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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
TYLER DIVISION

EMG TECHNOLOGY, LLC,
Plaintiff,

V.
Case No. 6:08-cv-447-LED
APPLE, INC.,
AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC., JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
BLOOMBERG, L.P.,
CONTINENTAL AIRLINES, INC.,
UNITED PARCEL SERVICE, INC.,

Defendants.

PLAINTIFF'S UNOPPOSED MOTION FOR LEAVE
TO AMEND INFRINGEMENT CONTENTIONS

Pursuant to Patent RuleG8b) of the Rules of Practice for Patent Cases before the
Eastern District of Texas, &htiff EMG Technology, LLC (“EMG”) respectfully submits this
Unopposed Motion for Leave to Ameé Infringement Contentions.

On June 5, 2009, pursuant to this Court’dédrdated April 21, 2009, and Patent Rule 3-1
of the Rules of Practice for Patent Cases bafwdzastern District of Texas, EMG served its
Patent Rule 3-1 Disclosure Atserted Claims and InfringemeContentions (“Infringement
Contentions”).

On July 13, 2009, EMG filed an Unopposed Motion for Leave to Amend Infringement
Contentions, which the Court granted in itsl@rdated July 14, 2009. On July 15, 2009, EMG
served its First Amended Patent Rule 3-1 Disclosure of Asserdéami<Cand Infringement

Contentions.
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Subsequently, the parties met and coefitand agreed that EMG may amend its
Infringement Contentions to correct typographeabrs and to provide additional examples of
infringement by Apple for purposes of streamlindigcovery in this case in response to Apple's
inquiries regarding EMG’s Infnigement Contentions. Attached as Exhibit A is a copy of
EMG’s proposed Second Amended Infringem@antentions and Appendices A-B thereto, with
redlining to show the agreed upon changes,nmvd Appendices K-L thereto. At this time, no
changes are being made to thieeotportions of EMG’s Infringenme Contentions served on June
5, 2009, and July 15, 2009, including Exhibits A-HNgpendix A, Exhibits A-S to Appendix B,
and Appendices C-J, inaling exhibits thereto.

Good cause exists for the proposed ameardsbecause they correct typographical
errors and clarify EMG’s contewtins under P.R. 3-1. No prejudito the Court or the parties
will result from the proposed amendments beeahis case is in its earliest stages and
Defendants Apple, Inc., American Airlines, InBloomberg, LP, Continé¢al Airlines, Inc., and
United Parcel Service, Inc. do not oppose the amendments.

Accordingly, EMG respectfully requests tGeurt to enter the pposed Order Granting

Unopposed Motion for Leave to Amend Infrimgent Contentions submitted concurrently

herewith.
Dated September 9, 2009 Respectfully submitted,
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that all coue$of record, who are deemed to have consented to
electronic service, ateeing served this™day of September, 2009, with a copy of this document
via the Court’'s CM/ECF system under Local Rule CV-5(a)(3).

/s/ Charles Ainsworth
Charles Ainsworth

CERTIFICATE OF CONFERENCE

Counsel for EMG has conferred with coahr Defendants Apple, Inc., American
Airlines, Inc., Bloomberg, LP, Continental Aitks, Inc., and United Parcel Service, Inc.
(collectively, “Defendants”) in a good faith attettp resolve the matters raised in this motion
without court intervention. Counsel for Defenti&indicated that the motion is unopposed.

/s/ Charles Ainsworth
Charles Ainsworth
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