
 
 

 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

CASE NO: 9:19-cv-81160-RS 
 

APPLE INC., 
 
 Plaintiff, 
v. 
 
CORELLIUM, LLC, 

Defendant. 
 

__________________________________/  

 

DEFENDANT CORELLIUM, LLC’S MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF APPLE INC.’S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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