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

WACO DIVISION 

GENTEX CORPORATION and INDIGO 
TECHNOLOGIES, LLC, 

Plaintiffs, 

THALES VISIONIX, INC., 

Involuntary Plaintiff, 

v. 

META PLATFORMS, INC. and META 
PLATFORMS TECHNOLOGIES, LLC, 

Defendants. 

Case No. 6:21-cv-00755-ADA 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
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DEFENDANTS’ REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO TRANSFER  
TO THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
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This action’s center of gravity is in NDCA. Gentex has not disputed that NDCA is where 

Meta is headquartered, accused functionality was developed, key Meta developers and Gentex’s 

inventor still reside, and the Oculus financial and marketing witnesses and documents are located. 

Meta’s accused sensor, camera, and tracking technology for all accused products was designed, 

developed, and is maintained far from Texas, primarily in NDCA and Washington.  

Meta followed this Court’s venue approach by first determining the relevant sources of 

proof and then finding their locations. In contrast, Gentex began by searching for Texas people, 

then stretching for reasons to include them. Thus, Gentex ensnares irrelevant people by (1) shifting 

focus away from the accused functionality to unaccused products and peripheral features, and (2) 

relying on speculative and inaccurate inferences, and unreliable, unsworn, triple hearsay, to allege 

that Texas people are relevant, such as an employee’s ex-wife who merely helped negotiate his 

salary 8 years ago. But if Gentex’s approach were applied consistently across venues, the NDCA 

evidence would further dwarf Gentex’s few, tangential Texas individuals because hundreds or 

thousands more people (and their documents) in NDCA would become relevant. Whether venue 

is analyzed under the proper approach or Gentex’s, NDCA is clearly more convenient. 

I. The Relative Ease of Access to Sources of Proof Favors Transfer 

The relevant Oculus functionality is sensor, camera, and tracking hardware and algorithms, 

all of which were designed, developed, and are maintained exclusively outside Texas, largely in 

NDCA, based on Meta’s extensive investigation. D2 ¶¶ 2-4; D3 ¶¶ 2-3; Dkt. 39-1 ¶¶ 7-10, 12-13; 

Ex. II at 13-19; Ex. EEE; Ex. GGG at 5. Gentex’s own evidence confirms Defendants’ 

investigation and that NDCA employees developed these features. Dkt. 61-18, ECF 41, 46; Ex. II 

at 14, 18. The “logical conclusion” is “that the documents are also located in [NDCA] and not in 

Texas.” IGS v. Microsoft, 2022 WL 1314462, at *3 (WDTX Apr. 20, 2022); Decapolis v. eClinical, 

Case 6:21-cv-00755-ADA   Document 70   Filed 06/10/22   Page 5 of 11

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.


