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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA

QXMeédical, LLC,

Plaintiff and Case No. 17-cv-01969-PJS-TNL
Counterclaim-Defendant,
DEFENDANTS’ MEMORANDUM

V- IN OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF’S
Vascular Solutions LLC, Teleflex SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
Innovations S.a.r.l., and Arrow AND IN SUPPORT OF
International, Inc., DEFENDANTS’ SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION

Defendants and
Counterclaim-Plaintiffs.
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