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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE 

  
UNIVERSAL SECURE REGISTRY, LLC, 
 

Plaintiff,  

v.  

APPLE INC., VISA INC., and VISA U.S.A., INC.,  
 

Defendants. 

 

 

 

    C. A. No. 17-585-JRB-SRF 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

  

 
DEFENDANTS’ REPLY BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF  

THEIR MOTION TO DISMISS PLAINTIFF’S COMPLAINT 
 

 
Fredrick L. Cottrell, III (#2555) 
Jason J. Rawnsley (#5379) 
RICHARDS LAYTON, & FINGER, P.A. 
920 North King Street 
Wilmington, DE 19801 
(302) 651-7700 
cottrell@rlf.com  
rawnsley@rlf.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendant Apple Inc. 
 
 
 

 
David E. Moore (#3983) 
Bindu Palapura (#5370) 
POTTER ANDERSON CORROON LLP 
1313 North Market Street 6th Floor 
Wilmington, DE 19801 
(302) 984-6147 
dmoore@potteranderson.com 
bpalapura@potteranderson.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendants Visa Inc. and 
Visa U.S.A., Inc. 
 
 
 

   
 

 

 

Dated: October 20, 2017
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