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I. INTRODUCTION 

This case involves Samsung’s configuration and use of semiconductor fabrication 

chambers , to manufacture semiconductor chips in this District, and which 

Samsung thereafter markets and sells in high volumes in this District. Contrary to Samsung’s 

assertions, it has extensive case-related contacts with this District, including its only two 

domestic fabs where it has over 3000 employees and makes the semiconductor products made 

in the infringing manner. The primary reactor supplier to which Samsung points, Applied 

Materials (“Applied”), similarly has extensive case-related contacts here—  

 

. This District is thus not just a legally proper forum for this 

action—a fact that Samsung necessarily concedes—but is the most sensible and convenient forum. 

An additional reason this case should remain here is that the case has already progressed 

significantly before this Court, and Samsung has participated extensively in those proceedings. 

Samsung, for instance, has answered the complaint, submitted a case schedule in which it agreed 

to Markman hearing and trial dates in Waco, participated in discovery hearings, produced core 

technical documents, commenced the claim construction process, and has demanded and will 

shortly receive depositions (including about claim construction)—all in this case. In addition, 

Demaray sued Intel at the same time as Samsung on the same patents (Case No. 6:20-cv-00634-

ADA). Like Samsung, Intel has extensive contacts with this district relating to its infringement. 

Transferring this case, while keeping the Intel case, would be grossly inefficient. 

Despite its extensive case-related connections to this District and the considerable 

progress already made here, Samsung has decided that it would prefer to litigate this matter 

elsewhere—in particular, in a court facing a serious backlog and that is much slower to get to 

trial before even considering that it typically stays proceedings in favor of IPRs. To that end, 

Case 6:20-cv-00636-ADA   Document 59   Filed 03/02/21   Page 5 of 21

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


