
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

MARSHALL DIVISION 

CARMA TECHNOLOGY, CORP., 

CARMA TECHNOLOGY, LTD., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC., UBER 

FREIGHT HOLDING CORPORATION, 

UBER FREIGHT US LLC 

Defendants. 

Case No. 2:25-cv-29-JRG-RSP 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

UBER FREIGHT US LLC’S CORRECTED OPPOSED MOTION FOR HEARING 

ON ITS MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF NON INFRINGEMENT OF 

U.S. PATENT NO. 7,840,427
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on September 10, 2026, the foregoing was filed electronically 

in compliance with Local Rule CV-5(a) and served via electronic mail on all counsel of record 

who have consented to electronic service. 

/s/ Mark N. Reiter 

Mark N. Reiter 

CERTIFICATE OF CONFERENCE 

I hereby certify that counsel for the Parties has complied with the meet and confer 

requirement in Local Rule CV-7(h) and that a telephone conference was attempted on September 

8, 2026 between Jennifer Truelove for Plaintiffs and McKellar Karr for Uber Freight US LLC, as 

well as between Robert Vincent for Uber Freight US LLC and Michael Flynn-O’Brien and Gareth 

DeWalt for Plaintiffs, but the parties were unable to connect over the phone on that date.  

Subsequently, on September 9, Gareth DeWalt and Robert Vincent met and conferred on the phone 

regarding the motion.  No agreement could be reached because Plaintiffs do not agree to a hearing 

on Uber Freight US LLC’s summary judgment motion without the Court also hearing argument 

on every other pending summary judgment motion. The discussions have conclusively ended in 

an impasse, leaving an open issue for the Court to resolve. 

/s/ Mark N. Reiter 

Mark N. Reiter 
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