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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN JOSE DIVISION

APPLE INC., aCadlifornia corporation,
Plaintiff,
V.

SAMSUNG ELECTRONICSCO,,LTD., a
Korean business entity; SAMSUNG
ELECTRONICS AMERICA, INC., aNew York
corporation; SAMSUNG
TELECOMMUNICATIONS AMERICA, LLC, a
Delaware limited liability company,

Defendants.
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Pursuant to Local Rule 7-3(d)(2), Apple submits the following attached opinion published
by the Federal Circuit on November 13, 2012 after the reply brief submitted in this case:
Edwards Lifesciences AG v. Corevalve, Inc., No. 2011-1215, -1257, dlip op. (Fed. Cir. Nov. 13,
2012). The opinionisrelevant to Apple s outstanding motion for a permanent injunction (Dkt.
No. 1982) and Samsung’'s motion under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 50 (Dkt. No. 1990).
Among other things, it addresses the standard for review of a damages verdict, see dlip op. at 16,
and the circumstances under which a permanent injunction should issue following ajury verdict,

seedip op. at 16-19.

Dated: November 13, 2012 MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP

By: /s/ Michael A. Jacobs
Michael A. Jacobs

Attorney for Plaintiff
APPLE INC.
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