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

PerdiemCo LLC
Plaintiff,
Docket No. 2:15-cv-727-JRG-RSP
V.
Industrack LLC et al.
Defendants.

DEFENDANTS’ MOTION FOR JUDGMENT ON
THE PLEADINGS PURSUANT TO35U.S.C. 8112 Y11 AND 2
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