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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA - WESTERN DIVISION

Case No: 04-CV-08400 ODW (RZx)*
Case No: 04-CV-08776 ODW (RZx)*

Hon. Otis D. Wright II, U.S.D.J.
Hon. Ralph Zarefsky, U.S.M.J.

PLAINTIFF’S OPPOSITION TO DC
COMICS’ MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT IN THE
SIEGEL SUPERMAN AND
SUPERBOY CASES

Declaration of Keith Adams and
Statement of Genuine Issues of Fact and
Law filed concurrently

Date:  March 25, 2013*
Time: 1:30r%).m.§<

Place: Courtroom 11*

*: The Court has stated that it will take
the motion(s) under submission and hold
a hearing it necessary. Dkt. 707. Docket
812;[?188118 herein are to Case No. 04-CV-
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