
 

 
 

   
 

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

WACO DIVISION 
 

STRATOSAUDIO INC., ) 
 )  Case No. 6:20-CV-01125-ADA 
 Plaintiff, ) 
v.  )  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
 ) 
HYUNDAI MOTOR AMERICA, ) 
  ) 

Defendant. ) 
 ) 
STRATOSAUDIO INC., ) 
 )  Case No. 6:20-cv-1126-ADA  
 Plaintiff, ) 
v. )  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
 ) 
MAZDA MOTORS OF AMERICA, INC., ) 
 ) 
 Defendant. ) 
 ) 
STRATOSAUDIO INC., ) 
 )  Case No. 6:20-cv-1128-ADA  
 Plaintiff, ) 
v. )  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
 )   
SUBARU OF AMERICA, INC. ) 
 ) 
 Defendant. ) 
 ) 
STRATOSAUDIO INC., ) 
 )  Case No. 6:20-cv-1129-ADA  
 Plaintiff, ) 
v. )  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
 )   
VOLVO CARS USA, LLC, ) 
 ) 
 Defendant. ) 
 ) 
STRATOSAUDIO INC., ) 
 )  Case No. 6:20-CV-01131-ADA 
 Plaintiff, ) 
v.  )  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED   
 ) 
VOLKSWAGEN GROUP OF )   
AMERICA, INC., ) 
  ) 

Defendant. ) 
 ) 
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