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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

INTERNATIONAL E—Z UP, INC., a
California corporation; and

JAMES P. LYNCH, an individual, and
K.D. KANOPY, INC, a Colorado
corporation,
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INC. a California 00 oration;
CANQPIESBY FRE , a Washin ton
propnetorahip; RAGE PERFO ‘ CE,
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CANOPIES, an Alabama 1'0 netorsh1p;
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