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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

MOBILEMEDIA IDEAS, LLC,
Plaintiff,

Civil Action No. 10-258-SLR-MPT

V.

APPLE INC,,

Defendant.

OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF APPLE INC.”S RENEWED MOTION FOR
JUDGMENT AS A MATTER OF LAW AND MOTION FOR A NEW TRIAL

Richard K. Herrmann (# 405)
Mary B. Matterer (# 2696)
MORRIS JAMES LLP

500 Delaware Avenue, Suite 1500
Wilmington, Delaware 19801-1494
(302) 888-6800
rherrmann@morrisjames.com
mmatterer@morrisjames.com

O’MELVENY & MYERS LLP
George A. Riley

Luann L. Simmons

Two Embarcadero Center, 28th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111-3823

(415) 984-8700

griley@omm.com
Isimmons@omm.com

Attorneys for Defendant Apple Inc.

Dated: January 28, 2013
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