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

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, WESTERN DIVISION 

 
DOCUMENT SECURITY 
SYSTEMS, INC., 
 

Plaintiff, 
 

vs. 
 
EVERLIGHT ELECTRONICS CO., 
LTD., AND EVERLIGHT 
AMERICAS, INC.,  
 

Defendants. 
 

Case No.: 2:17-cv-04273-JVS-JCG 
 
DEFENDANTS’ MEMORANDUM OF 
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS 
 
[Filed concurrently with Notice Motion to 
Dismiss, Request for Judicial Notice, 
Declaration of Ben M. Davidson in 
Support, and [Proposed] Order] 
 
Hon. James V. Selna  
 
Date:   November 13, 2017 
Time:   1:30 pm 
Courtroom: 10C 
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