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fg<:18 Apple Inc., v. Samsung Elecs. Co., No. 11-CV-01846-LHK, 2012 WL 3627731 (N.D. Cal.

Aug.2012) -

" & 5 1Y F B E " "Design Patent Infringement - How Close Is Too Close?", by Christopher V. Carani,
Esq, September 7th, 2012 - .



