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

MARSHALL DIVISION

FORAS TECHNOLOGIES LTD. §

§ CIVIL ACTION NO. 2:23-CV-00150-JRG
V. § (Lead Case)

§
DENSO CORPORATION §
FORAS TECHNOLOGIES LTD. §

§ CIVIL ACTION NO. 2:23-CV-00219-JRG
V. § (Member Case)

§
KIA CORPORATION and KIA §
AMERICA, INC. §
FORAS TECHNOLOGIES LTD. §

§ CIVIL ACTION NO. 2:23-CV-00321-JRG
V. § (Member Case)

§
TOYOTA MOTOR NORTH AMERICA, §
INC. §

ORDER

Before the Court is the Joint Motion to Dismiss (the “Motion”) filed by Plaintiff Foras
Technologies Limited (“Plaintiff’) and Defendants DENSO Corporation (“DENSQO”) and Toyota
Motor North America, Inc. (“Toyota”) (collectively, “Defendants”). (Dkt. No. 55.) In the Motion,
the parties represent that all claims asserted by Plaintiff in Lead Case No. 2:23-cv-00150-JRG
against DENSO Corporation and all claims asserted by Plaintiff in Member Case No. 2:23-cv-
00321-JRG against Toyota have been resolved. (/d. at 1.) The parties jointly request dismissal of
Plaintiff’s claims against DENSO and Toyota under FRCP 41(a)(1)(A)(ii). (/d. at 1-2.)

Having considered the Motion, and noting its joint nature, the Court finds that it should be
and hereby is GRANTED. Accordingly, it is ORDERED that all claims and causes of action

asserted by Plaintiff against DENSO in Case No. 2:23-cv-00150-JRG and against Toyota in Case
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No. 2:23-cv-00321-JRG are hereby DISMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE.! Each party is to
bear its own costs, expenses, and attorneys’ fees.

The Clerk of Court is directed to MAINTAIN AS OPEN the above-captioned Lead Case
No. 2:23-CV-00150-JRG and Member Case No. 2:23-CV-00219-JRG in light of the remaining
parties and claims. The Clerk of Court is further directed to CLOSE Member Case No. 2:23-CV-

00321-JRG, as no parties or claims remain.

So Ordered this
Dec 8, 2023
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2]
RODNEY GILSi AP g;
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

! The parties do not specify in their Motion nor the attached proposed order whether they request dismissal with
prejudice or without prejudice. Under FRCP 41(a)(1)(B), “[u]nless the notice or stipulation states otherwise, the
dismissal is without prejudice.”
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