,276 (“’657 patent” and “’276 
patent,” respectively) (Exs. 1-2). All exhibits are attached to the Declaration of C. Maclain Wells 
(“Wells”) filed herewith. Also referenced is the Declaration of Dr. Alexander Glew (“Glew”) also 
filed herewith. 
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