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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN JOSE DIVISION 

LIFESCAN, INC. and LIFESCAN 
SCOTLAND, LTD, 

 Plaintiffs, 
            v. 

SHASTA TECHNOLOGIES, LLC, 
INSTACARE CORP., PHARMATECH 
SOLUTIONS, INC. and CONDUCTIVE 
TECHNOLOGIES, INC, 

 Defendants. 
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