
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

 

 

BELL NORTHERN RESEARCH, LLC, 

  Plaintiff, 

 v. 

HMD AMERICA, INC., HMD GLOBAL OY, 
SHENZHEN CHIINO-E COMMUNICATION 
CO. LTD., HON HAI PRECISION 
INDUSTRY CO., LTD, TINNO MOBILE 
TECHNOLOGY CORP., SHENZHEN TINNO 
MOBILE CO., LTD., TINNO USA, INC., 
UNISOC TECHNOLOGIES CO. LTD., 
SPREADTRUM COMMUNICATIONS USA, 
INC., WINGTECH TECHNOLOGY CO. LTD., 
WINGTECH INTERNATIONAL, INC., 
HUAQIN CO. LTD., BEST BUY CO., INC., 
BEST BUY STORES L.P., TARGET CORP., 
WALMART INC., 

  Defendants. 

  

 

Case No.  1:22-CV-22706-RNS 
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MOTION TO DISMISS FOR LACK OF PERSONAL JURISDICTION AND  
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