Case 2]17-cv-04273-JVS-JCG Document 31-1 Filed 10/10/17 Page 1 of 31 Page ID #:268

—_—

michael.bednarek@arlaw.com
ADAMS AND REESE LLP
20 F Street NW, Suite 500

Telephone: (202) 478-1216
Facsimile: (202) 478-1238

Ben M. Davidson (SBN 181464)
bdavidson@davidson-lawfirm.com
DAVIDSON LAW GrROUP, ALC
11377 West Olympic Boulevard
Los Angeles, California 90064
Telephone: (310) 473-2300
Facsimile: (310) 473-2941

O© 0 39 O »n K~ W N

p—
_ O

Counsel for Defendants
Everlight Electronics Co.
and Everlight Americas, Inc.

e =
N SN RN

DOCUMENT SECURITY
SYSTEMS, INC.,

_ =
O o0

Plaintiff,

NS R \O
_ O

VS.

NN
(VS \S)

LTD., AND EVERLIGHT
AMERICAS, INC,,

[\O TN\
(9, TN SN

Defendants.

[\OJE \
N O

Washington, District of Columbia 20001

EVERLIGHT ELECTRONICS CO.,

DOCKET

Michael Bednarek (admitted pro hac vice)
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