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Telephone: (415) 576-0200 
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Direct: (858) 350- 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SOUTHERN DIVISION 
 
 
CARAVAN CANOPY INT’L, 
INC., a California Corporation, 
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v. 
 
WALMART INC., a Delaware 
Corporation; and DOES 1 through 
10, inclusive, 
 

Defendants. 
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