
   

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE 

WESTERN DIVISION 
 

B.E. TECHNOLOGY, L.L.C., 
 
   Plaintiff, 
  v. 
 
APPLE INC., 
 
   Defendant. 

Civil Action No. 2:12-cv-02831 – JPM – tmp 

APPLE’S MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO  
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO DISMISS UNDER FED. R. CIV. P. 12(b)(6) AND  

MOTION TO STRIKE UNDER FED. R. CIV. P. 12(f) 
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