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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
Miami Division
Case Number: 1:14-cv-20529-PAS

CAPELLA PHOTONICS, INC.,
Plaintiff,

Vs JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

CISCO SYSTEMS, INC,,

Defendant.

DEFENDANT’S MOTION AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO
TRANSFER VENUE PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a)
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