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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
HOUSTON DIVISION

WESTERNGECO L.L.C.,
Plaintiff,
V. Civil Action No. 4:13 cv 02725

PETROLEUM GEO-SERVICES, INC., and
PGS GEOPHYSICAL AS,

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

e e e e e e e e

Defendants.

GEO'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
AGAINST WESTERN'S ATTEMPTED DOUBLE RECOVERY

Of Counsel: David Beck
Attorney-in-Charge
Morgan Chu State Bar No. 00000070

Federal Bar No. 919
dbeck@beckredden.com

Benjamin Hattenbach
Ellisen Turner

Arka Chatterjee
Dominik Slusarczyk
IRELL & MANELLA LLP
1800 Avenue of the Stars

Michael E. Richardson
State Bar No. 24002838
Federal Bar No. 23630

Suite 900

Los Angeles, CA 90067
Tel.: 310-277-1010
Fax: 310-203-7199

Dated: July 15, 2014
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mrichardson@beckredden.com
BECK REDDEN LLP
1221 McKinney
Suite 4500
Houston, TX 77010
Tel.: 713-951-3700
Fax: 713-951-3720

Attorneys for Defendants
Petroleum Geo-Services, Inc. and PGS
Geophysical AS
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