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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
ILLINOISEASTERN DIVISION

HOSPIRA, INC.
Plaintiff, C.A. No. 1:16-cv-00651
C.A. No. 1:17-cv-07903
V. (Consolidated)
FRESENIUS KABI USA, LLC, Hon. Rebecca R. Pallmeyer
Defendant.

FRESENIUSKABI'SOPENING POST-TRIAL BRIEF
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