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Defendant

Optima Technology Corporation
TERMINATED 08/18/2008

Defendant

Robert Adams
TERMINATED 04/09/2008

Defendant
Jed Margolin

Defendant

Optima Technology Corporation
TERMINATED: 08/18/2008

represented by

represented by

represented by
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Tucson, AZ 85701-1612
520-882-1239

Fax: 520-884-1294

Email: rbernheim@swlaw.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jeanna Chandler Nash
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008

Edward Moomjian , IT
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008

Jeanna Chandler Nash
(See above for address)
TERMINATED. 03/03/2008

Jeffrey Lynn Willis
(See above for address)

Robert Alan Bernheim
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Edward Moomjian , Il

(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jeanna Chandler Nash

(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jeffrey Lynn Willis
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Robert Alan Bernheim
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
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ThirdParty Defendant

Joachim L Naimer

ThirdParty Delendant

Unknown Naimer
Named as Jane Doe Naimer

ThirdPartv Defendant
Frank E Hummel

ThirdParty Defendant

Unknown Hummel
Named as Jane Doe Hummel

ThirdParty Plaintiff

Optima Technology Group represented by Edward Moomjian , IT
Incorporated (See above for address)
TERMINATED. 03/03/2008

Jeanna Chandler Nash
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008

Cross Claimant

Optima Technology Group represented by Edward Moomyjian , IT
Incorporated (See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008

Jeanna Chandler Nash
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008

V.

Cross Defendant

Optima Technology Corporation represented by Jeanna Chandler Nash
TERMINATED: 07/07/2008 (See above for address)

TERMINATED: 03/03/2008

Counter Claimant

Optima Technology Group represented by Edward Moomjian , Il
Incorporated (See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008

Jeanna Chandler Nash

(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
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V.
Counter Defendant

Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation

Counter Claimant

Optima Technology Group
Incorporated

Counter Claimant
Jed Margolin

. Page 5 of 13

represented by Allan Andrew Kassenoff

represented by

represented by

(See above for address)
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Paul J Sutton

(See above for address)

LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Scott Joseph Bornstein ,

(See above for address)

LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

E Jeffrey Walsh
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Edward Moomjian , II

(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jeanna Chandler Nash

(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jeffrey Lynn Willis
(See above for address)

Robert Alan Bernheim

(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Edward Moomjian , IT

(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jeanna Chandler Nash
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008
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V.

Counter Defendant
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ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jeffrey Lynn Willis
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Robert Alan Bernheim
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Optima Technology Corporation represented by Jeanna Chandler Nash

(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008

Date Filed

Docket Text

11/09/2007

SEALED COMPLAINT. Filing fee received: $ 350.00, receipt number
1549612, filed by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit Part 1 of 2# 2 Exhibit Part 2 of 2# 3 Summons OTC# 4 Summons
OTG# 5 Summons JA# 6 Summons RA# 7 Civil Cover Sheet)(Walsh, E)
Modified on 1/25/2008 (DNO, SEALED PER ORDER 39) Modified on
2/15/2008 (APJ, ). (Entered: 11/09/2007)

11/09/2007

This case has been assigned to the Honorable Raner C. Collins. All future
pleadings or documents should bear the correct case number: CIV-07-588-
TUC-RCC. (GPA, ) (Entered: 11/15/2007)

11/15/2007

N

Summons Issued as to Optima Technology Corporation. (GPA, ). ***
IMPORTANT: You must select "Document and stamps” or "Document and
comments" on the print screen in order for the court seal to appear on the
summons you print. (Entered: 11/15/2007)

11/15/2007

o

Summons Issued as to Optima Technology Group, Inc.. (GPA, ). ***
IMPORTANT: You must select "Document and stamps” or "Document and
comments" on the print screen in order for the court seal to appear on the
summons you print. (Entered: 11/15/2007)

11/15/2007

[E=N

Summons Issued as to Jed Margolin. (GPA, ). *** IMPORTANT: You must
select "Document and stamps” or "Document and comments" on the print
screen in order for the court seal to appear on the summons you print,
(Entered: 11/15/2007)

11/15/2007

o

Summons Issued as to Robert Adams. (GPA, ). *** IMPORTANT: You must
select "Document and stamps" or "Document and comments" on the print
screen in order for the court seal to appear on the summons you print.
(Entered: 11/15/2007)

11/15/2007

1N

Notice re electronically sending a magistrate election form to filer by
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Universal Avionics Systems Corporation (GPA, ) (Entered: 11/1 3/2007)

12/17/2007

|~

—

Quarterly MOTION for Extension of Time To Answer based on Stipulation
by Optima Technology Corporation, Robert Adams, Jed Margolin.
(Attachments: # 1 Supplement Stipulation, # 2 Text of Proposed Order Order)
(Chandler, Jeanna) (Entered: 12/17/2007)

12/19/2007

(=]

ORDER granting 7 Motion for Extension of Time. Dfts have up to 1/7/08 to
serve/file their answer. Signed by Judge Raner C Collins on 12/1 8/07.(SSU, )
(Entered: 12/19/2007)

01/04/2008

O

MOTION for Admission Pro Hac Vice as to attorney Scott J Bornstein on
behalf of Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (BAS, ) (Entered:
01/04/2008)

01/04/2008

MOTION for Admission Pro Hac Vice as to attorney Paul J Sutton on behalf
of Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (BAS, ) (Entered: 01/04/2008)

01/04/2008

MOTION for Admission Pro Hac Vice as to attorney Allan A Kassenoff on
behalf of Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (BAS, ) (Entered:
01/04/2008)

01/04/2008

PRO HAC VICE FEE PAID. § 100, receipt number PHX066316 as to Scott J
Bormnstein. (BAS, ) (Entered: 01/04/2008)

01/04/2008

PRO HAC VICE FEE PAID. $ 100, receipt number PHX066315 as to Pau] J
Sutton. (BAS, ) (Entered: 01/04/2008)

01/04/2008

PRO HAC VICE FEE PAID. $ 100, receipt number PHX066314 as to Allan
A Kassenoff. (BAS, ) (Entered: 01/04/2008)

01/04/2008

12

ORDER pursuant to General Order 05-25 granting 9 Motion for Admission
Pro Hac Vice; granting 10 Motion for Admission Pro Hac Vice: granting 11
Motion for Admission Pro Hac Vice.Per the Court's Administrative Policies
and Procedures Manual, applicant has five (5) days in which to register as a
user of the Electronic Filing System. Registration to be accomplished via the
court’s website at www.azd.uscourts.gov. (BAS, )(This is a TEXT ENTRY
ONLY. There is no.pdf document associated with this entry.) (Entered:
01/04/2008)

01/07/2008

MOTION to Dismiss Case by Optima Technology Group, Inc., Robert
Adams. (Chandler, Jeanna) Modified on 1/9/2008 (SSU, DOCUMENT
FILED WITH INCORRECT CASE NUMBER AND DOCUMENT NOT IN
COMPLIANCE WITH LRCiv 7.1(c). ATTORNEY NOTICED). (Entered:
01/07/2008)

01/07/2008

SEALED LODGED Proposed Memorandum in Support of Motion to Dismiss
Adams/Optima re: 14 MOTION to Seal Document re Memorandum in
Support of Adams/Optima Motion to Dismiss. Document to be filed by Clerk
if Motion to Seal is granted. Filed by Optima Technology Group, Inc., Robert
Adams. (Chandler, Jeanna) (Entered: 01/07/2008)

01/07/2008

MOTION to Dismiss Case for Lack of Jurisdiction by Robert Adams,
(Chandler, Jeanna) Modified on 1/9/2008 (SSU, DOCUMENT FILED WITH

505
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INCORRECT CASE NUMBER AND DOCUMENT NOT IN
COMPLIANCE WITH LRCiv 7.1(c). ATTORNEY NOTICED). (Entered:
01/07/2008)

Page8of 1§

01/07/2008

SEALED LODGED Proposed Memorandum in Support of Adams Motion to
Dismiss for Lack of Personal Jurisdiction re: 18 MOTION to Seal Document
re Memorandum in Support of Motion To Dismiss. Document to be filed by
Clerk if Motion to Seal is granted. Filed by Robert Adams. (Chandler,
Jeanna) (Entered: 01/07/2008)

01/07/2008

MOTION to Dismiss Case for Lack of Jurisdiction by Jed Margolin.
(Chandler, Jeanna) Modified on 1/9/2008 (SSU, DOCUMENT FILED WITH
INCORRECT CASE NUMBER AND DOCUMENT NOT IN
COMPLIANCE WITH LRCiv 7.1(c). ATTORNEY NOTICED). (Entered:
01/07/2008) :

01/07/2008

SEALED LODGED Proposed Memorandum in Support of Margolins Motion
to Dismiss re: 22 MOTION to Seal Document re Memorandum in Support of
Margolins Motion to Dismiss. Document to be filed by Clerk if Motion to
Seal is granted. Filed by Jed Margolin. (Chandler, Jeanna) (Entered:
01/07/2008)

01/07/2008

ANSWER to 1 Complaint, with Jury Demand by Optima Technology Group,
Inc..(Chandler, Jeanna) Modified on 1/9/2008 (SSU, DOCUMENT FILED
WITH INCORRECT CASE NUMBER AND DOCUMENT NOT IN
COMPLIANCE WITH LRCiv 7.1(c). ATTORNEY NOTICED). (Entered:
01/07/2008)

01/07/2008

Corporate Disclosure Statement by Optima Technology Group, Inc.
(Chandler, Jeanna) TEXT Modified on 1/8/2008 (SSU, DOCUMENT FILED
WITH INCORRECT CASE NUMBER). (Entered: 01/07/2008)

01/08/2008

MOTION for Leave to File Excess Pages by Optima Technology Group, Inc.,
Robert Adams. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Proposed Order)
(Chandler, Jeanna) Modified on 1/9/2008 (SSU, DOCUMENT FILED WITH
INCORRECT CASE NUMBER AND DOCUMENT NOT IN
COMPLIANCE WITH LRCiv 7.1(c). ATTORNEY NOTICED). (Entered:
01/08/2008)

01/08/2008

ORDER granting 14 Motion to Seal Document ; granting 18 Motion to Sea]
Document ; granting 22 Motion to Seal Document. Signed by Judge Raner C
Collins on 1/8/08.(SGG, ) (Entered: 01/09/2008)

01/08/2008

Sealed Document: Memorandum Per Order 31 filed by Optima Technology
Group, Inc., Robert Adams. (SGG, ) (Entered: 01/09/2008)

01/08/2008

Sealed Document: Memorandum Per Order 31 filed by Robert Adams.
(SGG, ) (Entered: 01/09/2008)

01/08/2008

Sealed Document: Memorandum Per Order 31 filed by Jed Margolin, (SGG,)
(Entered: 01/09/2008)

01/09/2008

ORDER granting 29 Motion for Leave to File Excess Pages. Signed by Judge
Raner C Collins on 1/9/08.(SSU, ) (Entered: 01/09/2008)

506
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01/22/2008 36 | First MOTION for Extension of Time Extension of Deadline under Ryle 14
(AX1) Unopposed by Optima Technology Group, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Moomjian, Edward) DOCUMENT NOT IN
COMPLIANCE WITH LRCiv7.1(c). ATTORNEY NOTICED. Modified op
1/24/2008 (SSU, ). (Entered: 01/22/2008)

01/23/2008 37 | ORDER granting 36 Motion for Extension of Time. Deadline for filing thjrd_—
party claims as a right is extended until and including 1/24/08. Signed by
Judge Raner C Collins on 1/22/08.(SSU, ) (Entered: 01/23/2008)

01/24/2008 38 | AMENDED ANSWER to COMPLAINT, THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT
against JOACHIM L. NAIMER, JANE DOE NAIMER, FRANK E.
HUMMEL, JANE DOE HUMMEL, CROSSCLAIM against Optima
Technology Corporation, COUNTERCLAIM against Universal Avionics
Systems Corporation by Optima Technology Group, Inc.. (Moomjian,
Edward) DOCUMENT FILED WITH INCORRECT CASE NUMBER.
TEXT Modified on 1/25/2008 (SSU, ). (Entered: 01/24/2008)

—_—

0172472008 39 |SEALED ORDER granting 35 Motion to Seal Document ; denying 25
Motion to Seal Document. Signed by Judge Raner C Collins on 01/23/08.

(DNO, ) (Entered: 01/25/2008)

01/30/2008 40 [ Notice re Summons by Optima Technology Group, Inc. (Attachments: # |
Summons)(Moomyjian, Edward) (Entered: 01/30/2008)

01/30/2008 41 | Summons Issued as to Optima Technology Group, Inc., Optima Technology
Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Summons)(BIW, ). *** IMPORTANT: You
must select "Document and stamps” or "Document and comments" on the
print screen in order for the court seal to appear on the summons Yyou print.
(Entered: 01/30/2008)

02/06/2008 42 | Notice re Summons to Frank E. Hummel by Optima Technology Group, Inc.
(Attachments: # 1 Summons Jane Doe Hummel. # 2 Summons Joachim L.
Naimer, # 3 Summons Jane Doe Naimer)(Chandler, Jeanna) (Entered:
02/06/2008)

02/06/2008 43 | Summons Issued as to Joachim L Naimer, Jane Doe Naimer, Frank E
Hummel, Jane Doe Hummel. (Attachments: # 1 Summons, # 2 Summons, #3
Summons)(BJW, ). *** IMPORTANT: You must select "Document and
stamps" or "Document and comments” on the print screen in order for the
court seal to appear on the summons you print. (Entered: 02/06/2008)

02/11/2008 48 | SEALED MOTION to Seal Document by Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation. (DNO, ) (Entered: 02/15/2008)

02/13/2008 44 | AFFIDAVIT of Phyllis Callahan re Affidavit of Process Server as to Service
Upon Reza Zandian (Statutory Agent) for Optima Technology Corporation by
Cross Claimant Optima Technology Group, Inc.. (Chandler, Jeanna) (Entered:
02/13/2008)

02/13/2008 45 | MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer re Counterclaims and Third-
Party Claims by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (Attachments: # 1
Supplement Stipulation re Enlargement of Time for Plaintiff
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Counterdefendant and Third-Party Defendants to Answer or Otherwise
Respond to Counterclaims and Third-Party Claims, # 2 Text of Proposed
Order Order Enlarging Time)(Walsh, E) (Entered: 02/13/2008)
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02/13/2008

Corporate Disclosure Statement by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation.
(Walsh, E) (Entered: 02/13/2008)

02/14/2008

ORDER granting 45 Motion for Extension of Time to Answer. Joachim [,
Naimer answer due 4/14/2008; Jane Doe Naimer answer due 4/14/2008:
Frank E Hummel answer due 4/14/2008; Jane Doe Hummel answer dye
4/14/2008; Universal Avionics Systems Corporation answer due 3/18/2008.
Signed by Judge Raner C Collins on 2/14/08.(SSU, ) (Entered: 02/14/2008)

02/15/2008

SUMMONS Returned Executed by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation,
Jed Margolin served on 11/26/2007. (Walsh, E) (Entered: 02/1 5/2008)

02/15/2008

SUMMONS Returned Executed by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation.
Optima Technology Corporation served on 11/28/2007. (Walsh, E) (Entered:
02/15/2008)

02/15/2008

SEALED ORDER granting 48 Motion to Seal Document. Signed by Judge
Raner C Collins on 02/15/08.(SGG, ) (Entered: 02/20/2008)

02/15/2008

SEALED RESPONSE to Motion re 13 MOTION to Dismiss Case filed by
Universal Avionics Systems Corporation., Sealed per Order 51 . (SGG, )
(Entered: 02/20/2008)

02/15/2008

SEALED RESPONSE to Motion re 17 MOTION to Dismiss Case for Lack of
Jurisdiction filed by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. Sealed per
Order 51 . (SGG, ) (Entered: 02/20/2008)

02/15/2008

12
N

SEALED RESPONSE to Motion re 21 MOTION to Dismiss Case for Lack of
Jurisdiction filed by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. Sealed per
Order 51 . (SGG, ) (Entered: 02/20/2008)

02/15/2008

()
[, ]

SEALED MOTION to Expedite Discovery by Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation. Sealed per Order 51 . (SGG, ) (Entered: 02/20/2008)

02/15/2008

&

Sealed Document: Memorandum and Support of 55 filed by Universa]
Avionics Systems Corporation. Sealed per Order 51 . (SGG, ) (Entered:
02/20/2008)

02/15/2008

IU'\
~)

Sealed Document: Declaration filed by Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation. Sealed per Order 51 (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit, # 2 Exhibit, # 3
Exhibit)(SGG, ) (Entered: 02/20/2008)

02/15/2008

Sealed Documeént: Declaration filed by Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation. Sealed per Order 51 . (SGG, ) (Entered: 02/20/2008)

02/28/2008

MOTION to Expedite Motion for Extension of Time by Optima Technology
Group, Inc., Robert Adams, Jed Margolin. (Moomjian, Edward) (Entered:
02/28/2008)

02/28/2008

Lttt anf nmd pnnmsirta ~asilam hia MIAD wt 1900V TIKINKTOLNTIA T AT NI

MOTION for Extension of Time Extension of Time Motion for Extension of
Time to Submit Replies by Optima Technology Group, Inc., Robert Adams,

SUN AN
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Jed Margolin. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Moomjian,
Edward) (Entered: 02/28/2008)
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02/28/2008

ORDER granting 59 Motion to Expedite.; granting 60 Motion for Extension
of Time. Dfts have 30 days up to and including 3/31/08 to file their replies in
support of Motions to Dismiss and Response/Opposition to the Motion for
Expedited Discovery. Signed by Judge Raner C Collins on 2/28/08.(SSU, )
(Entered: 02/28/2008)

02/28/2008

MEMORANDUM re: In Opposition to Motion for Extension of Time by
Plaintiff Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (Walsh, E) (Entered:
02/28/2008)

03/03/2008

SEALED ORDER granting 63 Motion to Withdraw. Signed by Judge Raner
C Collins on 02/28/08.(DNO, ) (Entered: 03/05/2008)

03/18/2008

ANSWER to 38 Amended Answer to Complaint, Third Party Complaint,
Crossclaim, Counterclaim,,,, by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation.
(Walsh, E) (Entered: 03/18/2008)

04/01/2008

NOTICE of Appearance by Jeffrey Lynn Willis on behalf of Optima
Technology Group, Inc., Robert Adams, Jed Margolin (Willis, Jeffrey)
(Entered: 04/01/2008) '

04/01/2008

STIPULATION for 72-Hour Extension of Time to File Replies in Support of
Motions to Dismiss and Response to Plaintiff’s Motion for Expedited
Discovery (Second Request) by Optima Technology Group, Inc., Robert
Adams, Jed Margolin. (Attachments: # ] Text of Proposed Order)(Willis,
Jeffrey) (Entered: 04/01/2008)

04/01/2008

ORDER re 67 STIPULATION for 72-Hour Extension of Time to File Replies
in Support of Motions to Dismiss and Response to Plaintiff's Motion for
Expedited Discovery, due 4/3/08. Signed by Judge Raner C Collins on 4/1/08.
(KMF, ) (Entered: 04/01/2008)

04/02/2008

NOTICE of Appearance by Jeffrey Lynn Willis on behalf of Optima
Technology Group, Inc., Robert Adams, Jed Margolin (Willis, Jeffrey)
(Entered: 04/02/2008)

04/02/2008

APPLICATION for Entry of Default by Defendants Optima Technology
Group, Inc., against Optima Technology Corporation, Inc.. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order Proposed Entry of Default)(Willis, Jeffrey) Modified
on 4/2/2008 to correct applicant (BJW, ). (Entered: 04/02/2008)

04/03/2008

REPLY in Support re 21 MOTION to Dismiss Case for Lack of Jurisdiction
and Request for Stay of Proceedings on Motion to Dismiss filed by Optima
Technology Group, Inc., Robert Adams, Jed Margolin. (Willis, Jeffrey)
(Entered: 04/03/2008)

04/03/2008

REPLY in Support re 13 MOTION to Dismiss Case filed by Optima
Technology Group, Inc., Robert Adams, Jed Margolin. (Willis, J effrey)
(Entered: 04/03/2008)

04/03/2008

httme-lonf and vernnrte aasr/ams hisn MDD wmt wI20QITICAINATOLNIE T ALY N

RESPONSE to Motion re 55 MOTION to Expedite Discovery filed by

A IAAe .
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Optima Technology Group, Inc., Robert Adams, Jed Margelin. (Willis,
Jeffrey) (Entered: 04/03/2008)

04/07/2008

~J
E-N

Clerk's ENTRY OF DEFAULT as to Optima Technology Corporation
(PAB, ) (Entered: 04/07/2008)

04/09/2008

I

ORDER granting 13 Motion to Dismiss Case and as amended by 72 Reply:
Counts 3, 6, 7 of Plaintiff's Complaint are dismissed without prejudice to
Plaintiff refiling thises claims in state court. Counts 2-4 and 7-12 of
Defendants' state law counterclaims. cross-claims and third-party claims are
dismissed without prejudice. Ordered denying as moot 17 Motion to Dismiss
Case for Lack of Jurisdiction; dft Adams is dismissed. Ordered denying 21
Motion to Dismiss Case for Lack of Jurisdiction and 71 Request for a Stay of
Proceedings. Signed by Judge Raner C Collins on 4/9/08.(SSU. ) (Entered:
04/09/2008)

04/10/2008

APPLICATION for Entry of Default by Defendant Optima Technology
Group, Inc. against Optima Technology Corporation. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit B, # 3 Text of Proposed Order)(Willis, Jeffrey)
(Entered: 04/10/2008)

04/14/2008

Clerk's ENTRY OF DEFAULT as to Optima Technology Corporation,
(SSU, ) (Entered: 04/14/2008)

04/29/2008

STIPULATION by Optima Technology Group. Inc., Optima Technology
Corporation, Universal Avionics Systems Corporation, Robert Adams, Jed
Margolin. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order)(Walsh, E)
(Entered: 04/29/2008)

05/06/2008

ORDER denying 55 Motion to Expedite, pursuant to Stipulation 78 . Pla
Universal Avienics Systems Corporation may file an amended complaint to
reflect the effect of this Court's 4/9/08 Order on or before 5/9/08. Dits Optima
Technology Group and Jed Margolin will respond to the amended complaint
within ten days of service. Universal will file a reply to any counterclaims
within ten days after being served with such counterclaims. Any and a]]
responsive pleadings that were or may have been due before the date of this
Order are vacated in favor of the schedule set forth herein. Signed by Judge
Raner C Collins on 4/29/08.(JEMB, ) (Entered: 05/06/2008)

05/13/2008

**PHRASE "OR PATENT TROLL" PG1 LINE 24, & PARAGRAPHS 37-
43 STRIKEN PER ORDER 101 **Sealed Document: FIRST AMENDED
COMPLAINT filed by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (JEMB,)
Modified on 7/7/2008 (JEMB,TO REFLECT STRICKEN SECTIONS).
(Entered: 05/16/2008)

05/14/2008

ORDER granting 80 Motion to Seal Document. Signed by Judge Raner C
Collins on 5/14/08.(JEMB, ) (Entered: 05/16/2008)

05/16/2008

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation
(Walsh, E) (Entered: 05/16/2008)

05/20/2008

Sealed MOTION to Seal Document re Motion to Unseal Chandler & Udall,
LLP'S Ex Parte Motion to Withdraw as Counsel by Universal Avionics

httrme-Honf and vieranirte anvtinal Min MIAR At I2QRITICINKTOLITA T ALY N1 A A+
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Systems Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Walsh, E)
Modified on 5/21/2008 to seal document(PAB, ). (Entered: 05/20/2008)

05/20/2008

SEALED LODGED Proposed Motion to Unseal Chandier & Udall, 1T P's Ex
Parte Motion to Withdraw as Counsel re: 84 MOTION to Seal Documentre =
Motion to Unseal Chandler & Udall, LLP'S Ex Parte Motion to Withdraw-as -
Counsel. Document to be filed by Clerk if Motion to Seal is granted. Filed by
Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (Walsh, E) (Entered: 05/20/ 2008)

05/20/2008

SEALED LODGED Proposed Declaration of Allan A. Kassenoff in Support
of Plaintiff Universal Avionics Systems Corportation's Motion to Unseal]
Chandler & Udall, LLP's Ex Parte Motion to Withdraw as Counsel re: 84
MOTION to Seal Document re Motion to Unseal Chandler & Udall, L1 P'S
Ex Parte Motion to Withdraw as Counsel. Document to be filed by Clerk if
Motion to Seal is granted. Filed by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit)(Walsh, E) (Entered: 05/20/2008)

05/21/2008

ORDER granting 84 Motion to Seal Document. Signed by Judge Raner C
Collins on 5/20/08.(JEMB, ) (Entered: 05/22/2008)

05/21/2008

MOTION to Unseal Document re Chandler & Udall, LLP's Ex Parte Motion
to Withdraw as Counsel by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation.
(JEMB, ) (Entered: 05/22/2008)

05/21/2008

Sealed Document: Declaration filed by Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation. (Attachments: # ] Exhibit)(JEMB, ) (Entered: 05/22/2008)

05/22/2008

MOTION to Strike Allegations From Amended Complaint by Optima
Technology Group, Inc., Jed Margolin. (Bernheim, Robert) (Entered:
05/22/2008)

05/22/2008

Additional Attachments to Main Document re 87 MOTION to Strike
Allegations From Amended Complaint Proposed Order Granting Defendants’
Motion to Strike Allegations from Amended Complaint by Defendants Optima
Technology Group, Inc., Jed Margolin. (Bernheim, Robert) (Entered:
05/22/2008)

05/29/2008

RESPONSE in Opposition re 90 MOTION to Unseal Document re Chandler
& Udall, LLP's Ex Parte Motion to Withdraw as Counsel filed by Optima
Technology Group, Inc., Jed Margolin. (Bernheim, Robert) (Entered:
05/29/2008)

06/04/2008

RESPONSE in Opposition re 87 MOTION to Strike Allegations From
Amended Complaint filed by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation.
(Walsh, E) (Entered: 06/04/2008)

06/05/2008

REPLY in Support re 90 MOTION to Unseal Document re Chandler & Udall,
LLP's Ex Parte Motion to Withdraw as Counsel filed by Universal Avionics
Systems Corporation. (Walsh, E) (Entered: 06/05/2008)

06/09/2008

SEALED ORDER denying 90 Motion to Unseal Document. Signed by Judge
Raner C Collins on 6/9/08.(JEMB, ) (Entered: 06/12/2008)

06/11/2008
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Notice re Joint Rule 26(f) Report and Respective Case Management Plans by
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Optima Technology Group, Inc., Universal Avionics Systems Corporation
(Willis, Jeffrey) (Entered: 06/11/2008)

06/18/2008

REPLY to Response to Motion re 87 MOTION to Strike Allegations From
Amended Complaint filed by Optima Technology Group, Inc., Jed Margolin,
(Bernheim, Robert) (Entered: 06/18/2008)

06/18/2008

MOTION for Default Judgment as to Cross-Defendants Optima Technology
Corp. (a CA corp.) and Optima Technology Corp.(a NV corp.) by Optima
Technology Group, [nc., Robert Adams, Jed Margolin. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order [Proposed) Form of Judgment)(Bernheim, Robert)
(Entered: 06/18/2008)

06/23/2008

RESPONSE in Opposition re 98 MOTION for Default Judgment as to Cross-
Defendants Optima Technology Corp. (a CA corp.) and Optima Technology
Corp.(aNV corp.) MOTION for Default Judgment as to Cross-Defendants
Optima Technology Corp. (a CA corp.) and Optima Technology Corp.(aNV
corp.) filed by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (Walsh, E) (Entered:
06/23/2008)

06/27/2008

—
[==d

Reply re 99 Response in Opposition to Motion, by Defendant Optima
Technology Group, Inc.. (Bernheim, Robert) (Entered: 06/27/2008)

07/07/2008

—
et

ORDER granting in part and denying in part 87 Motion to Strike, Plaintiff
may file an amended complaint by 7/15/08; granting 98 Motion for Default
Judgment against Cross-Dfts Optima Technology Corporation, a CA
Corporation, and Optima Technology Corporation, a NV Corporation.Signed
by Judge Raner C Collins on 7/2/08.(SSU, ) (Entered: 07/07/2008)

07/08/2008

REQUEST For Entry of Separate Judgment Under Rule 58(d) by Defendants
Optima Technology Group, Inc., Robert Adams, Jed Margolin. (Attachments:
# 1 Proposed Form of Judgment)(Bernheim, Robert) (Entered: 07/08/2008)

07/10/2008

Notice re of Service of Defendant Optima Technology Group, Inc.'s First Set
of Interrogatories to Plaintiff by Optima Technology Group, Inc. (Willis,
Jeffrey) (Entered: 07/10/2008)

07/15/2008

AMENDED COMPLAINT Second against Optima Technology Corporation,
Optima Technology Group, Inc., Jed Margolin;Jury Demand, filed by
Universal Avionics Systems Corporation.(Walsh, E) (Entered: 07/ 15/2008)

07/15/2008

—
n

AFFIDAVIT of Process Server Dean Nichols on Mercury Computer Systems,
Inc. by Plaintiff Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit Subpoena)(Walsh, E) (Entered: 07/15/2008)

07/15/2008

—
o
N

AFFIDAVIT of Process Server Ronald Bodtke for Service on Reza Zandian
by Plaintiff Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit Subpoena)(Walsh, E) (Entered: 07/15/2008)

07/15/2008

NOTICE of Deposition of Jed Margolin, filed by Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation. (Walsh, E) (Entered: 07/15/2008)

07/15/2008

NOTICE of Deposition of Robert Adams, filed by Universal Avionics
Systems Corporation. (Walsh, E) (Entered: 07/15/2008)
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Notice re Service of Plaintiff's First Set of Interrogatories to Defendant
Optima Technology Group, Inc. by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation
(Walsh, E) TEXT HAS BEEN MODIFED TO REFLECT CORRECT
DOCUMENT TITLE, PER ATTORNEY. Modified on 7/16/2008 (SSU, ).
(Entered: 07/15/2008)

07/16/2008

s
—
{e]

|

Notice re Service of Plaintiff's First Request for Production of Documents to
Defendant Optima Technology Group, Inc. by Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation (Walsh, E) (Entered:
07/16/2008)

07/18/2008

fa—
—
[—

NOTICE of Deposition of UAS, filed by Optima Technology Group, Inc..
(Willis, Jeffrey) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

07/18/2008

—
—
[\

NOTICE of Deposition of Joaquin Naimer, filed by Optima Technology
Group, Inc.. (Willis, Jeffrey) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

07/18/2008

—
—
|98 ]

NOTICE of Deposition of Don Berlin, filed by Optima Technology Group,
Inc.. (Willis, Jeffrey) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

07/18/2008

(—y
—
F-N

NOTICE of Deposition of Frank Hummel, filed by Optima Technology
Group, Inc.. (Willis, Jeffrey) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

07/21/2008

-
r—
[V}

MOTION for Reconsideration re Of the Court's Default Ruling Against
Optima Technology Corporation Filed July7, 2008 by Universal Avionics
Systems Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Mandel, Robert)
(Entered: 07/21/2008)

07/23/2008

—
—
N

MOTION for Hearing or Conference re: Rule 16 Conference by Optima
Technology Group, Inc., Jed Margolin. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit AH2
Exhibit B, # 3 Text of Proposed Order)(Willis, Jeffrey) (Entered: 07/23/2008)

07/25/2008

—
bt
~

APPLICATION for Entry of Default by Plaintiff Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation against Optima Technology Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Text
of Proposed Order Entry of Default)(Mandel, Robert) (Entered: 07/25/2008)

07/25/2008

—
-
o0

|

DECLARATION of Declaration of Allan A. Kassenoff in Support of
Plaintiff's Application for Entry of Default re 117 Application for Entry of
Default by Plaintiff Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (Attachments:
# 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit B)(Mandel, Robert) (Entered: 07/25/2008)

07/28/2008

p—t
—
\O

RESPONSE in Opposition re 116 MOTION for Hearing or Conference re:
Rule 16 Conference and Expedited Stay of Proceedings Pending Conference
filed by Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A, # 2 Exhibit B, # 3 Exhibit C)(Mandel, Robert) (Entered: 07/28/2008)

07/29/2008

—
]
L]

Clerk's ENTRY OF DEFAULT as to Optima Technology Corporation
(SSU, ) (Entered: 07/29/2008)

07/29/2008

—t
—
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ORDER granting in part and denying in part 116 Motion; Court will set
scheduling conference but will not grant a stay of the proceedings. Telephonic
Scheduling Conference set for 8/28/2008 10:00 AM before Judge Raner C
Collins' law clerk, Isaac Rothschild. Further ordered, parties file with the
Court a joint report reflecting the results of the conference by 8/25/08. Signed
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by Judge Raner C Collins on 7/29/08.(SSU, ) (Entered: 07/29/2008)
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07/29/2008

—
N
[\

|

Optima Technology Group and Jed Margolin's ANSWER to 104 Amended
Complaint and, COUNTERCLAIM against Optima Technology Corporation
by Optima Technology Group, Inc., Jed Margolin.(Bernheim, Robert)
(Entered: 07/29/2008)

07/31/2008

—
30
(%)

MOTION FOR DEFAULT JUDGMENT by Plaintiff Universal Avionics
Systems Corporation against Optima Technology Corporation. ( Mandel,
Robert) EVENT AND TEXT MODIFIED FROM Application for Default
Judgment TO Motion for Default Judgment. Modified on 8/5/2008 (SSU,).
(Entered: 07/31/2008)

08/06/2008

IS

Notice re Service of Requests for Production to Garmin International, Inc. by
Optima Technology Group, Inc., Jed Margolin (Bembheim, Robert) (Entered:
08/06/2008)

08/06/2008

—
[N
A\,

|

Notice re Answers to Universal Avionics Systems Corporation's First Set of
Interrogatories by Optima Technology Group, Inc. (Willis, Jeffrey) (Entered:
08/06/2008)

08/12/2008

bt
~D
N

Reply TO DEFENDANT OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC.S
COUNTERCLAIMS by Plaintiff Universal Avionics Systems Corporation.
(Mandel, Robert) (Entered: 08/12/2008)

08/13/2008

—
[\
~

|

Notice re SERVICE OF OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC.'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES by
Universal Avionics Systems Corporation (Mandel, Robert) (Entered:
08/13/2008)

08/18/2008

—
[N
[>-e]

|

Notice re Service of Responses to Universal Avionics Systems Corporation's
First Request for Production of Documents and Things by Optima
Technology Group, Inc., Jed Margolin (Bernheim, Robert) (Entered:
08/18/2008)

08/18/2008

—t
R~
\O

ORDER denying 115 Motion for Reconsideration ; granting 123 Motion for
Default Judgment. Signed by Judge Raner C Collins on 8/1 8/08.(CLJ,)
(Entered: 08/18/2008)

08/18/2008

—
<

DEFAULT JUDGMENT in favor of Universal Avionics Systems Corporation
against Optima Technology Corporation. Signed by Judge Raner C Collins on
8/18/08. (CLJ, ) (Entered: 08/18/2008)

08/18/2008

—
p—

ORDER that Final Judgment entered against Cross-Defendants Optima
Technology Corporation. ***See attached PDF for complete information** *
Signed by Judge Raner C Collins on 8/18/08. (CLJ, ) (Entered: 08/ 18/2008)

08/18/2008

~
K

ORDER that Final Judgment entered against Defendant Optima Technology
Corporation. ***See attached PDF for complete information***. Signed by
Judge Raner C Collins on 8/18/08. (CLJ, ) (Entered: 08/18/2008)

08/18/2008

Lttmrm-llonf and ssamnisete mavi/nmd him MIAD st K19007TIKINLTOLMEL T ACA 01

—
(9]
[9%)

|

CLERK'S JUDGMENT in favor of Universal Avionics Systems Corporation
against Optima Technology Corporation. Cross-defendant Optima
Technology Corporation has been terminated. Signed by Judge Raner C

AN~ As
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Collins on 8/18/08. (CLJ, ) (Entered: 08/18/2008)

08/18/2008

134

CLERK'S JUDGMENT in favor of Universal Avionics Systems Corporation
against Optima Technology Corporation. Defendant Optima Technology
Corporation has been terminated. Signed by Judge Raner C Collins on
8/18/08. (CLI, ) (Entered: 08/18/2008)

Page 17 of 18

08/25/2008

—
wn

|

NOTICE of Deposition of Optima Technology Group 30(b)(6), filed by
Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (Mandel, Robert) (Entered:
08/25/2008)

08/25/2008

—
(S}
N

REPORT of Joint Rule 26(f) Report and Respective Case Management Plans
by Defendants Optima Technology Group, Inc., Jed Margolin, Plaintiff
Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (Bernheim, Robert) (Entered:
08/25/2008)

08/26/2008

._.
~1

Notice re Notice of Service of Initial Disclosures by Universal Avionics
Systems Corporation (Mandel, Robert) (Entered: 08/26/2008)

(08/28/2008

—
[= =]

Notice re Service of Defendants' Rule 26(a)(1) Initial Disclosure Staternent by
Optima Technology Group, Inc., Jed Margolin (Benheim, Robert) (Entered:
08/28/2008)

08/28/2008

—
L
O

SCHEDULING ORDER: Discovery due by 9/12/2009. Dispositive motions
due by 11/12/2009. Proposed Pretrial Order due by 11/25/2009. Status Report
due by 1/5/2009. See attached PDF for additional information. Signed by
Judge Raner C Collins on 8/28/08. (SSU, ) (Entered: 08/28/2008)

09/05/2008

—
£
<

MOTION for Extension of Time To File Briefs by Optima Technology
Group, Inc., Jed Margolin. (Attachments: # ] Text of Proposed Order)
(Bemheim, Robert) (Entered: 09/05/2008)

09/08/2008

—
—

ORDER granting 140 Motion for Extension of Time. Dft's briefs re: prejudice
resulting from disputed patent prosecution exclusion be filed by 9/12/08, Dft's
briefs re: preliminary invalidity contentions be filed by 9/15/08 and Plaintiff's
brief re: case bifurcation be filed by 9/15/08. See attached PDF for additional
information. Signed by Judge Raner C Collins on 9/8/08.(SSU, ) (Entered:
09/08/2008)

09/15/2008

—
I
N

|

STIPULATION 1o Extend Deadlines to File Briefs by Optima Technology
Group, Inc., Jed Margolin, Universal Avionics Systems Corporation.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Bemheim, Robert) (Entered:
09/15/2008)

09/16/2008

—
o
L)

|

ORDER granting 142 Stipulation : dfts have until 9/19/08 to file their briefs
re: prejudice resulting from the disputed patent prosecution exclusion, 9/22/08
to file briefs re: preliminary invalidity contentions, Plaintiff have until
9/22/08 to file their brief re: case bifurcation. All parties have 10 days to file
responsive memorandum after the initial briefs are filed. Signed by ludge
Raner C Collins on 9/16/08. (SSU, ) (Entered: 09/16/2008)

09/19/2008

BRIEF Re Prejudice Caused by Universal's Proposed Restriction Against
Patent Prosecution by Defendants Optima Technology Group, Inc., Jed

Margolin. (Bemheim, Robert) (Entered: 09/19/2008)

hetwn-dlnnf anrd vicrmire rast/ens Rin MWDt w17V TIKANATORNITA T ALY N1
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09/22/2008

—
E=N
wn

|

. , Page 18 of 1§

STIPULATION to Extend Deadlines to File Briefs by Optima Technology
Group, Inc., Jed Margolin, Universal Avionics Systems Corporation.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Bernheim, Robert) (Entered:
09/22/2008)

09/23/2008

—
[oaY

ORDER granting 145 Stipulation : Dfts shall have up to and including
9/29/2008 to file their motion regarding preliminary invalidity contentions.
Pla shall have up to and including 9/29/2008 to file their motion regarding
case bifurcation and up to and including 10/10/2008 to file their brief
regarding disputed patent prosecution exclusion. The parties shall have ten
days after the filing of the motions to respond.. Signed by Judge Raner C
Collins on 9/22/08. (JKM, ) (Entered: 09/23/2008)

09/23/2008

147

STIPULATION of Dismissal with Prejudice by Optima Technology Group,
Inc., Jed Margolin, Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Bemheim, Robert) (Entered: 09/23/2008)

09/24/2008

ORDER granting 147 Stipulation of Dismissal :All claims and counterclaims
in this action are dismissed with prejudice and the Clerk shall CLOSE this
case. Each party shall be responsible for paying its own attorneys' fees and
costs incurred in this action.. Signed by Judge Raner C Collins on 9/23/08.
(JKM, ) (Entered: 09/24/2008)
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Matthew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

S

RICDLFILED

IPZC-5 P4 400

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
VS.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN

aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

Case No.: 090C00579 1B
Dept. No.: 1

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO
DISMISS

COMES NOW Plaintiff Jed Margolin and hereby files this opposition to Defendant

Reza Zandian’s (“Zandian™) motion to dismiss the amended complaint on a special appearance

and in the altemative for leave to amend the complaint. This opposition is based on the

following Memorandum of Points and Authorities and all pleadings, motions, and papers on

file herein.
"
"
"
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
I. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff Jed Margolin is the named inventor on numerous patents and patent
applications, including United States Patent No. 5,566,073 (“the ‘073 Patent”), United States
Patent No. 5,904,724 (“the ‘724 Patent”), United States Patent No. 5,978,488 (“the ‘488
Patent”) and United States Patent No. 6,377,436 (“the ‘436 Patent”) (collectively “the
Patents”). See Amended Complaint, §9. Mr. Margolin is the legal owner and owner of record
for the ‘488 and ‘436 Patents, and has never assigned those patents. /d., § 10. In 2004, Mr.
Margolin granted to Optima Technology Group (“OTG”), a Cayman Islands Corporation
specializing in aerospace technology, a Power of Attorney regarding the ‘073 and ‘724
Patents. /d.,q 11. Subsequently, Mr. Margolin assigned the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents to OTG.
Id., | 13.

In May 2006, OTG and Mr. Margolin licensed the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents to Geneva
Aerospace, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to the royalty
agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG. Id., § 12. In about October 2007, OTG licensed
the ‘073 Patent to Honeywell International, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment
pursuant to the royalty agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG. Id., § 14.

On about December 5, 2007, Defendant Zandian filed with the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office (“USPTO”) fraudulent assignment documents allegedly assigning all four of
the Patents to Optima Technology Corporation (“OTC”), a company apparently owned by
Defendant Zandian. Id.,  15; see also the fraudulent assignment documents attached hereto as
Exhibit 1 (the Exhibits cited in this brief are attached to the McMillen Affidavit, dated
12/5/11, attached hereto).! Upon discovery of the fraudulent filings, Mr. Margolin: (a) filed a
report with the Storey County Sheriff’s Department; (b) took action to regain record title to the
‘488 and ‘436 Patents that he legally owned; and (c) assisted OTG in regaining record title of

' The signature on the attached Recordation Form Cover Sheet is that of Reza Zandian; also, the internal address
for Optima Technology Corporation, which is apparently another name for Zandian, lists John Peter Lee
Limited, 830 Las Vegas Boulevard South, Las Vegas, Nevada 89101, 702-382-4044, info@johnpeterlee.com.

2
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the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents that it legally owned and upon which it contracted with Mr.
Margolin for royalties. Id., §16.

Shortly before this, Mr. Margolin and OTG had been named as defendants in an action
for declaratory relief regarding non-infringement of the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents in the United
States District Court for the District of Arizona, in a case titled: Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation v. Optima Technology Group, Inc., No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC (the “Arizona
Action”). Id., 7 17. Plaintiff in the Arizona Action asserted that Mr. Margolin and OTG were
not the owners of the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents, and Mr. Margolin and OTG filed a cross-claim
for declaratory relief against Optima Technology Corporation (“Zandian” or “OTC”) in order
to obtain legal title to the respective patents.

On August 18, 2008, the United States District Court for the District of Arizona
entered a default judgment in favor of Mr. Margolin and OTG on their declaratory relief
action, and ordered that OTC had no interest in the ‘073 or ‘724 Patents, and that the
assignment documents filed by Zandian with the USPTO were “forged, invalid, void, of no
force and effect.” See Exhibit B to Zandian’s Motion to Dismiss, on file herein.

Due to Defendants’ fraudulent acts, title to the Patents was clouded and interfered with
Plaintiff’s and OTG’s ability to license the Patents. Id., ] 19. In addition, during the period of
time Mr. Margolin worked to correct record title of the Patents in the Arizona Action and with
the USPTO, he incurred significant litigation and other costs associated with those efforts. /d.,
1 20.

Il. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff filed his Complaint on December 11, 2009. Personal service on Defendant
Zandian was attempted on February 2, 2010.2 Based on that date of service, Zandian’s answer
to the Complaint was due on or before February 22, 2010. Zandian did not answer the
Complaint or respond in any way. On December 2, 2010, a default was entered against

2 See Affidavit of Service, dated 2/18/10, attached hereto as Exhibit 2.
3
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Zandian. Plaintiff then filed and served a Notice of Entry of Default on Zandian on December
7, 2010 and on his last known attorney on December 16, 2010.

On February 25, 2011, Plaintiff filed in this Court and served a certificate of service
indicating that the application for entry of default against Zandian was sent to attorney John
Peter Lee. On February 28, 2011, Plaintiff filed an application for default judgment against
Defendants Zandian, Optima Technology Corporation, a California Corporation, and Optima
Technology Corporation, a Nevada Corporation.

On March 1, 2011, a default judgment was entered against Zandian and the other
defendants for $121,594.46. On March 7, 2011, notice of entry of that default was filed and
served by mail on Zandian and his counsel.

On June 9, 2011, Zandian filed a motion to dismiss and to set aside the default. On
August 3, 2011, this Court set aside the default, denied the motion to dismiss without prejudice
and granted Plaintiff ninety (90) days from August 3, 2011 to properly effectuate service of the
Complaint and Summons and/or an Amended Complaint.

On September 27, 2011, this Court ordered that service of process against Defendants
be made by publication in the San Diego Union-Tribune, the Reno Gazette-Journal and the Las
Vegas Review Journal. As reflected in the affidavits of service filed on November 7, 2011,
Defendants were served by publication in the San Diego Union-Tribune (09/23/2011;
09/30/2011; 10/07/2011; 10/14/2011), the Reno Gazette-Journal (09/16/2011; 09/23/2011;
09/30/2011; 10/07/2011) and the Las Vegas Review Journal (10/07/2011; 10/14/2011;

10/21/2011; 10/28/2011).
III. ARGUMENT

A. DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO DISMISS CITES MATTERS OUTSIDE
THE PLEADINGS AND THUS THE MOTION SHOULD BE TREATED
AS A MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

“If a motion to dismiss for failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted has
been filed, and matters outside the pleading are presented to and not excluded by the trial
court, the motion shall be treated as a motion for summary judgment.” Kellar v. Snowden, 87

Nev. 488, 491-92, 489 P.2d 90, 92-93 (1971). In this case, Defendant Zandian has presented
4
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matters outside the Amended Complaint and if the Court does not exclude those matters then
Zandian’s motion must be treated as a motion for summary judgment.

For example, Defendant Zandian references the Arizona default judgment to argue that
he was not a part of the Arizona action. See Zandian’s Motion to Dismiss, Exhibit B, and 3:15
and 3:22-23. Another example is where Defendant Zandian argues that he was not served in
the Arizona action and Zandian cites the docket of the Arizona action for support of this
argument. Jd. at 4:26-27, citing Exhibit C (which is the docket of the Arizona action).

As a result of Zandian’s citation to matters outside of the pleadings, the motion to
dismiss should be treated as a motion for summary judgment.

B. LEGAL STANDARD FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT UNDER NRCP 56

Summary judgment under NRCP 56 may not be used as a shortcut to resolving
disputes regarding material facts. Parmana v. Petricciani, 70 Nev. 427, 436, 272 P.2d 492
(1954), abrogated on other grounds by Wood v. Safeway, Inc., 121 Nev. 724, 121 P.3d 1026
(2005).

A court “should exercise great care in granting motions for summary judgment”. Short
v. Hotel Riviera, Inc., 79 Nev. 94, 103, 378 P.2d 979, 984 (1963). NRCP 56 authorizes
summary judgment only where the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law and
no genuine issue remains for trial. Wood v. Safeway, Inc., 121 Nev. 724, 731, 121 P.3d 1026,
1031 (2005). All evidence favorable to the party against whom summary judgment was
rendered will be accepted as true. Bowyer v. Davidson, 94 Nev. 718, 720, 584 P.2d 686, 687
(1978). The pleadings and other proof must be construed in a light most favorable to the

nonmoving party. Wood v. Safeway, Inc., 121 Nev. 724, 732, 121 P.3d 1026, 1031 (2005).

C. MATERIAL ISSUES OF FACT EXIST AS TO DEFENDANT
ZANDIAN’S INVOLVEMENT IN THE UNDERLYING FRAUDULENT
ASSIGNMENT

Applying the legal standard for summary judgment to the pleadings and other proof
attached to Zandian’s motion to dismiss, and/or submitted in this action, material issues of fact
plainly exist as to whether or not Defendants, including Zandian in his personal capacity,

executed and filed fraudulent documents with the United States Patent and Trademark Office

5
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(“PTO”), among other issues that have caused Plaintiff Margolin’s damages. Zandian has
provided no undisputed fact that he was not personally involved in signing the fraudulent
documents. He merely argues that he was not involved. Clearly, a material issue of fact exists

with that issue alone.,

D. IN THE ALTERNATIVE, ADDITIONAL DISCOVERY IS REQUIRED
PURSUANT TO NRCP 56(f)

In the alternative that the above is not sufficient to defeat the instant motion for
summary judgment, it should still be denied based upon the complete lack of discovery in this

matter.

NRCP 56(f) provides in pertinent part:

Should it appear from the affidavits of a party opposing the motion that the
party cannot for reasons stated present by affidavit facts essential to justify the
party’s opposition, the court may refuse the application for judgment or may
order a continuance to permit affidavits to be obtained or depositions to be
taken or discovery to be had or may make such other order as is just. Id.

“NRCP 56(f) permits a district court to grant a continuance when a party opposing a
motion for summary judgment is unable to marshal facts in support of its opposition. A district
court's decision to refuse such a continuance is reviewed for abuse of discretion.” Aviation
Ventures, Inc. v. Joan Morris, Inc., 121 Nev. 113, 117-18, 110 P.3d 59, 62 (2005). In

addition:

In Halimi v. Blacketor, this court concluded that a district court had abused its
discretion when it denied an NRCP 56(f) motion for a continuance and granted
summary judgment in a case where the complaint had been filed only a year
before summary judgment was granted. This court noted that summary
judgment is improper when a party seeks additional time to conduct discovery
to compile facts to oppose the motion. Furthermore, this court held that when
no dilatory motive was shown, it was an abuse of discretion to refuse a request
for further discovery at such an early stage in the proceedings.

Aviation Ventures, Inc., 121 Nev. at 118, 110 P.3d at 62 (citations omitted).

In addition, Nevada courts regularly consult the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure in
interpreting the Nevada rules. See for example AA Primo Builders, LLC v. Washington, 245
P.3d 1190, 1193 (Nev. 2010). The case law interpreting the federal counterpart of NRCP 56(f)

states in part as follows:

S2Z.
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Rule 56(f) “provides a device for litigants to avoid summary judgment when they have
not had sufficient time to develop affirmative evidence.” Seville Classics, Inc. v. Meskill
Enterprises, LLC., 2005 WL 6141289, *1 (C.D. Cal. 2005)(granting plaintiff’s application for
ex parte order under Rule 56(f) denying defendant’s motion for summary judgment), quoting
United States v. Kitsap Physicians Serv., 314 F.3d 995, 1000 (9th Cir. 2002). The purpose of
Rule 56(f) is to serve as a safeguard against an improvident or premature grant of summary
judgment. 10B Charles A. Wright, Arthur R. Miller, Federal Practice and Procedure 3d, §
2740 (2009)(citations omitted). As such, courts have held that technical rulings regarding
Rule 56(f) are improper and the Rule “should be applied with a spirit of liberality.” Jd.

“Rule 56(f) motions ‘should be granted almost as a matter of course unless the
nonmoving party bhas not diligently pursued discovery of the evidence.”” Caldwell v.
Roseville Joint Union High School District, 2006 WL 3747288, *1 (E. D. Cal.
2006)(quotations omitted — granting Rule 56(f) ex parte application for continuance).

Thus, under NRCP 56(f), a motion for summary judgment should be denied if it
appears that additional discovery will assist in developing the facts of the case. Clearly,
discovery in the form of written discovery and especially the taking of the depositions of the
parties and the fact witnesses (if any), will not only assist in developing the facts of the case
but will likely establish unequivocally whether or not Defendants, including Zandian in his
personal capacity, were responsible for the filing of the fraudulent documents with the PTO
and caused the Plaintiff’s damages.

No discovery has been conducted to date as no answer to the complaint or the amended
complaint has been filed by Defendants. McMillen Aff., § 31. The written discovery and
deposition discovery that will assist in developing the facts of this case and will establish
whether Defendants are liable or not for the causes of action filed by Plaintiff is as follows:

Discovery needs to be done regarding Zandian’s contention that he never acted in his
individual capacity in such a way to cause a justiciable injury to the Plaintiff, as outlined on
page 3, lines 20-21 of Zandian’s motion to dismiss (see also page 4, lines 6-7). McMillen

AfT., §32. Discovery into all aspects of the Plaintiff’s claims in this matter needs to be

7
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accomplished. Id. at § 33. The deposition of Defendant Reza Zandian, and written discovery,
needs to be undertaken in order to determine his residency and contacts with the State of
Nevada for jurisdictional purposes and issues related to his role in forging the assignment
documents, among other issues. /d. at § 34. Discovery needs to be done regarding issues
related to Plaintiff’s claims, including whether or not Defendant Zandian acted in his personal
capacity in such a way to cause a justiciable injury to Plaintiff. /d. at § 35. Discovery needs to
be done regarding the Plaintiff’s damages. Id. at § 36. Discovery into the Defendants’ claims
and defenses needs to been done. Id. at § 37.

The above referenced discovery will assist in developing the facts of this case,
therefore, pursuant to NRCP 56(f), Defendant Zandian’s motion to dismiss/summary judgment
should be denied. /d. at § 38.

Therefore, it is respectfully requested in the alternative that the instant motion be

denied so that additional discovery can take place.
E. DEFENDANTS HAVE BEEN PROPERLY SERVED WITH THE
SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT

NRCP 4(e)(1)(i) allows service by publication when the person on whom service is to
be made resides out of the state, or has departed from the state, or cannot, after due diligence,
be found within the state, or by concealment seeks to avoid service, and a cause of action
exists against the person to whom service is to be made and is a necessary party. In addition,

NRCP 4(e)(1)(iii) commands as follows:

The order shall direct the publication to be made in a newspaper, published in
the State of Nevada, to be designated by the court or judge thereof, for a
period of 4 weeks, and at least once a week during said time. In addition to in-
state publication, where the present residence of the defendant is unknown the
order may also direct that publication be made in a newspaper published
outside the State of Nevada whenever the court is of the opinion that such
publication is necessary to give notice that is reasonably calculated to give a
defendant actual notice of the proceedings.

NRCP 4(e)(1)(iii)(emphasis added).
In this case, the complaint was filed on December 11, 2009. Plaintiff attempted to

serve Defendants at their last-known residential and/or business address of 8401 Bonita

Sz4
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Downs Road, Fair Oaks, California 95628. As Plaintiff was having difficulty serving Zandian,
the summons and complaint were mailed to Zandian’s attorney, John Peter Lee, on January 8,
2010, and a request for assistance in serving Zandian was made. See Letter, dated 1/8/10,
from Cassandra Joseph to John Peter Lee, attached hereto as Exhibit 3.3 Moreover, an attempt
at personal service of Zandian occurred on February 2, 2010 in Fair Oaks, California.

On August 4, 2011, Adam McMillen sent a letter to John Peter Lee requesting that Mr.
Lee accept service on behalf of his client, Reza Zandian. See Letter, dated 8/04/11, from
Adam McMillen to John Peter Lee, attached hereto as Exhibit 4. Mr. McMillen also
requested that Mr. Lee provide a current address for Reza Zandian. Id.

On August 8, 2011, Mr. Lee sent Mr. McMillen a letter stating as follows:

We cannot accept service, nor can we give you Reza Zandian’s current address.
Except to indicate that he does not reside in Nevada at the present time and is
not subject to the jurisdiction of the courts of this State within the provisions of
the litigation commenced by your firm involving an Arizona judgment which
cannot be domesticated in Nevada.

See Letter, dated 8/8/11, from John Peter Lee to Adam McMillen, attached hereto as Exhibit 5

(emphasis added). Mr. Lee was unwilling to assist the Plaintiff in serving his client.
Nevertheless, as stated above, all three Defendants were served by publication prior to
November 2011. Therefore, all three Defendants have been served with the summons and

complaint and were given proper notice of this lawsuit.

F. ZANDIAN’S BUSINESS ACTIVITIES AND PROPERTY HOLDINGS ARE
SUBSTANTIAL, CONTINUOUS AND SYSTEMATIC, AND HE SHOULD BE
DEEMED PRESENT IN THE FORUM

Nevada’s long arm statute states as follows:

1. A court of this state may exercise jurisdiction over a party to a civil action
on any basis not inconsistent with the Constitution of this state or the
Constitution of the United States.

2. Personal service of summons upon a party outside this state is sufficient to
confer upon a court of this state jurisdiction over the party so served if the
service is made by delivering a copy of the summons, together with a copy of

3 John Peter Lee never responded to Cassandra Joseph’s request for assistance in serving Zandian and the
Defendant entities. At Jeast, Mr. Lee never responded until well after the default was entered by filing the
instant motion, even though he represented Zandian prior to this action.

9
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the complaint, to the party served in the manner provided by statute or rule of
court for service upon a person of like kind within this state.

3. The method of service provided in this section is cumulative, and may be
utilized with, after or independently of other methods of service.

NRS 14.065(1)-(3).

In addition, in Nevada, “[t]here are two types of personal jurisdiction: general and
specific.” Baker v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court ex rel. County of Clark, 116 Nev. 527, 532,
999 P.2d 1020, 1023 (2000). “General jurisdiction is required in matters where a defendant is
held to answer in a forum for causes of action unrelated to his forum activities.” Baker v.
Eighth Judicial Dist. Court ex rel. County of Clark, 116 Nev. 527, 532, 999 P.2d 1020, 1023
(2000). “General jurisdiction over a nonresident will lie where the nonresident's activities in
the forum are ‘substantial’ or ‘continuous and systematic.”” Id. Said another way, “General
jurisdiction over the defendant ‘is appropriate where the defendant's forum activities are so
“substantial” or “continuous and systematic” that [he] may be deemed present in the forum.””
Freeman v. Second Judicial Dist. Court ex rel. County of Washoe, 116 Nev. 550, 553, 1 P.3d
963, 965 (2000).

In addition, the following citation acknowledges that there must be minimum contacts
for the Court to exercise jurisdiction over a nonresident and states that owning property or

doing business within the state is enough to confer jurisdiction:

We acknowledged in Metal-Matic, Inc. v. 8th Judicial District Court, 82 Nev.
263, 415 P.2d 617 (1966), citing therein International Shoe Co. v. State of
Washington, 326 U.S. 310, 66 S.Ct. 154, 90 L.Ed. 95 (1945); McGee v.
International Life, 355 U.S. 220, 78 S.Ct. 199, 2 L.Ed.2d 223 (1957); and
Hanson v. Denckla, 357 U.S. 235, 78 S.Ct. 1228, 2 L.Ed.2d 1283 (1958), that
since Pennoyer v. Neff, 5 Otto 714, 95 U.S. 714, 24 L.Ed. 565 (1877), a
jurisdictional evolution has been taking place to such extent that the old
jurisdictional landmarks have been left far behind so that in many instances
states may now properly exercise jurisdiction over nonresidents not amenable
to service within their borders. The point has not been reached, however, where
state boundaries are not without significance. There must still be some
‘affiliating’ circumstances without which the courts of the state may not
entertain jurisdiction. Hanson v. Denckla, supra. Each case depends upon its
own circumstances, but while we adhere to the generalities of ‘minimal
contact,’ that contact must be of significance. In this case it must amount to
owning property or doing business within this state.

McCulloch Corp. v. O'Donnell, 83 Nev. 396, 398, 433 P.2d 839, 840 (1967) (emphasis added).
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In this case, Zandian owns property and does business within the state. In fact, as
detailed below, Zandian’s forum activities are so “substantial” or “continuous and systematic”
that he may be deemed present in the forum and therefore general jurisdiction is appropriate.

Zandian owns real property throughout Nevada. He owns two parcels in Clark County
(30 acres combined).* He owns 10 parcels in Washoe County ((APN: 79-150-09: 560
acres)(APN: 079-150-10: 639 acres)(APN: 079-150-13: 560 acres)(APN: 084-040-02: 627
acres)(APN: 084-040-04: 640 acres)(APN: 084-040-06: 633 acres)(APN: 084-040-10: 390
acres)(APN 084-130-07: 275 acres)(APN: 79-150-12:160 acres)).5 He owns and/or is partial
owner of 6 parcels in Lyon County (330,20 acres combined).® He is part owner of two parcels
in Churchill County (56.75 acres combined).” He is part owner of one parcel in Elko County
(17.6 acres).® It is unknown at this time if he owns other property in other names or through
other entities.

With regards to doing business within Nevada, Zandian is a managing member of
Johnson Spring Water Company LLC, a Nevada LLC.? Zandian is a managing member of
Wendover Project L.L.C., a Nevada LLC.'® Zandian is or was recently a manager of 11000
Reno Highway, Fallon, LLC, a Nevada LLC."" Currently, 11000 Reno Highway, Fallon, LLC
is listed as the owner of 640 acres of real property in Churchill County.'?

Zandian is or was recently a managing member and registered agent of Misfits

Development LLC, a Nevada LLC." Zandian is or was recently a managing member and

* See Zandian's Clark County property information, attached hereto as Exhibit 6.

* See Zandian’s Washoe County property information, attached hereto as Exhibit 7.

¢ See Zandian's Lyon County property information, attached hereto as Exhibit 8.

7 See Zandian's Churchill County property information, attached hereto as Exhibit 9.

¥ See Zandian's Elko County property information, attached hereto as Exhibit 10.

* See Zandian's manager information for Johnson Spring Water Company LLC, attached hereto as Exhibit 11.
1 See Zandian's manager information for Wendover Project L.L.C., attached hereto as Exhibit 12.

'! See Zandian’s manager information for 11000 Reno Highway, Fallon, L.L.C., attached hereto as Exhibit 13.

12 See 11000 Reno Highway, Fallon, LLC’s Churchill County property information, attached hereto as Exhibit
14,

13 See Zandian’s managing member and resident agent information for Misfits Development LLC, attached hereto
as Exhibit 15.
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registered agent of Elko North 5™ Avenue, LLC, a Nevada LLC."* Zandianis a managing
member and registered agent for Stagecoach Valley LLC, an active Nevada LLC."

Zandian acted as the resident agent for a revoked Nevada limited liability company
named Rock and Royalty LLC, where Zandian’s resident agent address was 1401 S. Las
Vegas Boulevard, Las Vegas, Nevada 89104.' Zandian was a managing member of Gold
Canyon Development LLC, a Nevada LLC that is now in default status.'” Zandian was a
managing member of High Tech Development LLC, a Nevada LLC that has been dissolved.'®
Zandian was a managing member of Lyon Park Development LLC, a Nevada LLC that has
been dissolved.' Zandian was a managing member of Churchill Park Development LLC, a
Nevada LLC that has been dissolved.’ Zandian was a manager of Sparks Village LLC, a
Nevada LLC that is in default status.?’ Zandian was president, secretary, treasurer, director
and resident agent of Optima Technology Corporation, a now revoked Nevada close
corporation.? Zandian was a managing member of I-50 Plaza LLC, a Nevada LLC in default
status.” Zandian was a manager of Dayton Plaza, LLC, a Nevada LLC in default status.?*
Finally, Zandian was a manager of Reno Highway Plaza, LLC, a Nevada LLC in revoked
status.”

Also, Zandian listed Carson City and Las Vegas addresses for his registered agent and
officer information for Rock and Royalty LLC, Optima Technology Corporation, High Tech

" See Zandian’s managing member and resident agent information for Elko North 5% Avenue, LLC, attached
hereto as Exhibit 16.

15 See Zandian’s managing member and resident agent information for Stagecoach Valley LLC, attached hereto as
Exhibit 17.

16 See Zandian’s resident agent information for Rock and Royalty LLC, attached hereto as Exhibit 18.

17 See Zandian's managing member information for Gold Canyon Development LLC, attached hereto as Exhibit
19.

8 See Zandian’s managing member information for High Tech Development LLC, attached hereto as Exhibit 20,

% See Zandian's managing member information for Lyon Park Development LLC, attached hereto as Exhibit 21.

® See Zandian's managing member information for Churchill Park Development LLC, attached hereto as Exhibit
22.

# See Zandian's manager information for Sparks Village LLC, attached hereto as Exhibit 23.

2 See Zandian’s information for Optima Technology Corporation, attached hereto as Exhibit 24.

B See Zandian's information for 1-50 Plaza LLC, attached hereto as Exhibit 25.

* See Zandian’s information for Dayton Plaza, LLC, attached hereto as Exhibit 26.

¥ See Zandian's information for Reno Highway Plaza, LLC, attached hereto as Exhibit 27.

12
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Development LLC, Lyon Park Development LLC, Churchill Park Development LLC, Sparks
Village, LLC, I-50 Plaza LLC, Dayton Plaza, LLC, 11000 Reno Highway Fallon LLC, Misfits
Development LLC, Elko North 5" Ave, LLC, and Stagecoach Valley LLC.2¢

As demonstrated above, Zandian clearly owns or partially owns many properties within
and throughout the state of Nevada and Zandian clearly does a significant amount of business
within the state. His property ownership holdings and his business dealings, alone, show that
Zandian’s forum activities are so “substantial” or “continuous and systematic” that he should

be deemed present in the forum and therefore general jurisdiction is appropriate.

G. NEVADA HAS ABROGATED THE DOCTRINE OF SPECIAL/GENERAL
APPEARANCES

Zandian argues that he is making a special appearance “for the purpose of testing both
the sufficiency of service and the jurisdiction of the court; thus, Zandian has not consented to
personal jurisdiction of any Nevada court by bringing the instant motion.” See Motion to
Dismiss Amended Complaint on Special Appearance, dated 11/17/11, 2:12-15, on file herein.

However, the Nevada Supreme Court has abrogated the doctrine of special/general
appearances. Hansen v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court ex rel. County of Clark, 116 Nev. 650,
656, 6 P.3d 982, 985 (2000). “Now, before a defendant files a responsive pleading such as an
answer, that defendant may move to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction, insufficiency of
process, and/or insufficiency of service of process, and such a defense is not ‘waived by being
joined with one or more other defenses.’ Alternatively, a defendant may raise its defenses,
including those relating to jurisdiction and service, in a responsive pleading.” Hansen, 116
Nev. at 656, 6 P.3d at 986.

Zandian could have raised his alleged defenses of insufficiency of service of process
and lack of jurisdiction in a motion to dismiss without waiving such defenses and his “special”
appearance is a nullity. Therefore, Zandian’s motion is merely a motion to dismiss. However,
as shown above and below, the motion to dismiss is factually and procedurally fatally flawed.

H. ZANDIAN CANNOT MEET THE STANDARD FOR A MOTION TO DISMISS

% See Exhibits 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, and 25, attached hereto.
13
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“In considering ‘a motion to dismiss, all well-pleaded allegations of material fact are
taken as true and construed in a light most favorable to the non-moving party.’” Germaine
Music v. Universal Songs of Polygram, 275 F. Supp. 2d 1288, 1294 (D. Nev. 2003) aff'd in
part, 130 F. App'x. 153 (9th Cir. 2005).

In his third paper filed with this Court, Zandian moves this Court to dismiss the case
based upon service of process and jurisdiction. However, as shown above, Zandian was
properly served and his forum contacts are so substantial as to create general jurisdiction over
him in the State of Nevada. See supra. Therefore, construing the complaint in the light most
favorable to the Plaintiff, Zandian’s motion to dismiss cannot meet the standard for a motion

to dismiss.

I. RES JUDICATA AND ISSUE PRECLUSION DO NOT PREVENT THIS
ACTION

Zandian’s motion to dismiss is difficult to decipher, but it appears that Zandian is
making an argument that res judicata or maybe issue preclusion might apply in this case.
However, Zandian provides no factual or legal authority for his arguments.

“The failure of a moving party to file a memorandum of points and authorities in
support of a motion shall constitute a consent to the denial of the motion...” FIDCR 15(5).
Accordingly, Zandian’s motion should be denied.

Nevertheless, there is a three-part test for determining whether claim preclusion
applies: (1) the parties or their privies are the same, (2) the final judgment is valid, and (3) the
subsequent action is based on the same claims or any part of them that were or could have
been brought in the first case. Five Star Capital Corp. v. Ruby, 124 Nev. 1028, 194 P.3d 709,
713 (Nev. 2008).

In this case, the parties/privies are not the same and this action is not based on the same
claims that were or could have been brought in the first case. For example, Zandian argues
that the Arizona action has no application to him: “Because no summons was ever issued as to
Zandian in the underlying U.S. District Court action which forms the basis of the instant

action, any domestication of the U.S. District Court action as it pertains to Zandian is a clear
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violation of Zandian’s constitutional right to notice under the Due Process clauses of the Fifth
and Fourteenth Amendments of the U.S. Constitution.” See Motion to Dismiss Amended
Complaint on Special Appearance, dated 11/17/11, 5:5-10, on file herein. While Zandian is
incorrect in his assessment that Plaintiff is trying to domesticate the Arizona judgment,
Zandian is correct that he was not a party to the Arizona case.

In addition, the Arizona case was a declaratory judgment action brought by Universal
Avionics Systems Corporation (“Universal”) against Plaintiff, OTG, OTC and Jed Margolin.
See Arizona Complaint, dated 7/15/08, attached hereto as Exhibit 28 (original complaint
sealed). Universal sought a declaratory judgment that the ‘073 and °724 patents were invalid
and not infringed. Id.

OTG counterclaimed against Universal and cross-claimed against OTC, Joachim
Naimer, Jane Naimer, Frank Hummel and Jane Doe Hummel. See Arizona Answer,
Counterclaims, Cross-Claims and Third-Party Claims, dated 1/24/08, attached hereto as
Exhibit 29. OTG claimed patent infringement against Universal, Naimer and Hummel. /d.
OTG claimed breach of contract, breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing,
and negligence against Universal. /d. OTG sought a declaratory judgment against OTC that
OTC had no interest or right in the durable power of attorney from Jed Margolin or the above
mentioned patents, that OTC’s filing/recording of documents with the PTO was invalid and
void, and ordering the PTO to correct and expunge its records with regards to the same. /d.
OTG claimed injurious falsehood/slander of title, trespass to chattels, unfair competition,
unfair and deceptive competition/business practices, unlawful conspiracy, joint and several
liability, and punitive damages against Universal and OTC. /d.

In this case, Jed Margolin is claiming conversion, tortious interference with contract,
intentional interference with prospective economic advantage, unjust enrichment, and unfair
and deceptive trade practices against all Defendants in this matter. The parties/privies and
claims in this matter are not the same as the parties/privies and claims in the Arizona action.

Therefore, as the parties/privies and claims in the Arizona action are not the same as

the parties/privies and claims in this action, claim preclusion does not apply.
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Also, there is a four-part test for the application of issue preclusion: “‘(1) the issue
decided in the prior litigation must be identical to the issue presented in the current action; (2)
the initial ruling must have been on the merits and have become final; ... (3) the party against
whom the judgment is asserted must have been a party or in privity with a party to the prior
litigation’; and (4) the issue was actually and necessarily litigated.” Five Star Capital Corp.,
124 Nev. 1028, 194 P.3d at 713. The only identical issues decided in the Arizona case is the
fact that OTC/Zandian filed a forged assignment with the United States Patent Office and that
OTC/Zandian have no interest in the above mentioned patents or the durable power of
attorney.

The Arizona court ordered that OTC “has no interest in U.S. Patents Nos. 5,566,073
and 5,904,724 (“the Patents™) or the Durable Power of Attorney from Jed Margolin dated July
20, 2004.” See Exhibit B to Zandian’s Motion to Dismiss Amended Complaint on Special
Appearance, dated 11/17/11, on file herein. The Arizona court also ordered that the
“Assignment Optima Technology Corporation filed with the USPTO is forged, invalid, void,
of no force and effect, and is hereby struck from the records of the USPTO.” See Exhibit B to
Zandian’s Motion to Dismiss Amended Complaint on Special Appearance, dated 11/17/11, on
file herein. Therefore, those issues have already been decided. However, the same claims
have not been decided.

Therefore, the current action against Zandian and all the other Defendants is properly

before this Court.
IV. CONCLUSION

Based upon the foregoing, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court deny Zandian’s
motion to dismiss/for summary judgment. If this Court decides to grant any of Zandian’s
requests, then Plaintiff respectfully requests leave to amend the Complaint in order to remedy
any defects therein. It is respectfully requested in the alternative that the instant motion be
denied so that additional discovery can take place.

i
i
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AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030
The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security number of any person.

Dated this 5® day of December, 2011,

BY: /

D. Francis (6978)
am P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS,

addressed as follows:

John Peter Lee

John Peter Lee, Ltd.

830 Las Vegas Blvd. South
Las Vegas, NV 89101

T .0
Dated: December 5, 2011 (J" A VIR e
Carla Ousby
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Matthew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,

PlaintifT, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
VS. Dept. No.: 1
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA AFFIDAVIT OF ADAM P.
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada MCMILLEN IN SUPPORT OF
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka DISMISS

GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI
aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka
GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies

1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

I, Adam P. McMiillen, being first duly swom, under oath, depose and say:

1. I am an associate at the law firm of Watson Rounds located at 5371 Kietzke
Lane, Reno, Nevada 89511. I represent the Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, in the above referenced
cause of action against the named Defendants, who are necessary parties to this action. This
declaration is based upon my personal knowledge, and is made in support of Plaintiff’s

Opposition to Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss.
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2. Attached as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of the fraudulent assignment
documents Defendant Reza Zandian filed with the United States Patent and Trademark Office,
dated 12/5/07.

3. Attached as Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of the Affidavit of Service for
Defendant Reza Zandian, dated 2/18/10.

4. Attached as Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of the Letter, dated 1/8/10,
from Cassandra Joseph to John Peter Lee.

5. Attached as Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy of the Letter, dated 8/04/11,
from Adam McMillen to John Peter Lee.

6. Attached as Exhibit S is a true and correct copy of the Letter, dated 8/8/11,
from John Peter Lee to Adam McMillen.

7. Attached as Exhibit 6 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s Clark County
property information.

8. Attached as Exhibit 7 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s Washoe County
property information.

9. Attached as Exhibit 8 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s Lyon County
property information.

10.  Attached as Exhibit 9 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s Churchill County
property information.

11.  Attached as Exhibit 10 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s Elko County
property information.

12.  Attached as Exhibit 11 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s manager
information for Johnson Spring Water Company LLC.

13.  Attached as Exhibit 12 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s manager
information for Wendover Project L.L.C.

14.  Attached as Exhibit 13 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s manager

information for 11000 Reno Highway, Fallon, L.L.C.
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15.  Attached as Exhibit 14 is a true and correct copy of 11000 Reno Highway,
Fallon, L.L.C.’s Churchill County property information.

16.  Attached as Exhibit 15 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing
member and resident agent information for Misfits Development LLC.

17.  Attached as Exhibit 16 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing
member and resident agent information for Elko North 5™ Avenue, LLC.

18.  Attached as Exhibit 17 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing
member and resident agent information for Stagecoach Valley LLC.

19.  Attached as Exhibit 18 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s resident agent
information for Rock and Royalty LLC.

20.  Attached as Exhibit 19 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing
member information for Gold Canyon Development LLC.

21.  Attached as Exhibit 20 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing
member information for High Tech Development LLC.

22.  Attached as Exhibit 21 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing
member information for Lyon Park Development LLC.

23, Attached as Exhibit 22 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing
member information for Churchill Park Development LLC.

24,  Attached as Exhibit 23 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s manager
information for Sparks Village LLC.

25.  Attached as Exhibit 24 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s information for
Optima Technology Corporation.

26.  Attached as Exhibit 25 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s information for
1-50 Plaza LLC.

27.  Attached as Exhibit 26 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s information for
Dayton Plaza LLC.

28.  Attached as Exhibit 27 is a true and correct copy of Zandian’s information for

Reno Highway Plaza LLC.
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29. Attached as Exhibit 28 is a true and correct copy of the Arizona Complaint,
dated 7/15/08.

30.  Attached as Exhibit 29 is a true and correct copy of the Arizona Answer,
Counterclaims, Cross-Claims and Third-Party Claims, dated 1/24/08.

31.  That Discovery in this matter has never opened since Defendants have never
answered the complaint or the amended complaint.

32.  That Defendant Zandian raises the issue that he never acted in his individual
capacity in such a way to cause a justiciable injury to the Plaintiff on page 3, lines 20-21 of
Zandian’s motion to dismiss (see also page 4, lines 6-7).

33.  That Discovery into any aspects of the Plaintiff’s claims in this matter has not
been accomplished, not even whether Defendant Zandian acted in his personal capacity to
cause a justiciable injury to the Plaintiff.

34.  That the deposition of Defendant Reza Zandian Defendant Reza Zandian needs
to be taken in order to determine his residency and contacts with the State of Nevada for
jurisdictional purposes and issues related to his role in forging the assignment documents.

35.  That Plaintiff has yet to propound written discovery into issues related to
Plaintiff’s claims, including whether or not Defendant Zandian acted in his personal capacity
in such a way to cause a justiciable injury to Plaintiff.

36.  That discovery into the Plaintiff’s damages has not yet been done.

37.  That discovery into the Defendants’ claims and defenses has not been done.

38.  That the above referenced discovery will assist in developing the facts of this

case, therefore, pursuant to NRCP 56(f), Defendant Zandian’s motion to dismiss/summary

judgment should be denied.
AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.
By:
ADAM P. MCMILLEN
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me
This 5" day of December, 2011.
(1 ;)T J R CARLA R. OUSBY
I R R T l_;"jﬂ_-__ ¢} Notary Public - Stats of Nevada
; 7%/ Appointment Recordiad by Washos
Notary Public i ﬁrm-m-mumim
4
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, DECLARATION OF ADAM P. MCMILLEN IN
SUPPORT OF OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS, addressed as follows:

John Peter Lee

John Peter Lee, Ltd.

830 Las Vegas Blvd. South
Las Vegas, NV 89101

(. (o
Dated: December 5, 2011 L Ly e
Carla Ousby
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Exhibit No.

10

11

12

13

14

Index of Exhibits
Description

A true and correct copy of the fraudulent assignment documents
Defendant Reza Zandian filed with the United States Patent and
Trademark Office, dated 12/5/07.

A true and correct copy of the Affidavit of Service for Defendant
Reza Zandian, dated 2/18/10.

A true and correct copy of the Letter, dated 1/8/10, from
Cassandra Joseph to John Peter Lee.

A true and correct copy of the Letter, dated 8/04/11, from Adam
McMillen to John Peter Lee.

A true and correct copy of the Letter, dated 8/8/11, from John
Peter Lee to Adam McMillen.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s Clark County property
information.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s Washoe County property
information.

A true and correct copy of Zandian's Lyon County property
information.

A true and correct copy of Zandian's Churchill County property
information.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s Elko County property
information.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s manager information for
Johnson Spring Water Company LLC.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s manager information for
Wendover Project L.L.C.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s manager information for
11000 Reno Highway, Fallon, L.L.C.

A true and correct copy of 11000 Reno Highway, Fallon,
L.L.C.’s Churchill County property information.

No. of Pages
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A true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing member and
resident agent information for Misfits Development LLC.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing member and
resident agent information for Elko North 5 Avenue, LLC.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing member and
resident agent information for Stagecoach Valley LLC.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s resident agent information
for Rock and Royalty LLC.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing member
information for Gold Canyon Development LLC.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing member
information for High Tech Development LLC.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing member
information for Lyon Park Development LLC.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s managing member
information for Churchill Park Development LLC.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s manager information for
Sparks Village LLC.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s information for Optima
Technology Corporation.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s information for I-50 Plaza
LLC.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s information for Dayton
Plaza LLC.

A true and correct copy of Zandian’s information for Reno
Highway Plaza LLC.

A true and correct copy of the Arizona Complaint, dated
11/9/07.

A true and correct copy of the Arizona Answer, Counterclaims,
Cross-Claims and Third-Party Claims, dated 1/24/08.
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12/13/2007 13:13 FAX 709. 24 . @001/017

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNDEA BeoraTARY OF GOVMERGE FOR INTELLEGTUAL PROFEATY AND
Dire£ToR 0d THE LINTES STATE® PATENT AND TRACEMARK QFFIGE

*700352576A"

DECEMBER 10, 2007 “700352E78A"
PTAS

OPTIMA TBCHNOLOGY CORPORATION (NV)

C/0 JORN PETER LEE LIMITED

830 LAS VBGAS BPULEVARD SOUTH

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

UNITED BTATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
NOTICE OF RECORDATION OF ASSIGNMENT DOCUMENT

THE ENCLOSED DOCUMENT HAS BEEN RECORDED BY THE ASSIGNMENT LDIVISION OF
THE U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE. A COMPLETE MICROFILM COPY IS
AVAILABLE AT THE ASSIGNMENT SEARCH ROOM ON THE REEL AND FRAME NUMBER
REFERENCED BELOW.

PLEASE REVIEW ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED ON THIS NOTICE. THIS

INFORMATION CONTAINED ON THI8 RECORDATYON NOTICE REFLECTS THE DATA

PRESENT IN THF PATENT AND TRADEMARK ASSIGNMENT SYSTEM, IF YOU SHOULD

FIND ANY ERRORS OR HAVE QUESTIONS CONCERNING THIS NOTICE, YOU MAY

CONTACT THE EMPLOYEE WHOSE NAME APPEARS ON THIS NOTICE AT %/1-272-3350.
PLEASE SEND REQUEST FOR CORRECTION TO: U.8. PATENT AND TRAOEMARK OFFICE,
MAIL STOP: ASSIGNMENT SHRVICES BRANCH, P.0. BOX 1450, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313,

RECORDATION DATE: 12/05/2007 REEL/FRAME: 020218/0085
NUMBER OF PAGES: 4

BRIEF: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNOR'S INTEREST (SEf DOCUMENT FOI! DETAILS).

ASSIGNOR:
MARGOLIN, JED DOC DATE: 12/05/2007

ASSIGNEE:
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION (NV)
830 LAS VEGAS BOULEVARD SOUTH
C/0 JOHN PETER LEE LIMITED
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

SERIAL NUMBER: 08513298 FILING DATE: 06/09/1985
PATENT NUMBER: 5566073 ISSUE DATE: 10/15/1996
TITLE: PILOT AID USING SYNTHETIC REALITY

S9ERIAL NUMBER: 08587731 FILING DATBE: 01/19/199%6
PATENT NUMBER: 5804724 18SUE DATE: 05/18/1999

TITLE: METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR REMOTELY PILOTING AN AIRCRAFT

P.O, Box 1450, Almandrie, Virginis 22313-1460 - wwW,uIFTo.aov
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020218/0085 PAGE 2

SERTIAL NUMBER: 09543252 FILING DATE: 04/05/2000
PATENT NUMBER: 6377436 ISSUE DATE: 04/23/2002
TITLE: MICROWAVE TRANSMISSION USING A LASER-GENERATED PLASMA BEAM WAVEGUIDE
SERIAL NUMBER: 0914B045 FILING DATE: 09/03/1998
PATENT NUMBER: 5978468 ISSUE DATE: 11/02/1999

TITLE: SIMULATED AM RADIO

THERESA FREDERICK, EXAMINER
ASSIGNMENT SERVICES BRANCI
PUBLIC RECORDS DIVISION

544



12/13/2007 13:14 FAX 703' 24

Dea OB U7 Q2:130p nikan

Form PYOMLESE (Rev. 07/08)
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12/05/2007 836-626-2480 p.2

700352576

U.9, DEPARTIAENT OF COMMERCE

RECORDATION FORM COVER SHEET ‘

PATENTS ONLY

Tomumuhua.mammomm-mmmﬁmunmwujm,

oz Optima Tadnology

1. Nama of conveying party(iea)
Jnd Memgolin
wmmdmm%m

[Z] Assignment

Dsemﬁymmm
[ Joint Research Agreement

A. Patont Appilcation No.(s)

Exscufion Pate(s) Decembar 3.2007

ution Date(8);

e of oo pry e sechudr 2 voa [ I i
mu of CONVRYancalEnes ;

2. Name and address of reoeiving party(e)
Namw; Ogtins Technology Coporplion (NV)
Intemal Address: giochnPeteriealioited

[ Merger
1 change of Name

(] Govemmaent Interest Asaignment
] executive Order 8424, Confinmtory Liconse

ﬂwﬂmwﬂwﬂ&
4 Application of patent number(e); ] 'his document is buing flied tagether with & new spplction.

Addwoosl numbers

Chy: lapveman
Gtate: Nevada__
Country: UBA. ZpeR1en

B. Patent No.(e)

utiashad? D'ﬂ: Em

8. Name and addreas {0 whom comeepondenos
concerning dooument should be mafled:

Nama: Qotre Techrobay ComantonN) . |7, Totat fee (37 CFR 1.21(1) 8 3.41) S |
intermal Addcess: o Johneaterisotiied | {7] Authortzed to ba charged by credit card

&. Tofal number of applications and patents
Involved: 4__

[[] Authorized to be oharged to daposk sccount

Bveat Address: 8% Las Vems Bousrdowny | L] Enclosed

] Nona required (govermmant trerast not ffecting 8te)

Mol Bpp

City: Lus Vages 8, Peyment Information
.
Slato:pivate Zipgator O L
Phore Numbergz-2e2404% <] Depasit Acoount Number
Fax Number:_702:302-:9850 P ’
Authorized Uger Name
ARG
Dale
Tols! numbar of peges Incloding ooved

shast, sitachmenia, and dosuments:

Doeumants hhmﬂnﬁih.mmm- fao(ed! o (74) ZY3-0140, or wuiled to1
Bervices, Directar of the USPYD, P.0.8ax 1450, Alvzdndria, VA 22313400
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R e S @ootrs017
UNDER SECRETARY DF GOMMENGE POR INTELLRCTUAL PROPEATY ANG
DIRICTOR OF THE UNITED BTATSS PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFPICE
*700352578A*
DECEMBER 10, 2007 *700362678A%
PTAS

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY COPORATION (NV)
¢/0 JOHN PETER LEE LIMITED

$30 LAS VEGAS BPULEBVARD SOUTH
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 85101

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
NOTICE OF RECORDATION OF ASSIGNMENT DOCUMENT

THE ENCLOSED DOCUMENT HAS BEEN RECORDED BY THE AS9IGNMENT DIVISION OF
THE U.S. PATBNT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE. A COMPLETE MICROFILM CcOPY I8
AVAILABLE AT THE ASSIGNMENT SERRCH ROOM ON THE REEL AND FRAME NUMBER
REFERENCED BELOW.

PLEASE REVIEW ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED ON THIS NOTICE. THE

INEFORMATION CONTAINED ON THIS RECORDATION NOTICE REFLECTB_TI{E DATA

PRESENT IN THE PATENT AND TRADEMARK ASSIGNMENT SYSTEM. IF YQU SHOULD

FIND ANY ERRORS OR HAVE QUESTIONS CONCERNING THIS NOTICE, YOU MAY

CONTACT THE EMPLOYEE WHOSE NAME APPEARS ON THIS NOTICE AT 571-272-3350.
PLEASE SEND REQUEST FOR CORRECTION TO: U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE,
MATI STOP: ASSIGNMENT SERVICES BRANCH, P.O, BOX 1450, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313,

RECORDATION DATE: 12/05/2007 REEL/FRRME: 0202168/0089
NUMBER OF PAGES: 5

BRIEF: ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNOR'S INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS).

ASBIGNOR:
MARGOLIN, JED BASED ON POWER OF DOC DATE: 12/05/2007
ATTORNEY DATED JULY 20,2004 TO:
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION
{CA)

ABSIGNEE:
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION (NV)
830 LAS VEGAS BOULEVARD SOUTH
c/0 JOHN PETER LEE LIMITED
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

SERIAL NUMBER: 08513298 FILING DATE{ 08/09/1985

PATENT NUMBER: 5566073 ISSUE DATE: 10/15/1996
TITLE: PILOT AID USING SYNTHETIC REALITY

P.O. Box 1460, Alexendria, Virglnla 22013-1460 - Www.ieTo aov
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020218/0089 PAGE 2

SHRIAL NUMBER: 08587731
PATENT NUMBER: 5904724

®

FILING DATE: 01/19/1996
ISSUB OATE: 05/18/1999

TITLE: METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR REMOTELY PILOTING AN AIRCRAFT

SERIAL NUMBER: 09543252
PATENT NUMBER: 6377436

FILING DATE: 04/05/2000
ISSUE DATE: 04/23/2002

@ovs/o17

TITLE: MICROWAVE TRANSMISSION USING A LASER-GENERATED PLASMA BEAM WAVEGUIOE

SERIAL NUMBER: 09148045
PATENT NUMBER: 5978488
TITLE: SIMULATED AM RADIO

THBRESA FREDERICK, EXRMINER
ASSIGNMENT SERVICES BRANCH
PUBLIC RECORDS DIVISION

FILING DATE: 09/03/1998
ISSUB DATE: 11/02/1999
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889-625-2480 p-i

Deo 0S5 07 02:33p nikan 12/06/2007
700352578
Form PFTO-1E95 (Rev, 0103} U.s, m;ulu'r OF COMMERCE
RECORDATION FORM COVER SHEET
PATENTS ONLY

7o the Dirctor of i L8, Putent and Tredemark Offios: Plense record the ettached docomaents of Bw new acdraza(es) balew.

1. Nam# of comvayling party(iss)

Jad Margolin
Mmmammau&mzw
\ot Opfima Techneitogy Corporation (CA)

ndiions! namefs) ot ponvaying pary(ies) attmohea7lY | Yes [ no
3. Nature of conveyane on Date(s):

Execution Date(e) Decsmber £.2007
[£] Assignment [ merger

[ secasrity Agreament [ changs of Name
(] soint Ressarch Agresment

[C] Govemment inwmrest Assignment

[[] Executive Order 9424, Confrmatory License
Oither,

Is. Appilcation or patent numibar(s):
A. Patent Application No.(e)

Dmnmhmmmmmammlm

2. Name and addraas of recelving party(les)
Neme: Opiims Techntogy Comporation (V) ______
intemal Address; goJptinPelerieslioiied

Strest Addrese; 830 Lsa Vagps Bouvard Soutn

B. Patent No.(s)
8,888,073
B.804,724
B,aTT A%
5978488

Adahooal mumbea attached? []vas [7]No

5. Name and stidress to whom cormrespondance

§. Total number of apptoations and paiants

¢onoeming document should be malled: Involved: 4
_Oplims Techootogy ComampioniVy
e, 7. Totsl fee (37 CFR121M) & 34) $amoo .
Intsmat Addvess: o pmperimtitsd | [F) Authortzed to be cisvged by credh card
D Authorlzed to be chwrpsad to deposit account
Strast Address: 830 Las Veom oo Souny | ] Enclosed
] None required (govemment interest nct affeciing Wv)
Clty: Lus Vagay 8. Payment information
—— 4 . S
Stats: 2ipgsio] — v Credii Card Lost Numsb;s:
Phone Number,702-382-4044
Fax NiiheE /' . Deposh Aobount Number
Emall Address: info@ichapet — Authorized User Name
9. Signature; 3
Date
Total number of pages Including cover
and

mnhm |
M) Stop Aanignmnt Reoontation Bwvices, Direstor of thi USPTO, P.0 Box 1450, Alexsndris, YA, 201131480

U nmn—nmumum)m prmanied o

5%
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020227/0287 PAGE 2

SERIAL NUMBER: 09543252 FILING DATE: 04/05/2000

PATENT NUMBER: 6377436 ISSUE DATE: 04/23/2002

TITLE: MICROWAVE TRANSMISSION USING A LASER-GENERATED PLASMA BEAM WAVEGUIDE
BERIAL NUMBER: 09148045 FPILING OATE: 09/03/1998B

PATENT NUMBER: 5978448 ISSUE DATE: 11/02/14%49

TITLE: SIMULATED AM RADIO

MARCUS KIRK, EXAMINER
ASSIGNMENT SERVICES BRANCH
PUBLIC RECORDS DIVISION

54q
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020227/0287 PAGE 2

SERIAL NUMBER: 09543252 FILING DATE: 04/05/2000

PATENT NUMBER: 6377436 ISSUE DATE: 04/23/2002

TITLE: MICROWAVE TRANSMISSION USING A LASFR-GENEIRATED PLASMA BEAM WAVEGUIDE
SERIAL NUMBER: 09148045 FILING DATE: 09/03/1098

PATENT NUMBER: 5978488 ISSUE DATE: 11/02/14%99

TITLE: SIMULATED AM RADIO

MARCUS KIRK, EXAMINER
AYSIGNMENT SHRVICES BRANCH
PUBLIC RECORDS DIVISION
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Dec OB 07 01:82p  niwkan 12/07/2007 880-82b-2460 p.2
700352860
Form FTO-1898 (Rev, 07/03) U.8. OEPARTMANT OF COMMBRCE
mmﬁmm Utiied States Patant $a0 Trndemerh Officy
RECORDATION FORM COVER S8MEET
PATENTS ONLY
'ron-m-wuuuarmmmmmmnmmanmmmm)w.
1. Nams of conveying party(ies) 2. Nama and address of recaiving party(les)
g:dmmﬁ dated Ay 20,2008 Nama: Optme Tochnology Coporation (NY)
o Optma Tachnelogy Corperagon (GA) Intemal Address: o Jon Pomrlae Lmieg
Jrsdionsl neme(s) of winched?(¥ ] Yes [ ] Nof
Wmf:%;w_ Streat Addross: 8301w Verma BoulovaniBovth
Exeoution Date(s) Deosmbar 82007
[/] Assignmant ] marger
[ eeaurtty Agreement T Ghange of Name | ORv: JanVeasss
DJolnl Research Agresment Slate: fevads
Government inlerest Assignment !
| Exacutive Order 9424, Confrmatory License Country: VoA, Apann_
e O e Lot o) 8 setoston a7 [ ven E0
4, Appficetion or patent number(s): ] ™his dooument fs being filed together with a new applicaton.
A. Patent Appiication No(s) B. Patant No.{s)
5,688,073
5,004,724
8,577 4%

AidtBonal rersbers sttached? [ Yes [7]No

5. Nams and address to whom oorrespondence 8. Total nanber of sppHoations and patents
concaming document should be malled: involved; 4 =

Name: Opima Tectoston orparlion V) [ e e PR 121 & 41) St000
Internal Addrees: oo kimPsiatlag it | [7] Authortzad to b charged by credit cand
i [C] Authorizad ta he cherged to deposit aceount

Street Address: 530 Las Vegee Bovermrdgout | [ Enclosed
] Nona required (govemment interest not affecting titis)

Clty; Las Vegea 8. Payment information

. a.CreditCard Last4Numbers fope
St 2101 Expiration Date pype
Phone Number;702-882 4044 2|
ax R o //—'3 . Dapasit Account Number

Decuments io bs Moofted (intinging ummu e o {3T1) BT3-0140, o7 malied t5:
Ball Siop Amignmem Resondation Sarviess, Direxter of e USFTO, P.O.Box 14m, Nm-.nr.\m.mm

5357
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Optima Technology Corporation
8775 Cogta Verde BIVO.

Suite 501, San Disgo CA 92122

Phone: 775-450-6833

Poc  BS8-625-2460

December 5, 2007 .

United Stabes Patent Office
Patant Assignment Deparimant

Fax: 571-273-0140
Subject: Assignmant of Patents .
Dear Sir,

Referenca to our telephone convarsation of today with Mr. Maurios please find herawith the
Information cover sheet 8nd credit card payment form and the powar of attorney from Mr, Jed
Margolin to Optima Technology Corporation for four patants Numbers:

5,566,073
5,904,724
5,377,436
5,978,488

to be assigned to Optima Technolagy Corporation a Neveda Corporation with the Address:
Mr. John Patar Lea Esq.

830 Las Vegas Baulevard South,
Lag Vegas NV 89101

Thank you In advanca for your c-operation, pleass call 775-450-6833 if you hava any question.

Truly Yours
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| No.__090C00579 1B 20,””4R~9 p
| Dept. 1 ”2'. 15

In the First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
in and for Carson City

SUMMONS
JED MARGOLIN, an individual

Plaintiff,

Optima Technolaga' Corporation, a Baliformia corporationm,

Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, Reza
Zandian aka Golamreza Zandianjazi aks Gholam Réza Zandian
aka Reza Jazi aka J. RezaDgfendant, ;Jazi aka G. Reza Jazi
T OTIONYeZa Zandian JAEL, AN ITdividual, DOE Companies
1~10, DOE Corporations 11~20, and DOR Individuale 21-30
DEFERDANTS '

e s

.’ N
THE STATE OF NEVADA SENDS GREETINGS TO THE ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANT: :

NOTICE! YOU HAVE BEEN SUED. THE COURT MAY DECIDE AGAINST YOU WITHOUT YOUR BEING
HEARD UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW.

TO THE DEFENDANT: A civil Complalnt has been filad by the plaintiff sgainst you.
1. Ifyou wish 1o defend this lawsult, you must, within 20 days after lhia Summons Is served on you,
file with this Court a written pleading.in response to this Complaint, :
2. Unless you respond, your default will be entered upon appllcatlon of the plalnliff, and this Gourt may enter a Judgment agalnst you
for the rellef demanded in the Complaint*, which could result In the taking of money or property or the reilsf requested In the Complalint.
3. Ifyou wish to ssek the advice of an attorney In this matter, you should do so promplly so that your response may be filed on Ume.
4. You are required to serve your response upon plalntiffs attommey, whose address s

exclusive of the day of service,

P ALAN GLOVER
‘\ . Clerk of Court
N '

. ’
S y L Deputy Clerk

Dale. December )&, 2009 20

“Nota - When service by publication, insent a brief slatemant of the object of the action. See Rule 4.

RETURN OF SERVICE ON REVERSE SIDE
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" STATEOF _ CALIE o A A ﬁ}
58.

° o

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE
(For General Use)

COUNTY OF _SACRANENTD

Lo sefr roTH , declares under penally of perjury: )
That afflanl Is, and was on the day when he servad ths within Bummons, over 18 years of age, and not a party lo, nor Interested
in, the wilhin acllon; that the afisnt recaived the Summons on the ___Ft?? dayof _—JAN UARY 20 (O,
and personally served the same upon /224 2AN D IAN B
the within named defandant, on tha 2 day of _FLBRVAZY 12070 by delivering to the ssld defendant,
personally, In 712 OBKS  Coumly of _SACIEMENTD __ gigle of __CAt IEORAN 4
& copy of the Summons allached to a copy of ths Complsint. T
1 declare under penally of perjury undar the law of the Slate of Nevada that the loregoing Is true and correct.

Exsoutad this /27" _ day of _ECLRUNLY ,20{0, m 7%
) Signature of person making service

“
STATE OF NEVADA } NEVADA SHERIFF'S RETURN
55.

(For Use of Sheriff of Carson City)

CARSON CITY

I haraby certify and return that { racelvad the within Summona on lhe- day of . 20
and pémona"y served lhe same upon : , the wilhin nam_ed defendant,
on lha day of __" + 20 — , by delivaring o the ssid defendent, personally, In Carson Clty,

Stala of Navads, s copy of tha Summons allached to a capy of the Complaint.

Sherlff of Carsan Clty, Nevada

Dale: 20 By
" Daputy
STATE OF NEVADA AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING
§8. {For Use When Service Is hy Publication and Maliing)
COUNTY OF

« deolarea under penalty of perjury:
That afflant Is, end was when lhe herein described melling took place, aver 18 yaars of ags, end not a party to, nor Interested
in, the within eclion; thel on the day of 120 —, afialnt deposhted in the Post Office at
+ Nevada, & copy of the within Summons attached to a copy of tha Complaint, enclosed In a sealed envelopa
upon which Mirst class postaga was fulty praimld, addraseed lo '
Lhe within nemed defendanl, at ’ :
that thera Is a regular communication by mall betwsen the place of malfing and the place so'addressad.
| declare under pansity of parjury under the law of tha Stsle of Nevada that e foregolng Is lrue and correct.

Execuled this ~ dayof V20— .

NOTE - If sarvice Is mada In sny mannar permilled by Ruls 4 other than personally upan the defandant, or Is made
outside the Unllsd Blates, a special afidavii or ralurn musl be made
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Jed Margolin v, ftu'na Technology Corp., et al.
Beclaration of Robett Toth

I, ROBERT TOTH, heyehy declare:

Lem a registered prooess server for the Stats of California. I have personal knowledge of
the facts cantained in this Declaration, and if called as a Wwitoess, I could and would competently
testify thereto. As to thoss matters alleged on information snd belief, I believe them to be trus,

Lserved copies of the Summons and Complaint, on Reza Zandian aka Golamroza
Zandianjaza, aka Gholam Reza Zandian, aka Reza Jazi, aka J. Reza Jazi, aka G. Reza Jazi, aka
Ghononreza Zanian Jazi:

On January 26, 2010 at 8:43 a.m., I wen to the residence address at 8401 Bonita Downs
Road, Fair Oaks, California 95628, There was no answer at the door.

On January 28, 2010 at 3:47 p.m., I returned to the residencs again, and there was no
answer at the door.

On January 31,2010 at 4:13 p.m., I went the regidenoa address, and again there was no
anawer at the door. .

On February 2, 2010 at 5:37 p.m., when I retumed to the residence address, 1 observed oo
lights on, no cara parked, but that the trash was set out.

On February 2, 2010 at 7:21 p.m., I rotuned to the residence address. The door wag
answered by an elderly man, described as mid to late-60's, middle eastern accent, 5'4" tall, grey
hair, long beard, thin, and wearing glasses. I told him I was looking for Reza. 1showed him the
name on the documents with the various names, and mads a motion that he knew one ar more of
the names. Ishowed him the photograph that I had, Itold him I had legal documents for Reza,
and that I would leave it with him. He took the envelope, opened it and saw tho documents. He
told mo that he did not want the papers and that he did not live there. I told him that we had
confirmed that was his address, He retumed the envelope back, Itold him that he neaded to
maks gure that Reza got the paperwark. Iput the envelops by the doorway. He picked up the
envelopo and threw it at me as I wes leaving, I loft the documents there and again told him that
he had besn served for Reza,

55¢
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing ia true and correct, and that this deolaration is exscuted this 18" day of February, ‘at

Citrus Heights, Califomia,
7y

ROBERTM. TOTH
Registered Process Server
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WATSON
ROUNDS
January 8, 2010
KELLY 0. WATSON!
MICHAEL D. ROUNDS*
MATTHEW D. FRANCIS 2
ARTHUR A ZORIO ! John Peter Lee, Esq,
hc‘AEm\ann X'n Jﬁ:;u ' John Peter Lee, Ltd.
RYAN &, JOHNSON 830 Las Vegas Boulevard South
TARA A. SHIRDPF

MATTHEW 0. HOLLAND
ADAM P, MeMILLEN?
EUIZA BECHTOLD ¢
ADAM YOWELL

OF COUNBEL-
MARC D, FOODMAN *!

;IA\'I::W In Californin
lconsed i Uinh

! Alto leemed in Massochusetia
! Licensed only In Califomia

3371 Kietxko Lans

Rono, Novedn 89511

{175) 3244100

Fax (7753 200-8171

o-rmil: remoi@valsonrounds com

771 North Renhoty Boulavard
Solle 150

Lus Vepw, Nevwda 80107
{702) 4364902

Pax (702) 6364904

One Matket-Sieumt Tower
Swile 1600

San Frencisco, CA 94103
(1532434050

Fox (4151243-0226

winv.walsonrounds.com
Roply 10:_Raeng

Las Vegas, NV 89101

Re:  Optima Technology Corporation and Reza Zandian
Dear Mr. Lee:

We represent Mr. Jed Margolin in a case pending in the First Judicial District
Court for the State of Nevada in and for Carson City, Case No. 09 0C 00579 1B
captioned Jed Margolin v. Optima Technology Corporation (CA), Optima Technology
Corporation (NV), Reza Zandian aka Golamreza Zandianjazi aka aka Gholam Reza
Zandlan, aka Reza Jazl, aka J, Reza Jazl, aka G. Reza Jazl, aka Ghononreza Zandian
Jazi (the Action), Copies of the summonses and complaint filed in the Action are
enclosed,

We understand that at one time you represented one or more of the Defendants
named in the Action. We are attempting to effectuate service of the enclosed
summonses and complaint on Mr. Zandian and the Defendant entities and have been
unsuccessful thus far. Please inform me whether you currently represent Mr. Zandian
or the Defendant entities, and if so, whether you will accept service on behalf of any of
the Defendants. If you refuse or cannot accept service on behalf of any of the
Defendants, please provide any information possible regarding the whereabouts of any
of the Defendants. Altematively, please provide copies of the summonses and
complaint to the Defendants.

Please inform me by January 29, 2010 whether or not you will accept service
of the summonses and complaint on behalf of any of the Defendaats, or whether you

SV
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John Peter Lee, Esq,
Jannary 8, 2010
Page 2

will take any other action requested herein. I look forward to hearing from you.

Cassandma P, Joseph
WATSON ROUNDS
A Professional Corporation
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Cnse No.: ‘DO& VL AO517 q \6 REC'D & FILED
Dept.No: Lo IY0EC || EY b2 07
Rirhdt GLOVER
o DLERK
DEPUTY

IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR CARSON CITY

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
VS,

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY
CORPORATION, a California corporation,
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a Nevada corporation, REZA ZANDIAN ska
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANIAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZ] aka J. REZA JAZI aka O. REZA

JAZ] aka GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZ],
an individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporalions 11-20, and DOE Individuals
21-30,

Defendants,
/

COMPLAINT
(Exemption From Asbitration Requested)

Plaintiff, JED MARGOLIN ("Mr. Margolin™), by and through his counsel of record,
WATSON ROUNDS, and for his Complaint against Defendants, hereby alleges and complains
as follows:

The Partles
1. Plaintiff Mr. Margolin is an individual residing in Storey County, Nevada.

2. On information and belief, Defendant Optime Technology Corporation is a
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California corporation with ils principal place of business in Irvine, California.

3. On information and belief, Defendant Optima Technology Corporation is a
Nevada corporation with its principal place of business in Las Vegas, Nevada.

4, On information and belief, Defendan( Reza Zandian, aka Golemreza Zandianjazi,
aka Golamreza Zandianjazi, aka Gholam Reza Zandian, eka Reza Jazi, aka ). Reza Jazi, aka Q.
Reza Jazi, aka Ghononreza Zandian Jaz (collectively “Zandian™), is an individual who at all
relevant times resided in San Diego, California or Las Vegas, Nevada.

5. On information and belief, Defendant Optima Technology Corporation, the
Nevada corporation ("OTC—Nevada®) is & wholly owned subsidiary of Optima Technology
Carporation, the California corporation (“0TC—Califonia"™), and Defendant Zandian at al)
relevant times served as officers of the OTC—California end OTC—Nevada,

6. Mr. Margolin believes, and therefore elleges, that at all times herein menlioned,
each of the Defendants was {he agent, servant or employee of each of the other Defendant and at
all times was acting within the course and scope of seid agency and/or employment and that each
Defendant is liable to Mr. Margolin for the reasons and the facts herein alleged. Relief is sought
herein against each and all of the Defendants jointly and severally, as well as it or their agents,
assistants, successors, employees and all persons acting in concert or cooperation with them or at
their direction. Mr. Margolin will amend big Complaint when such additional persons acting in
concert or cooperation are ascertained.

Jurisdiction and Venne

7. Pursuant to the Nevada Constitution, Article 6, Section 6, the district courts of the
State of Nevada have original jurisdiction jn all cases excluded by law from the original

Jurisdiction of the justice courts. This case involves tort claims in an amount in excess of the

Jurisdictional limitation of the justice courts and, accordingly, Jurisdiction is proper In the district

court.
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8. Venue is based upon the provisions of N.R.S. § 13.010, et seq,, inasmuch as the
Defendants at all imes heroin mentioned has been and/or is residing or currently doing business

in and/or are responsible for the actions complained of herein in Storey County,
Facts

9. Plaintiff Mr. Margolin is the named inventor on numerous patents and patent
applications, including United States Patent No. 5,566,073 (“the 073 Patent™), United States
Patent No. 5,904,724 (“the *724 Patent™), United States Patent No, 5,978,488 (“the ‘488 Patent")
and United States Patent No, 6,377,436 (“the '436 Patent”) (collectively “the Patents"),

10.  Mr. Margolin is the legal owner and owner of record for the 488 and *436
Patents, and has never assigned those patents,

L. | In July 2004, Mr. Margolin granted to Optima Technology Group ("OTG™), a
Cayman Islands Corporation specializing in aerospace technology, a Power of Attomey
regarding the ‘073 and ‘724 Palents. In exchangs for the Power of Atlomey, OTG agreed to pay
Mr. Margolin royalties based on OTG's licensing of the *073 and *724 Patents.

12, In May 2006, OTG and Mr. Margolin licensed the ‘073 and *724 Patents to
Geneva Aerospace, Inc,, and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to the royalty
agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG.

13.  On about July 20, 2004, Mr. Margolin assigned the ‘073 and *724 Patents to
OTa.

14.  In about November 2007, OTG licensed the *073 Patent to Honeywell
International, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to the royalty
agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG.

15.  In December 2007, Defendant Zandian filed with the U.S, Patent and Trademark
Office ("USPTO™) fraudulent assignment doouments allegedly asaigning ell four of the Patents
to Optima Technology Corporation,
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16. Upon discovery of the fraudulent filing, Mr. Margolin: (a) filed a report with the
Storey County Sheriff’s Depariment; (b) took action to regain record title to the “488 and '436
Patents that he legally owned; and (c) assisted OTG in regaining record title of the *073 and ‘724
Patents that it legally owned and upon which it contracted with Mr. Margolin for royalties.

17.  Soon thereafler, Mr. Margolin and OTG were nemed as defendants in an action
for declaratory relief regarding non-infringement of the ‘073 and *724 Patents in the United
States District Court for the District of Arizona, in a case titled: Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation v. Optima Technology Group, Inc., No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC (the "Arizona
Aclion”), Inthe Arizona Action, Mr. Margolin and OTG filed a cross-claim for declaratory
relief against Zandian in order to obtaip legal title to their respective patents,

18.  On August 18, 2008, the United States District Coorl for the District of Arizona
enlered a final judgment in favor of Mr. Margolin and OTQ on their declaratory relief action, an
ordered that OTC had no interest in the ‘073 or ‘724 Patents, and that the assignment documents
filed with the USPTO were “forged, invalid, void, of no force and offect.” Attached as Bxhibijt A
i3 a copy of the Order from the United States District Court in the Arizone Action,

19.  Due to Defendants’ fraudulent acts, litle to the Patents was clouded and interfered
with Plaintiff’s and OTG’s ability to license the Patents,

20.  During the period of time Mr. Margolin worked to correct record title of the
Palents in the Arizona Action and with the USPTO, he incurred significant litigation and other

costs associated with those efforts.

Claim 1--Conversion
(Agninst Al Defendants)

21.  Paragraphs 1-20 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporaled herein by

reference.
22,  Through the fraudulent acts described above, Defendants wrongfully exerted

dominion over the Patents, thereby depriving Mr. Margolin of the use of such property.
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23, The Patents and the royalties due M. Margolin under the Patenis were the
personal property of Mr. Margolin.

24, Asadirect and proximate result of the Defendants’ conversion, Mr. Margolin hes
suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000), enlitling him to the relief set forth

below.

Claim 2--Tortigus Interference With Contract
(Against All Defendants)

25.  Paragraphs 1-24 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by
reference.

26.  Mr. Margolin wes a party lo a valid contract with OTG for the payment of
royallies based on the Jicense of the *073 and *724 Patents.

27.  Defendants were aware of Mr. Margolin’s contract with OTQ.,

28.  Defendants committed intentional acts intended and designed to disrupt and
interfere with the contractual relationship between Mr. Margolin and OTG.

29.  Asaresult of the acts of Defendants, Mr. Margolin's contract with OTG was
actually interfered with and disrupted.

30.  Asadirect and proximate result of the Defendants' tortious interference with
contract, Mr. Margolin has suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollars ($1 0,000),

entitling him to the relief set forth below.

Claim 3—Intentiona] Interference with Prospective Economic Advantage
(Against All Defendants)

31, Paragraphs 1-30 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by
reference,

32. Defendanls were aware of Mr. Margolin’s prospective business relations with
licensees of the Patents.

33.  Defendants purposely, willfully and impropesly attempted to induce Mr.
Margolin's prospective Jicensees to refrain from engaging in business with Mr. Margolin.
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34.  The foregoing actions by Defendants interfered with the business relationships of
Mr. Margolin, and were done intentionally and occurred without consent or authority of Mr.,
Margolin. .

35, Asadirect and proximate result of the Defendants’ tortioys interference, Mr.
Margolin has suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000), entitling him to the
relief set forth below.

Claim 4—Unjust Enrichment
(Against All Defendants)

36.  Paragraphs 1-35 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by
reference,

37.  Defendants wrongfully obtained record (itle to the Pmts.

38.  Dofendars were aware that record title to the Patents was valuable, and were
aware of the benefit derived from having recard title,

39.  Defendants unjustly benefitted from the use of Mr. Margolin's property without
compensation to Mr. Margolin.

40.  Asa direct and proximale result of Defendants’ aforementioned acts, Mr,
Margolin is entitled to equitable relief,

Claim S5—Unfair and Deceptive Trade Practices

(Against All Defendants)

41.  Paragmphs 1-40 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by
reference.

42.  The Defendants, engaging in the acts and conduct described above, have
knowingly and willfully committed unfair and deceptive trace practices under NRS 598.0915 by
making false representations. :

43.  Asadirect and proximate result of the Defendants’ unfair and deceptive trade
practices, Mr. Margolin has suffered damages in excess of ten thousand do}lars ($10,000),

entitling him to the relief set forth below.
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WHBREFORE, Plaintiff Jed Mergolin, prays for judgment against the Defendarts as
follows:

1. That Plaintiff be awarded damages for Defendants’ tortious conduct;

2, That Plaintiff be awarded damages for Defendants’ unjust enrichment;

3. That Plaintiff be awarded damages for Defendants’ commission of unfair aind
deceptive trade practices, in an amount to be proven at trial, with said damages being trebled
pursuant fo NRS 598.0999;

4, That Plaintiff be awarded actual, consequential, future, and punitive damages .of
whatever type or nature;

5. That the Court award all such further relief thet jt deems just and proper.

AFFIRMATION
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding

document, filed in District Court, does not contain the social security number of any person.

DATED: December |(), 2009 WATSON ROUNDS

Matthew D, Francis{6978)
Cassandra P, Joseph (9845)
WATSON ROUNDS

337 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511
Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

UNIVERSAL AVIONICS SYSTEMS
CORPORATION,

Plaintiff,

No, CV 07-588-TUC-RCC
ORDER

Vs,

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC,,
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY
CORPORATION, ROBERT ADAMS and
JED MARGOLIN,

Defendants,

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY INC. s/k/a
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC.,
a corporation,

Counterclaimant,
V5.

UNIVERSAL AVIONICS SYSTEMS
CORPORATION, an Arizona carporation,

Counterdefendant,

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY INC. a/k/a
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP,INC,,

Cross-Claimant,
V8.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY
CORPORATION,

Cross-Defendant.

Eﬁasa 4:07-cv-00588-RCC  Document 131  Filed 08/18/2008 Page 1 of 2
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This Court, having considered the Defendants’ Application for Entry of Default
Judgment against Cross-Defendant Optima Technology Corporation, finds no just reason 1o
delay entry of final judgment,

Therefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

Final Judgment is entered against Cross-Defendants Optima Technology Corporation,
8 California corporation, and Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, as
Tollows:

1. Optima Technology Corporation has no interest in U.S. Patents Nos. 5,566,073 and
3,904,724 (“the Patents") or the Durable Power of Attorney from Jed Margolin dated July
20, 2004 (“the Power of Attorney™);

2. The Assignment Optima Technology Corporation filed with the USPTO is forged,
invalid, void, of no force and effect, and I3 hereby struck from the records of the USPTO;

3. The USPTO is lo correct its records with respect to any olaim by Optima
Technology Carporation to the Patents and/or the Power of Atlorney; and

4. OTC is hereby enjoined from asserting further rights or interests in the Patents
and/or Power of Attorney; and

3. There i3 no just reason to delay entry of final judgment as to Optima Technology
Corporation under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 54(b).

DATED this 18" day of August, 2008.

ol —

/ Raner C. Collins
United States Distriot Judge

-2-
ase 4.07-cv-00588-RCC  Document 131 Filad 08/18/2008 Page 2 of 2
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WATSON

ROUNDS

KELLY G. WATSON !
MICHAEL D, ROUNDS !
MATTHEW D. FRANCIS *

ARTHUR A. ZORIO '
MELISSA P. BARNARD
RYAN E. JOHNSON
MATTHEW G. HOLLAND
ADAM P. McMILLEN 3
ADAM YOWELL

VINH PHAM ¢

OF COUNSEL-
MARC D. FOODMAN *?
STEVEN T. POLIKALAS **

! Also oensod in Califomia

¥ Algo licensed jn Utah

? Also licensed in Massachusetis
“Also licenued in Tennessos
Licensed only in California

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, Nevada 8951 |

(775) 3244100

Fax (775) 3338171

e-mail: reno@walsonrounds.com

777 North Rainbow Boulevard
Saite 350

Las Veps, Novada 89107
(702) 636-4902

Fax (702) 6364904

Ons Market-Steuart Tower
Suite 1600

Ssn Francisco, CA 94105
(4152434090

Fooe (415)243-0226

www.watsonrounds.com

Reply to:_Reno

August 4, 2011

VIA FACSIMILE ONLY: 702-383-9950
John Peter Lee, Esq.

John Peter Lee, Ltd.

830 Las Vegas Boulevard South

Las Vegas, NV 89101

Re: First Judicial District Court Case No. 090C00579
Dear Mr. Lee:

We are in receipt of and have reviewed the Order setting aside Jed Margolin’s
default judgment against your client in the above referenced matter. Also in the order
is a 90 day time period from August 3, 2011 to properly effectuate service on your
client.

Please allow this letter to serve as a formal demand that you accept service on
behalf of your client, Reza Zandian. Also, it is demanded that you provide us with a
current address for your client. It is demanded that you agree to accept service and
provide this information to my office by 5:00 p.m. on August 8, 2011.

If you do not agree to accept service on behalf of your client and if you are not
willing to provide his current address, please explain why so that we can properly
serve your client in this case.

I'look forward to your professional cooperation in this matter.

Regards,

P. McMillen
WATSON ROUNDS
A Professional Corporation



TRANSMISSION VERIFICATION REPORT

TIME : 98/04/2011 16:11
NAME : WATSON
FAX ¢ 7753338171
TEL 1 7753244100
SER. # : BROLBJSB3518
DATE, TIME B88/84 16:11
FAX NO./NAME 17923839959
DURATION 00:08: 23
PAGE(S) a2
RESUL DK
MODE gg'\'NDARD
WATSON
ROUNDS
FAX COVER SHEET
KELLY G. WATSON !
MICHAEL 1. ROUNDS !
MATTHEW D. FRANCIS ?
AR A 20000 DATE: August 4, 2011
MELISSA P BARNARD TO: John Peter Lee, Esq
MATTIEEW 0, oy AND COMPANY:  John Peter Lee, L1d.
Aot vowmit ™ FAXNO:  702-383-9950
VINH PHAM FROM: Adam McMillen
oF o5, NUMBER OF PAGES:; Z
MARC D), FOODMAN L RE: Flrst Judiclal District Court Case No. 090C00579
STEVRN T. POLIKALAS ' MESSAGE:

! Also ligensed in Califemin

% Al licemsed tn Usgh

3 Alxo liseneed In Mnuanohimetts
4 Also loonsad i Tennessce

I Licenred only la Califoroia

3371 Klotrko Lane

Reno, Nevadn 89511

(115) 3244100

Fex (775} 313-8171
renoinfo(@watsonrounds com

777 Nnrih Rainkers Boulevard
Sile AS0

Las Vegna, Novada 89107
(7021 6364902




WATSON

ROUNDS

KELLY G. WATSON!
MICHAEL D. ROUNDS '
MATTHEW D. FRANCIS?

ARTHUR A. ZORIO '
MELISSA P. BARNARD
RYAN E JOHNSON
MATTHEW G. HOLLAND
ADAM P. McMILLEN ?
ADAM YOWELL

VINH PHAM *

OF COUNSEL-
MARC D. FOODMAN *?
STEVEN T. POLIKALAS "¢

! Also liccnsed in California

* Also licensed in Uteh

* Also licensed tn Massaclussis
* Also licemsed in Tennesses

® Licensed only in California

3371 Kietzke Lana
Reno, Nevada 89511
(775) 3244100

Fax (775) 333-8171

renomfo@watsonrounds.com

777 North Reinbow Boulevard
Suite 350

Les Vegas, Nevacds §9107
(702) 636-4502

Fax (702) 636-4904
vegasinfo@watsonrounda.com

One Market-Steuart Tower
Suite 1600

Sen Francisco, CA 94105
(415)243-4090

Fox (415)243-0226
sfinfo@watsonrounds.com

Www.watsonrounds.com

Reply to: Reno

FAX COVER SHEET
DATE: August 4, 2011
TO: lohn Peter Lee, Esq
COMPANY:  Jjohn Peter Lee, Ltd.
FAX NO: 702-383-9950
FROM: Adam McMillen
NUMBER OF PAGES: __ 2
RE: First Judicial District Court Case No. 090C00579
MESSAGE:

THE FOLLOWING PAGES ARE A CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION INTENDED ONLY FOR THE PERSON NAMED ABOVE, |F
YOU ARE NOT THE PERSON NAMED ABOVE, OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERY OF THE
FOLLOWING INFORMATION, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION, DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING OF
THIS COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. I YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR, PLEASE
NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY TELEPHONE. WE WILL GLADLY REIMBURSE YOUR TELEPHONE EXPENSE. THANK YOU.
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JOHN PETER LEE, L.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

830 LAS VECAS BOULEVARD SOUTH
LAS VEGAS. NEVADA 8910
TELEPHONE (702) 382-4044
FACSIMILE (702) 383-9950
E-MAIL: info@johnpeterlee.com

August 8, 2011

Fax: (702) 333-8171
Adam P. McMillan
.WATSON ROUNDS
A Professional Corporation
‘777 North Rainbow Boulevard
Suite 350
Las Vepgas, Nevada 89511
Re:  First Judicial District Court Case No. 090C00579
Dear Mr. McMillan:
Your letter of August 4, 2011, is acknowledged. Our response is as follows:
We cannot accept service, nor can we give you Reza Zandian®s current address. Except to indicate
that he does not reside in Nevada at the present time and is not subjecr 10 the jurisdiction of the
courts of this State within the provisions of the litigation commenced by your firm involving an
Arizona judgment which cannot be domesticated in Nevada,

Yours truly,

JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.

Dictated but not read

JPL/mh = John Peter Lee, Esq.
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Iutp:llsmdgele.co.clark.nv.uslAssrRealPro. ‘etail.aspx7hdnParce..,

(GENERAL INFORMATION

[PARCEL NO, 071-02-000-005

OWRNER AND MAILING ZANDIAN REZA

ADDRESS B775 COSTA VERDE #501
SAN DIEGO CA 92122-5343

|LOCATION ADDRESS MOAPA VALLEY

CITY /UNINCORPORATED

TOWN

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION PT NE4 NE4 SEC 02 16 68

SEC 02 TWP 16 RNG 68

* 20050419:04639

04/19/2005

“Note: Only documents from Septembear 15, 1999 ¢

NOSTATYS.. .

hrough present ave avallable for viewing

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION AND SUPPLEMENTAL VALUE
TAX DISTRICT [826
APPRAISAL YEAR 2010
FISCAL YEAR 10-11
SUPPLEMENTAL 0
IMPROVEMENY VALUE
MN/A

REAL PROPERTY ASSESSED VALUE

FISCAL YEAR 2010-11 2011-12
LAND 7000 5250
IMPROVEMENTS 0 0
PERSONAL PROPERTY ) [0
EXEMPT 0 0
GROSS ASSESSED 7000 5250
(SUBTOTAL)

TAXABLE LAND+IMP 20000 15000
(SUBTOTAL)

COMMON ELEMENT 0 o
ALLOCATION ASSD

TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE _ |7000 5250
TOTAL TAXABLE VALUE 20000 15000

|_ESTIMATED LOT SIZE AND APPRAISAL INFORMATION

ESTIMATED SIZE 10.00 Acres
ORIGINAL CONST. YEAR [0

LAST SALE PRIGE 24000
MONTH/YEAR 04/05

LAND USE 0-00 VACANT
DWELLING UNIXTS 9

6/9/2011 12:00 AM
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GENERAL INFORMATION

BPARCEL NO, 071-02-000-013

OWHNER AND MAILING ZANDIAN REZA

ADDRESS 8775 COSTA VERDE #501
SAN DIEGO CA 92122-5343

LOCATION ADDRESS MOAPA VALLEY

ICITY /UNINCORPORATED

[TOWN

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION PT SE4 NE4 SEC 02 16 68

SEC 02 TWP 16 RNG 68
lnacnno:an DOCUMENT * 20050420: 00563

NO.
|RECORDED DATE 04/20/2005
vestng —...INO STATUS S —
*Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are avallable for viewlng.
ASSESSMENT INFORMATION AND SUPPLEMENTAL VALUE
ITAX DISTRIGT 826
APPRAISAL YEAR 2010
FISCAL YEAR 10-11
SUPPLEMENTAL 0
IMPROVEMENT VALUE
SUPPLEMENTAL N/A
IMPROVEMENT
ACCOUNTNUMBER | A R e )
REAL PROPERTY ASSESSED VALUE
FISCAL YEAR 2010-11 2011-12
LAND 14000 10500
IMPROVEMENTS o 0
PERSONAL PROPERTY 0 0
EXEMPT 0 0
GROSS ASSESSED 14000 10500
(SUBTOTAL)
TAXABLE LAND+IMP 40000 30000
(SUDTOTAL)
COMMON ELEMENT 0 c
ALLOCATION ASSD
TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE 14000 10500 |
TOTALTAXABLEVALUE 10000 " "fsoo00. |

ESTIMATED LOT SIZE AND APPRAISAL INFORMATION

ESTIMATED 5128 20.00 Acies
ORIGINAL CONST. YEAR 4]

LAST SALE PRICE 40000
MONTH/YEAR 04/05

LAND USE 0-D0 VACANT
DWELLING UNTTS

S measas g - -t oanie D T AT ——

6/9/2011 12:06 AM
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Zandian’s Washoe County Properties - Jed Margolin 4 201

From Washoe County Web site - Assessor’s Database: hup:f!www.cn.wushoe.|w.us!asscssor!camu!;gcurcll.nhn
(from a search for “Zandian”) April 14,2011 by Jed Margolin

APN Card  Situs
Owner Name Mailing Address Last Transaction Date

079-150-12 | STATE ROUTE 447
RESA ZANDIAN PO BOX 927674 SAN DIEGO CA 92192 06/27/2005

079-150-09 | STATE ROUTE 447
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009

079-150-10 [ STATE ROUTE 447
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009

079-150-13 1 STATE ROUTE 447
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009

084-040-02 1 PIERSON CANYON RD
REZA ZANDIAN  POBOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009

084-040-04 1 E INTERSTATE 80
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VBGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009

084-040-06 1 E INTERSTATE 80
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009

084-040-10 1 E INTERSTATE 80
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009

084-130-07 1 E INTERSTATE 80
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009

084-140-17 1 E INTERSTATE 80
RBZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009



vww.goldenievada.com. The remaining information is from Washoe County Web site - Assessor's Databasge.

The properties are North of Interstate 80 and East of SR 447, From Google Maps via Zandian’s Web site at
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079-150-12 | STATE ROUTE 447
RESA ZANDIAN PO BOX 927674 SAN DIEGO CA 92192 06/27/2005

160 acres
Lounty Home => Assestor”s Officg = > Proparty Assessmant Data Search => Parcel Search =>
Ownership

APN 079-150412; ° P T o
Owner.or Trustee % Ownership
ZANDIAN, RESA et al

FOUGHANI, NILOOFAR

079-150-09 | STATE ROUTE 447 )
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009

560 acres

->mmﬂ=>mmmﬂnmmm->tamlsﬂm =>

Ownarship

APN 079-150-09 " T -
Owner or Trustee . . | . % Ownership

SADRI LIVING TRUST TTEE et al .
SADRI, TRUSTEE, FRED 33
ZANDIAN , REZA 33
KOROGHLI MANAGEMENT TRST, TRST 33
KOROGHLI, TRUSTEE, RAY TTEE

KOROGHLI, TRUSTEE, SATHSOWI T TTEE

59/



® *

079-150-10 1 STATE ROUTE 447
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009

639 acres

County Home => Assessor’s Offica => Proparty Assessment Data Search => Parcel Search m>
Ownarshlp

APN 079-150-10 LT3, .
Owner or Trustee O - % Ownership

SADRI LIVING TRUST TTEE et al .
SADRI, TRUSTEE, FRED 33
ZANDIAN , REZA 33

KOROGHLI MANAGEMENT TRUST, TRST 33
KOROGHLI, TRUSTEES, RAY TTEE
KOROGHLI, TRUSTEE, SATHSOWI T TTEE

079-150-13 | STATE ROUTE 447
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009

560 acres

Lounty Homs => Aqgassor s Office => Pronerly Assassment Data Starch => Parcal Search =» Ownership

APN 079-150-13 | - LA g U
Owner or Trustes R 9% Ownership

SADRI LIVING TRUST TTEE et al

SADRI, TRUSTEE, FRED 33
ZANDIAN , REZA 33
KOROGHLI MGMT TRUST, TRST 33

KOROGHLI, TTEE, RAY TTEE
KOROGHLI, TTEE, SATHSOWI T TTEE

3Gz



5

PORTION OF N2 -T.20N.-R.23E.
SECTIONS 6 & 7 - T.20N -R.24E.

: Asessor’s Map County of Washoe, Nevada FR——
ot oAl 48
gt nipiecsig-dod el WOTH - ALLISIONY SLOCK MAarAs svanet W EUPrs ivvind 3ot iwicn |
1 ATIELSON W RARCIL AUMPIAS DIORY kN IRCLAS

084-040-02 1 PIERSON CANYON RD
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180 05/12/2009

627 acres

=> Assessor s Office => Proueily Assessiment Data Search => Parcel Searcl) = >

Ownemhip

APN 084:040-02 - o :
Ownar.or Trustee. ~ © . - % Ownership

SADRI LIVING TRUST TTEE et al

SADRI, TRUSTEE, FRED ' 33
ZANDIAN , REZA 33
KOROGHLI MGMT TRST, TRST 33

KOROGHLI, TTEE, RAY TTEE
KOROGHLY, TTEE, SATHSOWI T TTEE



6
084-040-04 | E INTERSTATE 80
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180
640 acres
=> Assezsor’s Qffice => Propeity Assessmant Data Seaich => Parcel Search =>
Owstership
APN 084-040:04 P Ml _
Owner or Trustee . . % Ownershlp
SADRI LIVING TRUST TTEE et al
SADRI, TRUSTEE, FRED 33
ZANDIAN , REZA 33
KOROGHLI MGMT TRST, TRST 33
KOROGHLI, TTEE, RAY TTEE
KOROGHLI, TTEE, SATHSOWI T TTEE
084-040-06 1 E INTERSTATE 80
REZA ZANDIAN POBOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180
633 acres
=> Assessot” s (ffice => Property Assessment Data Search => Parcel Searcly =>
Ownership

APN 084-040-06 - ** - .
Owner or Trustee "~ . % Ownership

SADRI LIVING TRUST TTEE et al
/SADRI, TRUSTEE, FRED 33
ZANDIAN , REZA 33

KOROGHLI MGMT TRST, TRST 33
[KOROGHLI, TTEE, RAY TTEE
KOROGHLI, TTEE, SATHSOWI T

05/12/2009

05/12/2009

594



i

084-040-10 1 E INTERSTATE 80

REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180

390 acres
County llome => Assesser” s Offior ~> Propesty Assessment Data Seard) => Parcel Searcly =>
Ownership -

APN 0B4-040-10 - - ;| N

owner or Trustee ' % Ownarsiilp
SADRI LIVING TRUST TTEE et al

SADRI, TRUSTEE, FRED . 33

ZANDIAN , REZA 33

KOROGHLI MGMT TRST, TRST a3

KOROGHLI, TTEE, RAY TTEE
KOROGHLI, TTEE, SATHSOWI T TTEE

084-130-07 1 E INTERSTATE 80
REZA ZANDIAN POBOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180

275 acres

County Hamg => Assessar”s Office => Proboily Assessment Dala Search) => parcel Search =>
Ownershlp

APN 084-130-07

Oowner or Tiustea: * Baan %.Ownarshlp
SADRI LIVING TRUST TTEE et al

SADRI, TRUSTEE, FRED a3

ZANDIAN , REZA 33

KOROGHLI MGMT TRUST, TRST 33
KOROGHLL, TTEE, RAY TTEE
KOROGHL!, TTEE, SATHSOWI T TTEE

05/12/2009

05/12/2009

595



084-140-17 1 E INTERSTATE 80
REZA ZANDIAN PO BOX 81624 LAS VEGAS NV 89180

160 acres

w»mum» Bsopiity Assessinpiil Data Seah > Pagcel Seaichy =>

APN 084-140-17

Owneror Tristee * : -:: ‘- % Ownership
SADRI LIVING TRUST TTEE et af

SADRI, TRUSTEE, FRED 33

ZANDIAN , REZA 33

KOROGHLL MGMT TRST, TRST 33

KOROGHLI, TTEE, RAY TTEE
KOROGHLI, TTEE, SATHSOWI T TTEE

®

05/12/2009

590
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hittp:/iwwv ] lyon-county.org:403/cgi-bi n/n’

6/9/2011 6:22 AM

| AssessorHome | 1 Assesss Indulty |

Real Property Inquiry
aaarch [or Real Propardy (Lend, Improvements. elc,
@ Parcel € Owner Name " Proparty Locallon € Dislrict
Bl5; Se| arcal Cho u
Percel # | | \BAg#{s), nodashes  Pastial Ouner Nems [ZANDIAN _
Land Use Code Range | - | Code Tabie examples: BMITHM 1 ACME MARKETS
Acraage Rsngsl _,’-I ! Partlal Propesty I.or.allnnl
Nel Value Rengs | - ! axamples; NMAIN ST / MAPLE DR
DlslriellAII '

I Search Realits - Seloct for Datall
Parcel# Qunar Name Dist, LandUag Acreaga Nel Assaseed Vabe
006-52-04 ZANDIAN, REZA 125PIKEST 8.8 140-Vaoart Commerclal 220 15,560
008-052.05 ZANDIAN, REZA 115 PIKE ST 8.6 140 - Vacan! Conmercia) 1220 16,580
008-052-08 ZANDIAN, REZA 10BPIKEST 8.8 140-Vacan Commerdal 220 16,660
016-311-18 ZANOIAN, REZA ET AL HWY 50 8.3 120- Vacani Single Famfly 241,700 24,600
i 015-311-10 ZANDIAN, REZA ET AL HWY 50 8.3 140- Vsoart Commerclal 47,760 18,710
] 021-451-22 ZANDIAN, REZA ET AL 6,0 120- Vacanl Singla Famlly 40,000 3,380

578



6/9/2011 6:18 AM

ntp://wwivl .Iyun-ccmiy.org;403!cgi-hh#. "arcel=605204

| | Asséssbr ki | | 'Back to Searaniist |
_ParsonalProperty| [SalesDats| [Sécured TaxIrauiry] Récorder:Searchi]
Parcel Detall for Parcel # 008-082-04
L:ocatlon Il Ownership ]
Property Location 425 PIKE ST Assossod Owner Name ZANDIAN, REZA
Town DAYYON KA A AR R a RS Malifg Address P O BOX 927674 o
. ON 'AddlAddFé - _58 s SAN DIEGO, CA B2102-7674 &=
Subdvision PAYT
, TOWN Lot4 Blockd i
Properly Name Legal Owner Name ZANDIAN, REZA
Vesling Doc#, Date 342103 02/04/08 Book/Page /
Mep Dooument #s R820448
Remerka
Description N I Appralsal Classlfications I
Tolal Adres 220 g Acres 000 W/R Acres .000 Currertt Land Use Code 140 :G'ﬁd'e'f‘ab'ia
Imeraverpanta Zoning G1
S;de—(um De(achedz Mnm-t:ml Unila : B&;::::\ f);.oo Re-oppraleal Group 5 epraleal Yoot 2008
Muitfam Units 0 Wels 0 QOrig Constr Year Weighlad Year
Mobile Homes 0 Seplic Tarks 0
Tolel Dweliing Unila 0 Bidg 8qFL 0
. Garage 8410 Alich/Delch
{mprovement (Lig( | Bwmentsaro  Frisheda
| Assessed Valuation Taxable Valuation
Asssased Valuos 2012-13 2011-12 2010-11 Taxable Values 201213 201112 2010-11
Lend 16,660 16,660 165,660 Lend AAABT 44,457 44,467
fmprovements 0 0 [ Impravementa 0 0 0
Personal Propeity 0 0 0 Peracnal Property 0 0 0
AgLend [ [} o Ag Land (] ° (]
Exentploha 0 [} o Exemptiona 0 0 0
Nel Assessed Vakm 15660 18,580 15,880 Net Taxable Value 44467 44457 44,487
Inoreased (Naw) Vialues Incraasad (Naw) Valies
Land 0 0 0 Land 0 0 0
lmprovemeants 4] ] [} Improvements [} 0 0
Paersonel Praperty 0 0 0 Parsona! Property o 0 0

Docket 82559 Document 2021-11@79 ?



htp:/iwww L lyon-counly.org:403/cgl-bin/, .‘ Parcel=605205

ersofial Property |

[Sales Da]

r_,l . 1 L
v bk b e AR

v T il Rt Sich]

6/9/2011 6:19 AM

Parcel Detall for Parcel # 606-052-08 II

[ Location ] Ownership
Property Localion 116 PIKE 8T Assessed Owner Nama 2ANDIAN, REZA
Town DAYTON Mallng Addreas P O BOX 927674 O
DAYTON Add EAddresses | SAN DIEGO, CA 02 1627674 -~
Subdvishn yow Lots Block @ ‘Asseasor Mﬂ 8 :
Property Name 3 Legel Owner Nams ZANDIAN, REZA
Veeting Docd, Dele 342183 02/04/06 Book/Pegas /
Map Dooument #s RS00440
Remarks
Descripllon | Appralsal Classiflcations —l
Tolal Acres .220 Ag Acres .000 W/R Aciea ,000 Cusrent Land Use Coda 140 gcbﬁefrab &
Single-fam Detached0  Nondwel Unlls 0  Bdw/Balh 0/.00 Zoring C2
Singlefam Allached 0 M Hookups 0 Biorles .0 Re-appraléal Group 6 Re-appralest Vedr 2008
Multi-fam Units 0 Wells 0 Orig Comlr Year Waighted Year
Moblls Homes 0 Saptic Tanks 0
Tolal Dweling Units 0 Bldg 8q FL 0
Garage 8q F10  AllchvDstch
Improvemarnit:L|st:|Basemant sqFre Flnished 0
{Improyement List | s
L Assessed Valuatlon Taxable Valusation ]
Asnapasd Values 2012413 2011-12 201011 Texahls Values an2-43 201112 201011, -
Land 15,660 16,580 15,660 Land 44,457 A4 AST A4 467
Improvements 0 [ 0 Improvamenis 0 0 0
Personal Propeartly 0 (1} 0 Parsonal Property 0 0 0
Ag Land 0 0 0 Agland 0 0 0
Exarmplions [1] 0 [\] Exemplions o ] o
Nal AssessedValya 16,680 15,800 16,660 et Taable Vaive 44467 44,457 44,467
Incressed (New) Values Incraased (New) Values
Land 1} [} 0 Lsnd 0 0 0
Improvements /] 0 0 Improvemants 0 0 1]
qurul Proparty 0 0 0 Persons! Property o 1] [}

(600



bitp:/iwwwl .!yon-cmmty.org:‘lOJ!cgi-hinfn. "arcel=605206

‘Personal-Property | 8ales Data]

cAssessor Home | Bk 16 Sea

roh List |

L Secued Tax indulry | Récordst Search |

! Parcel Detall for Parcel # 606-052-08 I

| T Locatlon Ownershlp
Property Location 106 PIKE ST Asseseed Ownar Name ZANDIAN, REZA o
Town DAYTON AAAT A HA G A g Mallng Addrass P O BOX 027674 COWRE
DAYTON Add ] Addmaﬁs 8AN DIEGO, GA 82102-7674 “-Q-w-* T
BUAVISoN 1GWN Lote Block 8 "AséessorM )8 : DO
Proparty Name ' T e qY5 Lagal Ownet Name ZANDIAN, RE2A
Vesling Doc#, Date 242103 02/04/05 Book/Pags /
Map Document #s RS80448
Remarks
Descriplion I | Appralssl Classifications |
Tolal Aores .220 Ag Acres .000 W/R Acres 000 Currant Land Use Code 140 CﬁdﬁTéblﬂ
Zoning C2 R
8ingla-fam Delached 0 Non-dwel Units 0 BdmvyBath 07.00
Single-{am Altached 0 MH Hookups 0 Slodes .0 Re-appraanl Group 6 Re-eppralaal Year 2008
Molt-fam Unita 0 Wells 0 Orig Conetr Yesr Weighted Year
Mobile Homes 0 Seplio Tanks 0
Totel Dwaling Units 0 Bidg SqFlo
_ _ Garage 8qF10  AltchDelch
{Imiprovément List{Beement saFto  Firishedo
| Assessed Valuatlon l Taxable Valuatlon
Assessed Values 2012419 2011-12 2010-11 Texabla Vakiag 201213 2011-12 201011
Land 15,660 15660 15,660 Land 44,457 44457 44,487
Improvementa 0 0 0 Improvements 0 0 ]
Personal Properly 0 0 0 Parsonal Praparty 0 4] 0
AgLand 0 o 0 Agland ¢ 0 (]
Exenplions a ] [} Exampilons 0 ] 0
Nel Assessed Valie 16,560 16,560 15,660 Net Taxabls Vake 44,467 44,467 44,467
Incresdad (Nsw) Values Increasad (New) Veluss
Land 0 0 [1] Lsnd 0 0 0
improvemants [ 0 0 improvements [+] 0 []
Persons! Property 0 0 0 Perzonsl Properly 0 0 0

6/9/2011 6:19 AM

7



hitp:/fwww .Iyon-counly.org:403/cgi-blnlu"‘°arce|=153 1118

6/9/201) 6:19 AM

| Assessor Homé | . Back tg Search List|

"Personal Propérty | ;Sales Data| ,'Sécuted TeXInquiry | ' Recorder. Search |

! Parcel Detal

| for Parcel # 016-311-18 I

“I prové%hanl usf'l Basement SqRt 0 Finished 0

I Location l ] Ownership |
Property Locallon HWY 50 g Assésaed Owner Nama ZANDIAN, REZA £T AL R .
Town sTagECOAGH JAdd'| Addrsses | Mam Addrass P O BOX 027874 tOwnership:History:|
Subdvision Lol Blotk | A racce s M AL Ovmars SAN DIEGO, GA §2182-7674 Ll Zid
ropary e -ASSeSSOT Maps | Document History |
: “Legal Descriplion | Legel Ovmer Name ZANDIAN, REZA ET AL
Veating Doc#, Dale 844412 03/03/06 Book/Page !
Remarks Map Document #3 RS332209
Description —l [ Appralsal Classlfications ]
Tolal Acres 244,700 Ag Acres .000 WIR Acras 000 Current Land Use Code 120 | Code.Tab E'
Improverments Zoring RR
Singie-flam Dalached 0 Nor-dwel Uns ¢ BdmBath 07,00 "
Single-Jam Allached 0 MH Hoolups 0 Sloes .0 Re-appralaal Graup 1 Re-appralsal Year 2009
MA-am Urlts 0 Wells 0 Orlg Conalr Year Weighled Year
Moblla Homes 0 Septic Tanks 0
Talal Dweling Units 0 Bldg 5q FLO
Qarage SqFL0  Alich/Deich

I Asesessed Valuatlon

=

Asgassad Valas 291213 2011-12 201014
Land 24,500 24,600 24,500
Improvemenls [ 0 0
Parsans! Property 0 0 1]
Ag Lend 0 ¢ 0
Examplions [ a [
Net Asasesed Valua 24,500 24,500 24,600

Increased (New) Valuen
Land 1} [4 0
Improvements ] 0 0
Parsonal Property a 0 0

Taxabls Valuation

=

Taxabla Valuse 2012-13 2011-12 201011
Lard 70,000 70,000 70,000
Improvements ] 1] [}
Pemsonal Properly 0 0 0
Ag Lend 0 0 4]
Exemplliona 1] 0 0
Nel Texsble Valua 70,000 70,000 70,000

Increased (New) Valuas
Land [} 1] [}
Impravements 0 4 0
Parsonal Proparty 0 [1] []

boz.



l\llp'.l/wwwl.lyon-county.org:403/cgi-bmln'"‘010ption=0wnl:llst... , 6/9/2011 6:20 AM

Owneréhip History for Parcel # 016-311-18
| Current Owners 1 Prior Owners I
IN'.M. .. |Feof  ame . |Em| T
EL-SADAWI, RASHAD TR [ 2008 DEAD DOG RANCHLLC | 1907 | 2008
o . % LORETTA MC INTIRE

EL-GABAWN, REEM TR 200] [ EReORADE

FAYEGH, JOMNATHON | 2008,

(EAGLES NEST LLG 2008

ZANDIAN, REZA ET AL 2005

8778 COSTAVERDEAPY 1418 | |

8AN DIEGO, CA 921220000

FOUGHAN, MLOOFAR 2005

ABRISHAMI, ELIAS 2008

ABRIGHAMI, MONOO _ 2005

ABRISHAMI, ENAYAT [ 2008
i =
{ ABRISHA, NAIMA 2005
4 I

NOTE: Thia Ia nol a gm' s Hl-lgg- and ahoukd nol be used In piace o & (l0a saarch)
[Clo Windgiw

(03



htp:/vww l.lyon-county.otg:403/cgi-bin/z’warce|=153 1119

6/9/2011 6:20 AM

' Assessor Home | |Béck to Searoh List |

_Petgonal Property|

| Sales Data |

_Securad TaxThgliity |  Recorder Search |

Parcel Dstall for Parcel # 0156-311-18 ”
—_——

Subdivision Lol Block
Proparly Name

Assessor'Maps
. Legal Degoription |

Remarks ZONE CHANGE FROM RR3 TO C2 6/1/2008

Locallon ] l Owmership _l
Properly Location HWY 60 y Asgessad Owner Nanm ZANDIAN, REZA ET AL e
Town sTAcEconaH - Add'| Addrbsses | Msling Address P O BOX 827074 : OWnership History |

Add1 Ownere BAN DIEGO, CA 82192-7674

i Bogument History |

Legal Owner Name ZANDIAN, REZA ET AL
Vasting Doc#®, Date 344412 03/03/06 Book/Page /
Map Dacumen #s RS332208

Appralsal Clasaifications

Dsacriptlon 1
Tolal Acras 47.750 Ag Acres .000 WI/R Acres .000
Imzovements
Singlé-{am Detached 0 Nar-dwall Unils 0 BdrmvBath 0/.00
Slngla-Tam Allached 0 MH Hookups 0 Storiss .0
MuAHam Units 0 Walle 0
Moblle Homes 0 Saptlo Tanks 0
Total Dwelng Units 0 Bidg SqFl0
Qarege SqFL0  Allch/Dalch
Flnlshed 0

' Infiprovement Lt |Besement sqFto

Zaning C2
Re-appralsal Group 1
Orlg Consir Year

Currsnl Land Use Cods 140 'UddéT'able-

Ra-appraisal Year 2008
Wolghled Year

| Assessed Valuatlon I
Assassad Vales 201213 2041-12 2010-11

Land 18,710 18,710 18,710
mpravements 0 0 0
Parsonal Property (] 0 0
AgLend 0 1] [)]
Exemplians o 0 0
Not Assessod Vake 16,710 16,710 16,716
Incrassad (Naw) Vales
Land o Q 0
Improvements 0 0 o
Persanal Property (1] 1} 1]

Taxable Valuation

=

Tuxsble Values 2012-13 201112 2010-14
Lend A7,743 47,743 47743
Improvements 0 a i}
Parsonal Proparty 0 0 0
AgLand 0 0 [}
Exemplions 0 0 0
Nel Taxabls Vahse 47,743 47,743 47,743

Increased (New) Valuas
Land 0 [ 1]
Inprovements [ a 0
Personal Property 1} 0 0




hup://wwwl.lyon-county.org:403/cgi-bln/’ “Q10ption=OwnHist...

o

Qwnershlp History for Parcel # 016-311-19

L Cutrent Owngm _

L Pﬁor Ownars _|

Nama Erom Name n Erom r‘IP .
EL-SABAWL, RASHAD TR 2006 DEAD 010G RANCH LLLO 1997 | 2005
% LORETTA MC INTIRE
= - 804 RED'S GRADE
EL-SADAWI, REEM TR 2008 CARSON GITY, NV 00703 )
CFAYEGH), JORNATHON | 2000
{EAGLES NesTLLC 2006
ZANDIAN, REZA ET AL 2005
0775 COSTA VERDE APT 1416
SANDIEGO, CA 921220000
| FOUGHAM, MLOOFAR 2008
ABRISHAM), EUAS 2006
1 ABRISHAMI, MINOO 2005
ABTISHAM), ENAYAT 2005 |
TADRISHAM, NAMA “2005

NGTE ;IIS tsnol a mﬂh histary and sheuld nol be umad In place of a lills aea@}
‘Closs Window'

6/9/2011 6:21 AM

()5~



hitp:/iveww | ,Iyon-counly.org:403/cgi-bln'( ""Marcel=2145122

Assessor Home | | Back 1o Seareh List |

Personal Propérty| , SélesData| _Sesijfed Tex lnquiry | | Recorder Seareh |

Parcel Detall for Parcel # 021-451-22 |

Subdvision Lol Block ASSGSSOfME s

Looation |l Ownership |
Proparty Localion v i B A g Asseesed Ovmar Name ZANDIAN, REZA ET AL e ]
Tovnrermey | Add' Addresses | Malfing Address P O BOX 927674 +OwnershipHistoty:|

SANDIEQO, CA 92192-7674 & —— -7
. Document History |

Proparty Nema * Lagal Description | Legal Ownar Nama ZANDIAN, REZA ET AL
Vasling Doc#, Dale 356781 07/10/06 Book/Paga /
Remarks Map Document #8
Desoripiion I Appralsal Classificationa }
Tolel Acrea 10,000 Aqg Acres 000 WIR Actes 000 Curant Land Use Code 120 (e Thbla
Zoning RR3 0 :
8lngla<fam Dalachad @ Non-cdwell Unite 0 Bdrm/Beth 0/.00
Single-fam Altachad 0 MH Hookups 0 Blorlen .0 Re-appralsal Group 4 Re-appraiaal Yeor 2007
Orlg Constr Year Welghled Yoar
Multl-fam Unlts 0 Walls 0
Mablila Homas 0 Seplic Tanks 0
Total Dwalling Unils 0 Bidg SqFto
Garage SqQFlL0  Alich/Dalch
5--‘rﬂﬁrﬂvéméﬂ.l.|-_|5.i |Bawmm SqFto Finished 0
L Assegsed Valuation <] [ Texable Valuation
Aseessed Vahes 2012:13 201112 2010-11 Texmble Values 2012-13 2011-12 2010-11
Lend 3,360 3380 3900 Lend 9,600 9,600 9,800
Improvements 0 0 ] Improvements 0 0 0
Personal Properly 0 0 Q Personal Property [¢] ] 1]
Ag Land 0 [} (/] Ag Land 0 0 1]
Examplions 0 a ] Exemptiona 0 1] ]
NetAssesgedVale 3,300 3,360 3,360 Net Taxable Valua 9000 0600 6,800
Increased (New) Values Increasad (Naw) Values
Land 1] 0 0 Land 0 0 0
Improvements 0 a 1} Improvements ] 1] [}
Personal Property (i} 0 0 Permonal Proparly 0 o o

6/9/2011 6:21 AM

vy



lmp:l/\vwwl.[yml-comty.urgzlmycgi-hlr#. “GlOoptior=0OwnHisL... I. 6/9/2011 6:22 AM

Owmership History for Parce! # 024-461-22
| Current Owners [ ‘ Prior Owners
(i) ; L Lemg s Erem| To
ZANDIAN, REZA ET AL 2005 ARNOLD, JACK G 20031 2006
87756 COSATA VERDE BTE 1418 10410 68 8T : !
AN DIEGO, CA 921220000 | . ANOCERSON I1SLAND, WA esodoo0nf |
FOUGHANI, NILOOFAR 2005 EVANS, INGRID 1 1886'| 2003
! P OBOX 1162
- ” RENO, NV 23504 .
EVANS, LAWRENCE & INGRID 16881 2003
1P OBOX 1182 ]
RENO, NVOaGod . P -
[__NOTE: Thia I riol a complate H¥slory and shoukd ol be used in placa of & liUs searoh. |
| Cloge Witid

(007
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hllp://mail.churchlllcomly.org:ldOchl-hin' *MParcel=715177 6/8/2011 | 1:49 PM

Office of the Assessor

~Assessor Home | ; Back {o.Spargh List.
| Sales Dgta | Sectired Tax Inquiry’| - Recorder Search |

l Parcel Detall for Parcal # 007-184-77

\Personal.Property |

‘_ Locallon | | oOwnership I
0825s BRUSH ZANDIAN REZA 8
Properly Localion GARDEN DR i Ad d i AQd 5 | Assessed Owner Name NLOOFAR . o
Town 65585 Matling Addrsss ' O BOX 027674 “Owhership 3
SubdvisonMsb Lot Blok . ABsessorMaps Add| Owmers BAN DIEGO GA 821927074 “Document Hi 5‘ m,y
Property Name I'Legal Description
. B( UELLTPLol ZANDIAN REZA &
Legel Owner Nema .y 0FAR
Remarks SPLIT PURSUANT TO DEED Vesling Doc#, Dela 384273 07/27/08 Book/Page /
Map Documen! #s 194388
Desarlption J | Apprulsal Classlfications ]
Tolal Aares 6.750 Ag Acres 000 WIR Acres .000 Gurrend Land Usa Code 100 | CoaeT ble
Singe-famDelachedd  NondwellUmis 0 BdmvBath 04,00 lz‘"“"“ c2 ety
Single-fam Allathad 0 MH Hookups 0 Slorles .0 Re—awr;sa le:{nup 3 R&:vm ! Ye.f 2011
Mutt-fam Units D Wolla 0 Orlg Conslr Year alghled Year
Mobite Homas 0 Seplio Tanks 0
Tolal Dwelling Unils 0 BidgSqFl0
Garage SqFL0  Altch/Delch
: Impfovaméntk Ll S{I Basement SqFLO Finished 0
r Assessed Valuation Taxable Valuation
Assessed Vales 2012-13 2011-12 2010-11, Taxdble Values 2012-13 2011-12 2019-11
Land 8,820 8,820 8,820 Lend 25,200 25,200 25,200
fmprovemenia 0 0 ] Improvemants 0 [)] 0
Paraonal Praperly 0 1} ] Personai Proparly Q "] 0
AgLand 0 0 0 Ag Land 0 (] 0
Exemplions 0 0 [ Exemplions 0 1] 0
Na{ Asseas¢d Vakwe 0,020 6,020 0,820 Net Taxabls Valus 25,200 26,200 25,200
Increased (New) Vatues Increnaed (Naw) Vakims
Land 0 [ 0 Land 0 0 [}
kmprovements a 0 1] Inpravarmanis 0 0 1]
Personsl Property 0 1] ¢ Parsonal Property 0 [1} 0

009



hitp://mail.clrchiticounty.org: 140 1 /egisbi

*?Parcel=933104

Wit 1
et .

CHURCHILL COUNTY

Office of the Assessor.

“ Agtissor, Home | \Back 16 Search List|

‘pérsonal Proparly |  [SalesDate] | Seoured TeKiriquiy | | ReGorderiSeatch |

I Parcel Detell for Parcel # 008-331-04 n

l Location “ l Ownershp l
Propetly Location 20-20-27 Assassad Ownor Name ZANDIAN R & FOUGHANI N
Town CRAAN A HAR 9 Malling Address P O BOX 927674 ¢
Subdvisian 222027 Adﬂ Igddress'.eﬁ | Add1 Owners SAN DIEGO CA 821027674 bi—te
Mon s Lot Book L ASSessor Maps. - e 2 Car o
Pwm < r O TR Owner Name ANOIAN OUGHANL
Legal Descr tign Veeling Doch, Dale 372080 07/06/05 Book/Paje /
Map Docurrom #8
Remarks
Description Appraisal Classifications |
Tolal Acres 50.000 Ag Acres 000 WIR Acres .000 Currenl Lund Usé Code 100 ,"c‘o ‘é"ra"bld'
n !I a4 an o Py ,
Ginglefom Delsched0  Non-dwelUnils©  BdrBelh 04,00 Zoring RR20
Bingle-fam Allsched 0 MH Hoolups 0 Stories 0 R“"";::?"“ “"""""‘;;‘""’"
Mui-lem Units 0 Wolks 0 Orig Conalr Year Weighled Yoar
Mobia Hothes 0 Septio Tartks O
To'a! Dweting Unils 0 Bidg8qFlo
Garage BqFL0  Alich/Delch
{miprovemehit List |Bwsems saFto - Frishedo
[ Asasssad Valuation ] Taxable Valuation I
Assessed Values 2012-13 2011-12 2010-11 Taxable Vakes 201213 201412 204011
Land 2626 2628 6,300 Land 7500 7500 18,000
Inprovamanis 0 0 1} Improvemante 0 0 0
Persorial Property 0 0 [ Personal Propady 0 [ 0
AgLend ( 0 [ AgLend 0 [ 0
Exeniptions (1 0 0 Exemplions 0 ] 0
Net AssessedVae 2025 2,025 6,300 Nel Taxable Value 7.600 7,500 18,000
Inoreaned (New) Valves Incraased (New) Values
Lend 1 [+] o] Land 0 ] 0
Improvements 0 ] (1] {mprovements 0 ) 0
Péersonal Properly Q a 0 Peraanal Property 0 0 (]

6/9/2011 6:40 AM
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Page 1 of 1

Assessor Data Inquiry - ’ * Property Detail

s . Bask et LA |
gl prigaey | leamona’| ) SecibBiadiaguy 7| i Hocou doben |

Parcel Detall for Parcel # 001-680-034

| Loeation | | Ownership |
Properly Looation EL ARMUTH DR Assassed Owner Name ZANDIAN, REZAET AL
Town ELKO CITY Malling Address 3 Gynérahip HIgloAr |
Subdivision Lot Block PO BOX 927674  ndraio z

SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674 1108
Legal Ownier Name ZANDIAN, REZAET AL
Vesting Dockl, Date 560545 09/26/08 Book/Page !
Map Document ffs

Property Name

[ Description J
| Tolal Acres 17.600 Ag Acres .000 WIR Acres .000

I Appralsal Olaumcatlor;:_ I
CurrentLand Use Code 120 §Cods Talfle:

Improvemenis Zoning R RE
fam Dotme10 NondwellUnits0  BdmvBaih 0/.00 Re-apprelsal GoupY ~ Ro-appralsal Year 2009
Single-fam Atached 0 MH Hookupa 0 Storles .0 Orig Conatr Year Weighted Year
Muft-fam Units 0 Wolls 0
Mabfle Homes 0 Seplio Tanks 0
Total Dwelitng Unita 0 Bidg Sq FtO

Oarege 6qF10  Alich/Delch
Bagsement SqR 0 Finished D

Assessed Valuatioh Taxable Valuation

|

Assented Values 2012-13 2011-12 2010-41 Taxable Values 2012-13 2011-12 201011
Land 24,640 246840 24,840 Land 70400 70,400 70,400
Improvemenis 0 0 (] Improvements 0 0 0
Peraonal Property 0 0 0 Personal Property 1} 0 0
Ag Land 0 0 [1] Ag Lend 0 0 0
Exempllons 0 0 0 Exsmptions 0 0 0
Not Assessed Valus 24,8640 24,640 24,840 Net Taxable Value 70,400 70,400 70,400
Inoreased (New) Velues Increased (New) Values
| Land 0 o 0 Land 0 0 0
i {mprovements 0 0 0 Improvaments 0 0 [}
Pearsonal Property 1] o [\] Pergonal Propetty 0 0 0
http://records.elkocountynv.net:1401/cgi-bin/asw101 7Parcel=001660034 6/20/2011

A
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11/29/11

Entity Details - Secretary of Stale, Nevada

JOHNSON @PRING WATER COM‘NY LLC

Business Entity Information

Active 11 10/01/2003
Domaestic Limited-Liabllity LLC14948-2003
Company
(| NV 10/31/2012
i - | Managers 10/01/2503
Ry o it | NV20031151284 d 10/31/2012
Registered Agent Information
i1+ | RAY KOROGHLI i 3055 VIA SARA AINA DR.
i : HENDERSON
(I NV :| 89052
M
Sesdlin b
T BT ¢ .
«: | Noncommercial Registered Agent
Financial Information
Mool 3l v e o od |0 ] |$0

No stock records found for this company

Officers

Jinclude Inactive Officers

Manager - GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI

vl ag T

PO BOX 927674

SAN DIEGO

11| CA

$ ey

1192192

NG

:: | Actlve

pera!

Manager - RAY KOROGHLI

3055 VIA SARA ANA DR

- | HENDERSON

89052

Lindeg

Active

Manager - STAR LIVING TRUST(FRED SADR)

2827 S MONTEE CRISTO

-| LAS VEGAS

89117

Active

Actions\Amendments

PN TR R R

: | Articles of Organization

vz By

oo | LLG14948-2003-001

nvsos.gov/sosenlitysearch/PrintComp.aspx?lx8nvq=nVu1DeyHPudgnx02wU....

13
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11/208111

Enlity Details - Secrelary of State, Nevada

[ : | 101017200

| (No notes for this action)

Daetion e

: | Annual List

! i p1 e LLC14948-2003-003
il 1| 12/24/2003 "
(No notes for this action)
fetion oo | Annual List
Trecintgn fhanlie: | LLGC14948-2003-004 P gt
il Tite: ] 10/07/2004

[l(No notes for this action)

Actinn

7 A;nual List

Casranann feenlon | LLEC14948-2003-002 LG R
i Tlata: | 1/06/2005 Postivg Dates
List of Officers for 2004 to 2005 _ —
Avticn v | Amendment =
cunneat o] 2005014216940 F¥ Pages:
Fiir nio: | 4/21/2005 I
REGMAIL...4-27-05
sche e | Annual List
S aend Mo [ 2005044461117
Eils Mate | 972372005 Htacyve Bo

LIST 2005-2006 101105JMV

Aatiop Typa: | Annual List
Pasivgani Moo o | 20060537036-32
i ato: | 8/21/2008 Effseilve Do
(No notes for this action) _
Awstion -0 ;| Annual List
Lincagant {4l o | 2007060016345 LSS
File 33t | 8/29/2007 Filettive Dato

(No notes for this action)

2ater Oy | Annual List I
oo nent Nuaher | 20080583745-22 3
Vile Ui | 8/29/2008 Hlinathes: Late
|[08-09 —
Sustien Tope; | Annual List
Ciagem ot floenb or, | 20090860620-81
Pils ¥:zie: | 8/31/2009
[[09/10
Atien Toos: | Amendment
Vecumant Fymlae | 20100689175-19
File Toitor | 9/14/2010
(No notes for this action)
I e e Tore: | Annual List
i rwant Nupaor | 20100775875-12 i of Pages
faie 17 | 10/14/2010 LRI
(No notes for this action)
~edion T - | Annual Lst
Dacgnemt funins | 20110672867-50 A af Puges,

i 1

-+ | 9/16/2011

nvsos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx?ixBnvg=nVu1DeyHPudgnx02wl...



11120/11 Entity Detalls - Secretary of State, Nevada
"201 1-2012

nveos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx?b@nvg=nVu1DeyHPudgnx02wU...
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11/2911

Clark County Real Property

GENERAL INFORMATION

PARCEL NO, 071-02-000-013

ZANDIAN REZA
8775 COSTA VERDE #501
SAN DIEGO CA 92122-5343

OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS

LOCATION ADDRESS MOAPA VALLEY

CITY /UNINCORPORATED TOWN

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION PT SE4 NE4 SEC 02 16 68

SEC 02 TWP 16 RNG 68

RECORDED DOCUMENT NO. * 20050420:0056

RECORDED DATE 04/20/2005

NO STATUS

VESTING

*Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing.

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION AND SUPPLEMENTAL VALUE

JAX DISTRICT 826
APPRAISALYEAR 2011
FISCAL YEAR 11-12
SUPPLEMENTAL IMPROVEMENT VALUE |0
SUPPLEMENTAL IMPROVEMENT N/A
ACCOUNT NUMBER

REAL PROPERTY ASSESSED VALUE

FISCAL YEAR 2010-11 2011-12
LAND 14000 10500
IMPROVEMENTS 0 0
PERSONAL PROPERTY 0 0
EXEMPT 0 0
GROSS ASSESSED (SUBTOTAL) 14000 10500
TAXABLE LAND+IMP (SUBTOTAL) 40000 30000
COMMON ELEMENT ALLOCATIONASSD |0 0
TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE 14000 10500
TOTAL TAXABLE VALUE 40000 30000

ESTIMATED LOT SIZE AND APPRAISAL INFORMATION

ESTIMATED SIZE 20.00 Acres
ORIGINAL CONST. YEAR 0

LAST SALE PRICE 40000
MONTH/YEAR 04/05

LAND USE 0-00 VACANT
DWELLING UNITS 0

i

el



11729111 Clark County Real Property

GENERAL INFORMATION . t

PARCEL NO, 071-02-000-005
OWNER AND MAILING ADDRESS ZANDIAN REZA

8775 COSTA VERDE #501
SAN DIEGO CA 92122-5343

LOCATION ADDRESS MOAPA VALLEY
CITY /UNINCORPORATED TOWN

ASSESSOR DESCRIPTION PT NE4 NE4 SEC 02 16 68

SEC 02 TWP 16 RNG 68

RECORDED DOCUMENT NO. * 20050419;
RECORDED DATE 04/19/2005
VESTING NO STATUS

*Note: Only documents from September 15, 1999 through present are available for viewing.

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION AND SUPPLEMENTAL VALUE

JAX DISTRICT 826

APPRAISAL YEAR 2011

FISCAL YEAR 11-12

SUPPLEMENTAL IMPROVEMENT VALUE |0

SUPPLEMENTAL IMPROVEMENT N/A

ACCOUNT NUMBER

REAL PROPERTY ASSESSED VALUE

FISCAL YEAR 2010-11 2011-12
LAND 7000 5250
IMPROVEMENTS 0 0
PERSONAL PROPERTY 0 0
EXEMPT 0 0
GROSS ASSESSED (SUBTOTAL) 7000 5250
TAXABLE LAND+IMP (SUBTOTAL) 20000 15000
COMMON ELEMENT ALLOCATION ASSD |0 0
TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE 7000 5250
TOTAL TAXABLE VALUE 20000 15000

ESTIMATED LOT SIZE AND APPRAISAL INFORMATION

ESTIMATED SIZE 10.00 Acres
ORIGINAL CONST. YEAR 0

LAST SALE PRICE 24000
MONTH/YEAR 04/05

LAND USE 0-00 VACANT
DWELLING UNITS 0

1

lel8
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11729111

Entity Details - Secretary of State, Nevada

wENBOVER PROJECT L.16D.

Business Entity Information

Active 4/07/2003
Domestlc Limited-Liabllity LLC5040-2003
Company
Tronditvie s Slnie | NV i & 413012012
fomaced iy | Managers i gcstion beaio | 4/07/2503
P lestines i | NV20031051984 R O ;| 4/30/2012
Registered Agent Information
rharo:: | RAY KOROGHLI ‘1113055 VIA SARA RNA DR.
Lol = 1 - .| HENDERSON
NV 11189052
BB ol
Auavid Tupe: | Noncommercial Registered Agent
Financial Information

No stock records found for this company

Officers O Include Inactive Officers

Manager - GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZ1

DY A

=25 .| PO BOX 927674 y

(v

SAN DIEGO Sizier| CA

Ly

7 Conde: | 92192
it | Active

Pamnil,

Manager - RAY KOROGHLI
“hezs 1 | 3055 VIA SARAFINA DR

Liiv | HENDERSON )NV
- Gt | 89052 13

Active

ST N
QPRI

Manager - STARLIVING TRUST

Leihoss 9:] 2827 S MONTE CRISTO

“uv- | LAS VEGAS . :[NV

R Ve 89117 e

Active L]

Actions\Amendments

fciton T | Articles of Organization

aasrppant Wi

LLC5010-2003-001 el gee]q

nvsos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx 7ix8nvq=5vHn3FWXytIACdC31W...




11129111 Enlity Details - Secrelary of Stale, Nevada

| 410712003 . 4.

(No notes for this action)

5 :| Annual List

:| LLC5010-2003-003 ! 1

1| 7/08/2003

(No notes for this action)

.| Annual List

' © v | LLG5010-2003-002 1
' 11 3M11/2004 tat=i

List of Officers for 2004 to 2005

.| Annual List

20050303179-80 i 1
:| 7/05/2005 bt !

{No notes for this action)

: | Annual List

20060225683-54 j 1

ioin 0| 410712006

06-07

Annual List

tonvin it | 20070124283-99 W 1
Tt e | 212012007 '

(No notes for this action)

i “ ot | Annual List

cont Thyateir | 20080256781-39 IR 1
e i | 4/11412008

(No notes for this actlon)

: | Annual List

20090203430-03 ¥ 51
2/27/2009 Tt :

09-10

;| Annual List

20100243361-32 acy] 1

b 11 3/2512010

10/11

Jotin 1~ | Annual List

Vs i . | 20110188889-46 i a1
e :|3142011 Ve

|(No notes for this action)

nvsos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx?x8nvg=6vHnaFWXytIACAC31W...



® ®
Exhibit 13

Exhibit 13

b2



Entity Detalls - Secmtury""e, Nevada
|

l

11000 RENO HIGHWAY, FALLON, L.L.C.

Page 1 of 2

Business Entity Information

Status; | Adtive Flle Date: | 6/09/2006
Type: g::::;? Limited-Liabillty Entity Number: | E0363862005-8
Qualifylng Slate: | NV List of Officers Dus: | 8/30/2041

Managed By: | Managers

Expiration Date:

Business License

NV Business 1D: | NV20051368188 Exp: Exempt - 003
Registered Agent Information
Name: | SEAN 8, FAYEGHI Address 1: | 1401 LAS VEQAS BLVD SOUTH

Address 2: City: | LAS VEGAS
State: | NV Zip Code: | 89104
Phone: Fax:
Malling Address 1: Malling Address 2:
Malling City; Walling Btate:

Malling Zip Code:

Agent Type:

Noncommerclal Reglsterad Agent

Financial Information

No Par Share Count: [ 0

Capltal Amount: |

50

No stock records found for this company

Officers

I" Include Inactive Officers

Manager - SEAN S FAYEGHI

Address 1: | 1401 S LAS VEGAS BLVD Address 2:
Clty: | LAS VEGAS State: [ NV
Zip Cods: | 89104 Country: | USA
Status: | Aclive Emall:
Managar - SHA REZAIE
Address 1: | 1401 S LAS VEGAS BLVD Address 2:
Cily: [ LAS VEGAS State: | NV
Zlp Code: | 89104 Counlry: | USA
Status: | Active Emall:
Manager - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | 1401 S LAS VEGAS BLVD Addrese 2:
Clly: | LAS VEGAS State: | NV
Zip Code: | 89104 Country: | USA
Status: | Acllve Email:
= —————  ——————— ———— — — ——————

Actions\Amendments

Actlon Type:

Articles of Organization

Docuiment Number:

20060222393-88

# of Pages:

-

Flis Dateé:

8/08/2006

Effective Date:

(No notes for this actlon)

Action Type: |

Initial List

http://mvsos, gov/sosentilysearch/PrintCmp.apr?lx8nvq=%252ﬂtMBi4IpyKbRFG52q 1Zc...  6/20/2011

b2z



Entity Details - Secretary‘“te, Nevada

Page 2 of 2
| {
Document Number: | 20060222394-79 # of Pages: | 2
Flle Date! | 6/08/2006 Effostive Date;
{No notes for this action)
Aotlon Type: | Annual List
Dooument Number: | 20080232018-43 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 4/12/12008 Effective Date:
No notes for this actlon)
Actlon Type: | Amended List
Document Number: | 20080601627-80 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 9/18/2006 Effective Date:
(No notes for this action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Doc¢ument Number; | 20070460170-57 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 7/02/2007 Effective Date:
(No notes for this action)
Actlon Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20080594441-09 # of Pages: [ 1
File Date: | 7/30/2008 Effactive Date;
08/08
Actlon Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20090386003-02 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 4/30/2009 Effective Date:
109-10
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 2010074353641 # of Pages: | 1
Flle Date: | 10/01/2010 Effactive Date:

[[(No notes for this action

)

hﬂp://nvsos.gov/sosentitysearch/?rintCorp.aspx?lx8nvq=%252ﬂfMBi4IpyKbRFG5zqlZc... 6/20/2011
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6/20/2011 Assessor Data Inquiry - Secured Proper...

. L HURCHILL COUNTY

Office of the Assessor

[Assessor Home | [ Baok lo Bearch Lisl |
(Personal Propedy |  [Bales Data]  [Sécured Tax Inqulry | [ Recorder Search

| Parcel Detall for Parvel # 007-091-12 ]
I Location | I Ownership |
Properly Location 11000 RENO HWY 11000 RENO HIGHWAY
perly Town HAZEN Add) Addrosses Assessad Owner Name L, ) e
Subdivislon MAB Lol Block Maillng Addtess 1401 LAS VEGAS BLVD S
baNislon o Block  {Asnessor Meph LAS VEGAS NV 89104-1327
Property Name Legal Description
11000 RENO HIGHWAY
Remarks Legal Owner Name o) N LLG
Vesling Doc#, Date 372233 08/22/05 Book/Page /
Map Document #s
Description ] | Appralsal Classifications B
Tolal Acras 640.000 Ag Acras .000 W/R Acres .000 Current Land Use Cods 180 Code Table
Shele Improvemsnts . Zoning RR20
fam De[a:gaé 0 Non-dwell Unitle 0 BdrmvBath 0/.00 Re-appralsal Group 3 Re-appralaal Yoar 2014
Single- Orig Conetr Year Walghted Year
fam Atlached 0 MH Hookups 0 Storles .0
Muli-fam Unlis 0 Wells 0
Moblle Homes 0 Seplic Tanks 0
Total Dweliing Units 0 Bldg Sq Ft 0O

Garage S5q Ft0  Altch/Detch
Improvement List Basemenl §q Ft0 Finlehed 0

L Assessed Valuation I Taxable Valuation

Assessad Values 2012-13 2011-12 201011 Taxable Values 2012-13 2014-12 2010-11
Land 56,000 58,000 201,800 Lend 160,000 160,000 576,000
Improvements 450 468 630 Improvemenis 1,300 1,337 1,614
Personal Properly 0 0 0 Personal Property 0 0 0
Ag Land 0 0 0 Ag Land 0 0 ¢
Examptions ’ 0 0 0 Examplions 0 0 0
Nel Asseséad Valus 668,468 50,483 202,130 Net Taxable Value 161,300 161,337 677,614

Increased (New) Values Increased (New) Values
Land 0 0 1] Land 0 0 0
improvemenls 0 0 0 Improvements 0 0 0
Personal Property 0 0 0 Persohal Property 1] 1] 0

mail.churchllicounty.org:1401/.../asw10... 1/1

(725
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Entity Details - Secretary of

s, Nevada

(

Page 1 of 2

MISFITS DEVELOPMENT L.L.C.

Business Entity Information

Status: | Actlve Flle Date: | 8/26/2005
. | Domestic Limited-Liabllity s
Type: Company Entity Number: | E05712020056-3
Qualifying State: | NV List of Oflicers Due: | 8/31/2011
Managed By: | Managers Expiration Date:
NV Bustness ID: | NV20061089625 Business “"g:;f’ Exempt - 003
Registered Agent Information
Naine: | REZA ZANDIAN Address 1; | 8350 W. SAHARA AVE SUITE
Address 2: City: | LAS VEGAS
Stater [ NV Zip Cade: | 898117
Phonea: Fax:
Mailing Address 1: [ 8 SAN RAMON DR Mailing Addrens 2:
Malling City: | IRVINE Malling State: | CA
Malling Zip Codo: | 92612 .

Agent Type:

Noncommerclal Reglstered Agent

Financial Information

| No Par Share Count: [0 [

Capital Amount: | $ 0

[No stock records found for this company

Officers

I~ Include Inactive Officers

Managing Member - SAEID AMINPOUR

Address 1: | 701 NORTHE CAMDEN DR Address 2:
City: | BEVERLY HILLS State; | CA
Zip Corle: | 90201 Country: | USA
Statue: | Active Emall:
Managing Member - NICHOLAS ESKANDARI
Addrssa 1: | 433 N CAMDEN STE 400 Address Z;
City: | BEVERLY HILLS State: | CA
Zlp Coda: | 90210 Country: | USA
Status: | Active Emall:
Managing Member - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | P.0.BOX 927674 Addreas 2:
City: | SAN DIEGO State: | CA
Zlip Cotle: | 92192-7874 Country: | USA
Stalus: | Active Email:
Actions\Amendments
Agtion Type: | Artlcles of Organization
Documant Number: | 2006035150112 # of Pages: | 1
File Date; | B/26/2008 Effactive Date;

No notes for thls action)

http:ffnvsos.gevfsosentitysearch!PﬁntCorp.aspx?lenvq=Jquoan%252fYkEVY qGDg... .6/20/2011

&27



Entity Details - Secretary,{ ‘e, Nevada

( Page 2 of 2
Actlion Type: | Initial List
Document Number: | 20050356456-58 # of Pages: | 1
Flle Date: | 8/29/2005 Effective Date:
(No notes for this action)
Actlon Type: | Amended List
Document Number: | 20050665770-86 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 11/16/2006 Effective Date:
No notes for this action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20080873303-50 # of Pages: 1
Flie Data: | 10/18/2008 Effective Date:
{(Ne notes for this action)
Actlon Type: | Annual List
Documant Numbey: | 20070683652-98 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 10/02/2007 Effective Date:
(No notes for thia action)
Actlon Type: | Annual List
Document Nuinber: | 20080664580-69 H# of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 8/25/2008 Effective Dale:
08/09
Activn Typa: | Annual List
Dacument Number: | 20090876689-23 it of Pages: | 1
Flle Date: | 8/11/2009 Effective Date;
{No notes for thia action)
Actlon Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20100842222-11 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 8/26/2010 Effective Date:
ll(No notes for this actlon)
http://nvsos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx?Ix8nvq=IXbqonwG%252fY. kEVYqGDg... 6/20/2011
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Eatity Details - Secretary ."'c, Nevada . Page 1 of 2

ELKO NORTH 5TH AVE, LLC

Business Entity Information

Status: | Active File Date: | 8/31/2006
. | Domestic Limited-Liabllity
Type: Company Entity Number: | E0680312005-7
Qualifying State: | NV List of Offlcers Dus: | 8/31/2011
Managed By: | Managers Explration Date:
NV Business ID: | NV20051442316 Business '-"’;;‘;f’ Exempt - 003
Registered Agent Information
Name: | REZA ZANDIAN Address 1: | o0 W- SAHARA AVE SUITE
Address 2; Cily: [ LAB VEGAS
State: | NV Zip Code: | 88117
Phone: Fax:
Malling Address 1: | 7690 FAY AVE, SUITE 401 Mailing Address 2:
Malling City: | LA JOLLA Malling State: | CA
Malling Zip Code: | 92037

Agent Type: | Noncammerclal Reglstered Agent

Financial Information

No Par Share Count: [0 | Capltal Amount: [ $ 0
INo stock records found for this company

Officers MM Include Inactive Officers
Managing Member - CHAKAMIAN 2004 TRUST
Addrase 1: | 7690 FAY AVE, #401 Address 2:
City: | LA JOLLA State; | CA
Zip Code: | 92037 Country:
Status: | Active Emalli:
Managing Member - MOINZADEH FAMILY REVOCABLE TRUST
Address 1: | 7690 FAY AVE, #401 Address 2:
City: | LA JOLLA State: | CA
Zlp Gode: | 82037 Country:
Stalus: | Aotlve Emall:
Managing Member - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | P.O. BOX 827674 Addreas 2:
City: | SAN DIEGO State: | CA
Zip Code; | 82182 Country: | USA
Status: | Aclive Emall:
Actions\Amendments
Actlon Type: | Arlicles of Organlzation
Document Number: | 20050364566-67 # of Pages: | 2
Fila Date: | 8/31/120056 Effectlve Date:
IREG MAIL SAE 9-1-05

http://nvsos.gov/SOSEntitySearch/PrintCorp.aspx 21x8nvq=XKhMrHdBjKn509afATh6IA...  6/20/2011



Entity Details - Secremry’[ ‘a, Nevada

Page 2 of 2

Actlon Type: | Initlal List
Document Number: | 20060437973-30 # of Pages: | 1
Flle Date: | 6/27/2005 Effective Date:
[liNo notes for this action)
Actlon Type: | Annual List
Docufrient Number: | 20060673304-81 1t of Pages: | 4
File Date: | 10/18/2006 Effective Date:
(No notes for thls action)
Action Typei | Annual List
Document Number: | 20070574309-37 # of Pages: | 1
Flle Date; | 8/20/2007 Effectlve Date:
07-08
Actlon Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20080584691-60 # of Pages; | 1
File Date: | B/25/2008 Effective Date:
08/09
Actioh Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20080676691-66 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | B/11/2009 Effective Date:
{No notes for this action)
Actlon Type: | Annual List
Documant Number: | 2010064222100 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 8/26/2010 Effective Date:

(No notes for this action)

htlp:l/nVSos.gov/SOSEntitySearch/PrintCorp.aspx?lx8uvq=XKhMerBan5O9afATh61A... 6/20/2011
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Entity Details - Secretary’ 3, Nevada

L

[ Page 1 of 2

STAGECOACH VALLEY LLC.

Business Entity Information

Status:

Actlve

File Date: | 4/05/2007

Type:

Domestle Limitad-Llabllity

Company Enlity Number: | E0283162007-6

Qualifying State: | NV List of Officers Due: | 4/30/2012
Managed By: Managers Explration Date:

NV Business ID: | NV20071497897 Business License

Exempt - 003

Exp:

Registoered Agent

Information

Name: | REZA ZANDIAN Address 1: | 8350 W, SAHARA AVENUE
Address 2: City: | LAS VEGAS
Stata: | NV Zlp Code: | 89117
Phone: Fax:
Malling Address 1: | 8776 COSTA VERDE #5601 Malling Address 2:
Malling City: | SAN DIEGO Malling Stale: | CA
Malling ZIp Code: | 82122
Agent Typa: | Noncommerclal Reglstered Agent

Financial Information

No Par Share Count: |

0

Capltal Amount: [ § 0

{No stock records found for this company

Officers

I" Include Inactive Officers

Managing Member - BIJAN AKHAVAN

Addrars 1: | 15468 VENTURA BLVD #300 Address 2:
Cily: | SHERMAN DAKS State: | CA
Zip Code: [ 81403 Country:
Status: | Active Emall:
Managing Member - SASSAN CHAKAMIAN
Address 1: | 7630 FAY AVE. STE 401 Address 2:
City: | LA JOLLA State: | CA
Zip Code: | 92037 Country:
Status: | Active Emalil:
Managing Member - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | 830 LAS VEGAS BLVD SOUTH Address 2:
Cilly: | LAS VEGAS Stata: | NV
Zip Code: | 89101 Counlry:
Status: | Actlve Emali:
Actions\Amendments
Action Type: | Articles of Organization
Document Number: | 20070248707-47 # of Pages: | 2

Flle Date: | 4/08/2007

Effective Date:

{No noteas for thig action)

Actinn Type: | Initial Liat

http://nVSos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCom.aspx?lenvq=2Xdlt9DCb9iDRloJTKMx%252... 6/20/2011
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Entity Details - Secretary,(' -te, Nevada

t Page 2 0f 2
Document Nummber: | 20070248708-69 # of Pages: | 1
File Data: | 4/08/2007 Effective Date:
(No notes for this action)
Actlon Type: | Annual List
Document. Number: | 20080270927-87 # of Pages: | 1
Flle Date: | 4/21/2008 Effactive Dato:
(No notes for this action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Nuinher: | 20080676680-565 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 8/11/2009 Effective Date;
(No notes for this action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20100642220-89 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 8/28/2010 Effective Dato:
(No notes for this action) -
Action Typa: | Annual List
Document Number: | 201103438356-00 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 6/06/2011 Effective Dale:
11-12

http://nvsos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx?ix8nvq=2Xd1t9DCb9iDR 10y TKMx%252... 6/20/2011
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Entity Details - Secretary, ¢, Nevada

( Page 1 of 1
Business Entity Information
Status: | Revoked File Date: | 4/268/2008
. | Domestic Limited-Liabllity
TYPO: |company Entity Number: | E0277292008-8
Qualilying Stale: | NV List of Officers Due: | 4/30/2008
Managed By: | Managers Explration Date:
NV Business ID: | NV20081306105 Bysinens L"’g;‘;,“
Additional Information
Serles LL.C (YES if applicable): | YES
Reglstered Agent Information
Name: | REZA ZANDIAN Address 1: | 1401 8. LAS VEGAS BLVD
Address 2: City: | LAS VEGAS
State: [NV Zip Code: | 88104
Phons; Fax:
Mailing Address 1: | 8775 CO8TA VERDE #501 Malling Address 2:
Malling Clty: | SAN DIEGO Mailing State: | CA
Malling Zip Code: | 92122
Agent Type: | Noncommerclal Reglatered Agent

Financial Information
No Par Share Count: |0 |
No stock records found for this company

Capital Amount; [ § 0

Officers I” Include Inactive Officers
Managing Membar - NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN
Address 1: | 87756 COSTA VERDE BLVD Address 2: | #5014
City: | SAN DIEGO State: | CA
Zlp Code; | 92122 Country:
Stalus: | Actlve Emall;
= —————————————— ]
Actions\Amendments
Action Type: | Articles of Organization
Document Number: | 20080290681-46 # of Pages: | 2
Flie Date: | 4/128/2008 Effactive Date:
(No notes for thie action)
Action Type: | Initlal List
Docuwment Number: | 20080373743-57 # of Pages: | 1
File Datu: | 5/29/2008 Effective Date:
08-09

http://nvsos.gov/SOSEntitySearch/PrintCorp.aspx?lx8nvq=x3GZW8F3HBtdewhpKeZg... 6/20/2011
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Entity Details - Secretary.[ “t¢, Nevada

(

GOLD CANYON DEVELOPMENT LLC

Page | of 2

Business Entity Information
Status: | Default Flle Date: | 5/27/2004
. | Bomestic Limited-Llability . 3
Type: Company Entity Number: | LLC11645-2004
Qualifying State: [ NV List of Officers Due; | 6/31/2011
Managed By: | Managers Explralion Date: | 5/27/2604
NV Bustness ID; | NV20041117776 Euciness L'“g:;?
Reglstered Agent Information
Mame: | ELIAS ABRISHAMI Address 1: [ 220 SUSSEX PL
Address 2: City: [ CARSON CITY
State: | NV Zip Code: | 89703
Phane: Fax:
Mailing Address 1: | PO BOX 2949 Malling Address 2:
Malling Glty: | CARSON CITY Malling State: | NV
Malling Zip Code: | 83702
Agent Type: | Noncommercial Reglstered Agent

Financial Information

No Par Share Count: [0 |
No stock records found for this company

Capital Amount: [ § 0

Officers M Include Inactive Officers
Managing Member - ELIAS ABRISHAMI
Address 1: | P O BOX 10478 Addreas 2:
Clty: | BEVERLY HILLS State: | CA
Zlp Code: | 80213 Counfry:
Stalus: | Active Emall:
Managling Member - RAFI ABRISHAMI
Address 1; | P O BOX 10325 Address 2:
Clly: | BEVERLY HILLS Sfate: | CA
Zip Code: | 80213 Country;
Status: | Active Emall;
Managing Member - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | 8776 COSTA VERDE BLVD., #501 Address 2:
City: | SAN DIEGO Stale: | CA
Zlp Codae: | 92122 Country:
Slatus: | Active Emall:
Actions\Amendments
Actlon Type: | Articles of Organization
Document Number; | LLC11546-2004-001 # of Pagss: [1
Flle Date: | 5/27/2004 Effaclive Date:

{No notes for this action)
Aclion Type: [ Initlal List

http://nvsos. gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx?lx8uvq=u1tm4Q5W1 elnCagkmCKSfg%2... 6/20/2011



Entity Delails - Secretary‘ "2, Nevada

Document Number: | LLC11646-2004-002 fi of Pages:
Flle Date: | 7/11/2004 Effective Date:
List of Officers for 2004 to 2006
Acllon Type: | Registered Agent Change
Documasnt Number: | LLC11645-2004-003 # of Papss:
File Date: | 11/16/2004 Effactlve Date;

ELIAS ABRISHAM SUITE #1011

8560 W. SAHARA AVENUE LAS VEGAS NV 89117 RXS

ELIAS ABRISHAMI RX8

RXS

Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20050463968-39 # of Pages:
File Date: | 65/02/2005 Effective Date:
(No notes for this action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20060176567-90 i of Pages:
Fiis Date: | 3/20/2008 Effective Date;
{No notes for this action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20070373918-40 # of Pages:
Flle Date: | 6/29/2007 Effective Date:
{No notes for this action)
Actlon Type: | Annual List
Document Number; | 20080344948+12 # of Pages:
File Date: | 5/19/2008 Effactive Date:
2008-2008
Astlon Type: | Annual List
Dacumaent Number: | 20080433804-71 # of Pages:
Flle Date: | 5/20/12009 Effectlve Date:
09-10
Aclion Type: [ Annual List
Document Number;: | 00002746565-45 # of Pages:
Flle Date: | 5/26/2010 Effsctive Date:
10-11

http://nvsos.gov/sosentitysearcl/PrintCorp.aspx 7lx8nvq=ultm4Q5WlelnCagkmCKS[g%2... 6/20/2011
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Entily Details - Secretary

~te, Nevada Page 1 of 2
{
Business Entity Information
Status: | Dissolved File Date: | 8/22/2004
. | Domesti¢ Limited-Liablilty
TYPS: |Company Entity Number: | LLC21816-2004
Qualifying State: | NV List of Officers Due: | 8/30/20056
Managed By: | Managers Explration Date: | 0/22/2604
NV Business ID: | NV20041220539 Business ""’g;‘;?
Registered Agent Information
Name: | ELIAS ABRISHAM| Address 1: | 8380 W SAHARA AVE
Address 2; | BTE 160 City: [ LAS VEGAS
State: | NV Zlp Code: | 89117
Phone: Fax:
Malling Address 1: Malling Address 2:
Malling City: Malling State:
Malling Zip Code:
Agent Type: | Noncommercial Replstered Agent

Financlal Information

No Par Share Count: | 0

Capltal Amount: [$ 0

No stock records found for this company

\ —_—

Officers I~ Include Inactive Officers
Managing Member - ELIAS AERISHAMI
Address 1: | PO BOX 2919 Address 2:
Clty: | GARSON CITY Slate: | NV
Zip Code: | 88702 Country;
Status: | Active Emall:
Managing Member - RAFI ABRISHAMI
Address 1: | PO BOX 2918 Address 2;
City: | CARSON CITY State: | NV
Z|p Code: | 88702 Country:
Status: | Active Emall:
Managing Member - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | 220 SUSSEX PL Address 2:
Clty: | CARSON CITY State: | NV
Zlp Code: | 88703 Country:
Status: | Actlve Emall:

Actions\Amendments

Action Type: | Arlicles of Organization
Document Number: | LLC21816-2004-001 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 9/22/2004 Effectlve Date:

No notes for this action)
I Actlon Type: | Initial List
¥ T

http://nvsos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx?lx8nvq=bqPOQApHZ72B2tG%252fIcX... 6/20/2011
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Entily Details - Secrctary W v Nevada

{ Page 2 of 2
Document Number: | LLC21816-2004-002 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 11/01/2004 Effactiva Date;
List of Offlcers for 2004 to 2006
Actlon Type: | Dissolution
Document Number: | 20050090100-27 # of Pages: |1
Flle Date: | 3/48/2005 Effactive Dale:
No notes for this action)

http://nvses. gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspxIx8nvq=bqPOQApHZ{72B2tG%252flcX... 6/20/2011
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Euntity Details - Secretary , Y, Nevada

R

[ Page 1 of 2
Business Entity Information
Stalus: | Dissolved Flle Date: | 9/22/2004
. | Domestic Limited-Liabllity . R
Typs: Company Enlity Number: | LLC21824-2004
Quallfying State: | NV List of Officers Due: | 8/30/2005
Managed By: | Managers Expiration Date: | 8/22/2604
NV Business ID: | NV20041220616 Business ""’;;‘;?
Reglstered Agent Information
Nama: | ELIAS ABRISHAMI Address 1: | 8350 W SAHARA AVE
Addrass 2: | STE 160 City: [ LAS VEGAS
State: | NV Zip Code: | 89117
Phone; Fax:
Malling Address 1: Malling Address 2:
Malling Clty: Malling Btate: |
Malling Zip Code:
Agent Type: | Noncommerclal Reglstered Agent

Financial Information

|_No Par Share Count: [0 |

Gapltal Amount: [$ 0

[No stock records found for this company

Officers I include Inactive Officers
Managing Member - ELIAS ABRISHAMI
Address 1: | PO BOX 2919 Addreas 2;
Clty: | CARSON CITY Btate: [ NV
Zip Code: | 89702 Country:
Status: | Active Emall;
Msnaging Member - RAFI ABRISHAMI
Address 1: | PO BOX 2919 Address 2:
Cltyt | CARSON CITY State: | NV
Zip Code: | 88702 Country:
Status: | Active Emall:
Manhaging Member - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | 220 BUSSEX PL Address 2:
Clty: | CARSON CITY State: | NV
Zip Code: | 88703 Gountry:
8tetus: | Actlve Emall:
Actions\Amendments
[ Action Type: | Articles of Organization
Document Number: | LLC21824-2004-001 # of Pages: [ 1
Flle Dale: | 9/22/2004 Effactive Date:

{No notes for this actlon)

Action Type: | Initlal List

http://nvsos.gov/so sentitysearch/PrintCorp.as px71x8nvg=10eg T0zC5krIK00K A 7arpw?%25...

6/20/2011
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Entity Details - Secretary,( *a, Nevada . Page 2 of 2

Document Number; | LLC21824-2004-002 # of Pages: | 1
Flle Date; | 11/01/2004 Effective Data:
List of Officers for 2004 to 2005
Actlon Typs: | Dissolution
Document Number: | 20050080105-72 # of Pages: [ 1
File Date: | 3/18/2006 Effeclive Dato:
[[{No notes for this action)

hitp:/nvsos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx 11x8nvq=I0egT0zC5kriK0oKA7arpw%25... 6/20/2011
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Entity Details - Secretary ol(l 3, Nevada

CHURCHILL PARK DEVELOPMENT LLC

Page 1 of 2

Business Entity information

Status: | DIssolved

File Date: | 9/22/2004

Domestlc Limited-Liablllty

Type: Company

Entity Number: | LLC21827-2004

Quallrxlng Stata: | NV

Liat of Officers Due: | 8/30/20056

Managed By: Managers

Expiralion Date: | 9/22/2504

NV Business ID: | NV20041220644

Business License
Exp:

Registered Agent Information

Nama: | ELIAS ABRISHAM!

Address 1: | 8360 W SAHARA AVE

Address 2: | STE 160

Clty: | LAS VEGAS

State: | NV Zlp Code: | 89117
Phone: Fax:
Mallingy Address 1: Mailing Address 2:
Mailing City: Maillng State:

Mailing Zip Code:

Agent Type: | Noncommercial Reglstered Agent

Financial Information

Wo Par Shars Count: | 0 |

Capllal Amount: [ $0

No stock records found for this company

Officers I Include Inactive Officers
Managing Member - ELIAS ABRISHAMI
Address 1: | PO BOX 2918 Addrass 2:
City: | CARSON CITY State: | NV
Zip Code: | 89702 Country:
Status: | Active Emall:
Managing Member - RAFI ABRISHAMI
Address 1: | PO BOX 2919 Address 2:
Cliy: [ CARSON CITY State: | NV
Zip Code: | 88702 Country:
Stalus: | Active Emall:
Managing Member - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | 220 SUSSEX PL Addreas 2:
Clly: | CARSON CITY Stata: | NV
ZIp Coda: | 89703 Country:
Status: | Active Emall:
Actions\Amendments
Actlon Type: | Artlcles of Organization
Documont Number: | LLC21827-2004-001 # of Pages: |1

Flie Date: | 8/22/2004

Effactive Date:

(No notes for thls action)

Action Type: | Initial List

http://nvsos,gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx'?lx8nvq=farMleT6rUrczS9kl6XMQ%25...

6/20/2011
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Entity Details - Secretary ol ,| ,, Nevada i Page 2 of 2
Document Number: | LLC21827-2004-002 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 11/01/2004 Effective Date:

IList of Officers for 2004 to 2005
Action Type: | Dissolution
Documeant Number: | 20050080112-60 # of Pages: | 1

File Date: | 3/18/2005 Effactlve Date:
(No notes for this action)

http:ﬂnvsos.gow’soscntilysearchfPrintCorp.apr?lenvq=farMyICT 6rUrczS9kI6XMQ%25...  6/20/2011
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Entity Delails - Secretary o'.l *, Nevada

SPARKS VILLAGE LLC

(

Page 1 of 2

Business Entity Information

Status: | Default Flle Date: | 12/15/2004
. | Domestic Limited-Liability
TYP®: |G ompany Entity Number: | LLC29380-2004
Qualifying Stats: [ NV List of Officers Due: | 12/31/2010
Mansaged By: | Managers Expiration Date: | 12/15/2604
NV Business ID: | V20041295883 Business L'“g:;? Exempt - 003
Registered Agent information
Name: | SEAN S. FAYEGHI Address 1: | 1401 LAS VEGAS BLVD SOUTH
Address 2: City: | LAS VEGAS
State: | NV Zip Cotle: | 88104
Phone: Fax:
Malling Address 1: Malilng Address 2:
Malling Clty: Malling State:
Mailing ZIp Code:
Agant Type: | Noncommerclal Reglstered Agent

Financial Information

No Par Share Count:

[0 |

Capltal Amount: [ $ 0

No stock records found for this company

bttp://nvsos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx ?1x8uvq=PD WA xpSRn0SfOhooFuA kow%

Officers I" Include Inactive Officers
Manager - SEAN S FAYEGHI
Address 1! | 1401 S. LAS VEGAS BLVD Address 2:
Clty! | LAB VEGAS Slate: [ NV
Zip Code: | 89104 Country;
Slatus: | Actlve Emall:
Manhager - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | 1401 8. LAS VEGAS BLVD Address 2:
City: | LAS VEGAS State: | NV
Zip Cade: | 89104 Country:
Status: | Active Email:
Actions\Amendments
Aoctlon Type: | Articles of Organization
Document Number: | L1.C29380-2004-001 # of Pages: |1
Flle Date: | 12/16/2004 Effective Date;
{No notas for this action)
Actlon Type: | Initial List
Document Number: | LLC29380-2004-002 # of Pages: | 1
Flle Date: | 12/16/2004 Effective Date:
Lliat of Officars for 2004 to 2005
Action Type: | Annual Llat
Document Number: | 20060661832-73 # of Pages: ! 1

.. 6/20/2011
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Entity Details - Secmtary’l.' ‘e, Nevada

Page 2 of 2

{
I File Date: | 11/18/2005 Effective Date: |
{No notes for this action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20070107298-08 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 2/08/2007 Effective Date:
(No notes for this actlon)
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Rumbsr: | 20070801468-64 # of Pages; | 1
Flie Date: | 11/26/2007 Effeclive Date:
{No notes for thie action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20080806718-20 # of Pages: | 1
File Data: | 12/10/2008 Effective Date:
08-08
Acllon Type: | Annual List
Dacument Nuinber: | 20100743562-60 # of Pages! | 1
File Date: | 10/01/2010 Effective Date:
(No notes for this actlon)

http://nvsos.gov/sosentitysenrch/PrintCorp.aspx?1x8nvq=PDWAxpSRu0SfOhooFuAkéw%... 6/20/2011

b5



® ®
Exhibit 24

Exhibit 24

b5z



Entity Details - Secretary !!

, Nevada

(

Page 1 0f 2

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION

Business Entity Information

Status: | Revoked Flle Data: | 10/11/2004
Type: | Domestic Close Corporalion Entity Number: | C27410-2004
Qualifying State: | NV List of Officars Due: | 10/31/2008
Managed By: Explration Date:
NV Buslness ID: | NV20041818927 Susliass L"’;;‘;F
Registered Agent Information
Name: | REZA ZANDIAN Addrees 1: | 3350 W: SAHARA AVE sUITE
Address 2: Clly: | LAS VEGAS
State: | NV Zlp Code: | 89117
Phone: Fax:
Malling Address 1! | 8 SAN RAMON DR Malling Address 2:
Malling City: | IRVINE Mailing State: | CA
Malling Zip Code: | 92612
Agent Typs: | Noncammerclal Reglstered Agent
Financlal Information
No Par Share Count: | 10,000.00 | Capltal Amount: [$ 0

No stock records found for this company

Officers I": Include Inactive Officers
Presldent - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | 8775 COSTA VERDE BLVD #501 Address 2:
City: | SAN DIEGO State: | CA
Zlp Code: | 82122 Counlry: | USA
Stalus: | Active Email:
Seoratary - REZA ZANDIAN
Addrese 1: | 8776 COSTA VERDE BLVD #5601 Address 2:
Clty: | SAN DIEGO Stale: | CA
Zip Code: | 82122 Country: | UBA
Status: | Aclive Ewnall:
Treasurer - REZA ZANDIAN
Adiress 1: | 8776 COSTA VERDE BLVD #501 Address 2;
Clly: | BAN DIEGO Stata: | CA
Zlp Code:; | 82122 Gountry: | USA
Status: | Active Emall:
Director - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | 8776 COSTA VERDE BLVD #5041 Address 2;
Cily: [ SAN DIEGO State: | CA
Zip Code: | 92122 Country: [ USA
Status: | Active Emall;
%m

Actions\Amendments

r

ht'lp://nvsos.gov/sosenliLysearch/PriutCorp.aspx?lenvq=QNM2raPUombEPz3WXzEJ'Ng... 6/20/2011
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Entity Details - Sccretar),i %, Nevada

o

( Page 2 of 2
Action Type: | Articles of Incorporation
Document Numboar: | G27410-2004-001 # of Pages:
File Date: | 10/11/2004 Effective Date:
(No notes for this aclion)
Actlon Type: | Initial List
Document Number: | C27410-2004-002 # of Pages:
File Date: | 10/11/2004 Effective Date:
List of Officers for 2004 to 2005
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 2006069 1409-08 # of Pages:
File Date; | 12/13/2006 Effective Date:
[l{No notes for this actlon)
Action Type: | Amended Llst
Document Number: | 20060416280-50 # of Pages:
File Date: | 6/28/2008 Elfective Date:
|{No notes for thls action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Dooument Number: | 20060673306-72 # of Pages:
Flle Date: | 10/18/2006 Effective Dats:
(No notea for this action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20070840329-26 # of Pages:
Flle Date: | 12/14/2007 Effectiva Date:
{(No notes for this action)

http://nvsos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCoxp.aspx‘?lx8nvq=QNM2mPUombEPz3WXinNg... 6/20/2011
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Entity Details - Secre:tztry,1 ‘s, Nevada

(

1-50 PLAZA LLC

Page 1 of 2

Business Entity Information

Stiatlus: | Default File Date: | 2/03/2005
. | Domestlc Limited-Llabllity - .
Type: Company Entity Number: | EG011852006-5
Qualifying State: | NV List of Officers Due: | 2/28/2011
Managed By: | Managera Expiration Date: | 2103/2805
NV Business ID: | V20051209794 Business ”cg,"‘;!’ Exempt - 003
Registered Agent Information
Name: | SEAN S, FAYEGH! Address 1: [ 1401 LAS VEGAS BLVD SOUTH
Adtlress 2: Clty: | LAS VEGAS
State; | NV Zlp Code: | 88104
Phona: Fax:
Mailing Address 1; Malling Address 2:
Malling City: Mailing State:
Malling ZIp Code:
Agent Type: | Noncommerclal Registered Agent
Financial Information
No Par Share Count: [0 ] Capital Amount: [$ 0

No stock records found for this company

= —— —————

Officers I-Include Inactive Officers
Managing Member - SEAN S FAYEGHI
Address 1:| 1401 S. LAS VEGAS BLVD. Address 2:
City: | LAS VEGAS State: | NV
Zip Code: | 89104 Country:
Status: | Active Emall:
Managing Member - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | 8350 W, SAHARA AVE. Address 2:
Cly: | LAS VEGAS Stata: | NV
Zip Code: | 89117 Country:
Status: | Active

Emall:
?—;TI“——E.____TT—?@

Actions\Amendments
Actlon Type: | Articles of Organization
Document Numbsr: | 20060007640-04 # of Pages: | 2
Flle Date: | 2/03/2006 Effective Date:
(No notes for this actlon)
Action Type: | Initial List
Document Numbe: | 2006000764226 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 2/03/2008 Effective Date:
(No notes for this actlon)
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Numbper: | 20060632605-29 | # of Pagos: [ 1

http:/nvsos. gov/sosenlitysearch/PrinlCorp.aspx?lx8nvq=Nw7ToOaPkBUzH%252fozGSF. "

6/20/2011
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Entity Details - Secretary olt 2, Nevada i Page 2 of 2

File Date: | 12/21/2005 Effective Date: |
(No notes for this action)
Actian Typs: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20070012183-14 # of Pages: | 1
Flle Date: | 1/04/2007 Effective Date:
(No notes for this action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 200800975415-37 # of Pages: | 4
File Date: | 2/12/2008 Effecliva Date:
{No notes for this action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20080806151-81 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 12/10/2008 Effactive Date:
(No notes for this action)
Actlon Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20100743512-85 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 10/01/2010 Effective Date:
(No notss for this action)

hltp://nvsos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx?lx8nvq=Nw7ToOaPkBUzH%252fozGSF w 6/20/2011
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Entity Details - Secretary ol( 3, Nevada

f Page 1 of 2

DAYTON PLAZA, L.L.C.

Business Entity Information

Stalus: | Default

Fila Date: | 65/18/2005

Type:

Domestic Limited-Liabllity
Company

Entity Number: | E0307202005-3

Qualifying State: | NV

List of Officars Due: | 5/31/2011

Managed By: | Managers

Explration Date:

NV Business (D: | NV20051324192

Business License

Exp: Exempt - 003

Registered Agent Information

Name: | SEAN S. FAYEGHI

Address 1: | 1401 LAS VEGAS BLVD SOUTH

Address 2 Clty: | LAS VEGAS
State: [ NV Zip Gode: | 88104
Phone: Fax:
Malling Address 1: Malling Addrass 2:
Mailing City: Malling State:

Malling Zip Code:

Agent Type: | Noncommercial Reglsterad Agent

Financial Information

No Par Share Count: [0

Capital Amount: |

$0

No stock records found for this company

Officers

I” Include Inactive Officers

Manager - SEAN S FAYEGHI

Address 1: | 1401 LAS VEGAS BLVD, SOUTH Address 2:
Cily: | LAS VEGAS State: | NV
Zip Code: | 88104 Country:
Status: | Active Emall;
Manager - SHAHROKH REZA|
Address 1: | 7353 SINGING TREE ST. Address 2;
Cily: | LAS VEGAS State: [NV
Zip Goda: | 89423 Country:
Status: | Actlve Emalil:
Manager - REZA ZANDIAN
Address 1: | 8350 W, SAHARA AVE. Address 2: | SUITE 150
City: | LAS VEGAS State: | NV
Zip Code: | 89117 Country:
Status: | Active Email:
Actions\Amendments
Action Type: | Articles of Organlzation
Duocument Number: | 20050184429-75 # of Pages: |1

FFils Date: | 6/18/2006

Effectiva Date:

{No notes for this action) '

Action Type: | Initlal List
T
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Entity Details - Secretary olll 2, Nevada

| Page 2 of 2
Document Number: | 20050184430-07 it of Pages: | 1
Iile Date: | 65/18/2006 Effactve Dale:
{(No notes for this action)
Action Type: | Annual List
Documant Numbar: | 20080282468-49 # of Pages: | 1
Fila Dats: | 5/03/2006 Effactive Dato:

(No notes for this actlon)

Action Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 200703856782.52 i of Pages: |1
Flle Date: | /31712007 Effective Data:

{No notes for this actlon)

Aclion Type: | Annual List
Documant Number: | 20080380264-03 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 6/02/2008 Effeclive Date;
08/09
Aclion Type: | Annual List
Document Humber: | 20090396017-67 1t of Pages: | 1
Fila Date: | 4/30/2008 Effectlve Date:
{No notas for this action)
Actlon Type: | Annual List
Document Number: | 20100743676-26 i of Pages: | 4
File Dale: | 10/01/2010 Effective Dale:

{No notes for this actlon)
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Entity Details - Secretary oll 3, Nevada

¢

{ Page 1 of |
RENO HIGHWAY PLAZA, L.L.C.
Business Entity Information
Status: | Revoked Flle Date: | 8/06/2008
. | Domestic Limited-Llabillty .
Type: Company Entity Number: | E0416672006-8
Qualllying State: | NV List of Officers Due: | 6/30/2007
Managed By: | Managers Explration Date:
NV Business ID: | V20081048071 Busihesy "[°g;‘;_“
Registered Agent Information
Name: | SEAN S. FEVEGHI Adrass 1: [ 5345 ROBERT HAMPTON
Address 2: Clty: | LAS VEGAS
State: | NV Zlp Code: | 89120
Pliona: Fax:
Mailing Address 1: | 1401 SOUTH LAS VEGAS BLVD Malling Address 2:
Mailing City: | LAS VEGAB Malling State: | NV
Mailing Zip Coda: | 83104
Agent Type; Noncommerclal Reglstered Agent

Financial Information

No Par Share Count: |

0 |

Capital Amount: [ $ 0

No stock records found for this company

Officers

I” Include Inactive Officers

Manager - SEAN S FAYEGHI

Address 1: | 1401 SOUTH LAS VEGAS BLVD Address 2;
City: | LAS VEGAS State: | NV

Zip Corle: | 89104 Country:

Status: | Actlve Emall:

Manager - REZA ZANDI

AN

Address 1: | 8776 CASTA VERDE BLVD Address 2: | SUITE 1416
City: | SAN DIEGO State: | CA
Zip Cotle: | 92122 Country:
Status: | Actlve Emall:
Actions\Amendments
Actlon Type: | Articles of Organization
Documant Number: | 20060350718-12 #of Pages: | 2
Flla Date: | 6/05/2008 Effective Date:
No notes for this action)
Actlion Type: | Initlal List
Document Mumirer: | 20080369720-44 # of Pages: | 1
File Date: | 6/05/2008 Effective Date:

(No notes for this action)

http://nvsos.gov/sosentitysearch/PrintCorp.aspx?lx8nvq=hVQl%252bOpY%252bbaJV2lH... 6/20/2011
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GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
SUITE 700
2375 EAST CAMELBACK ROAD
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85016
(602) 445-8000

E. Jeffrey Walsh, SBN 09334, Walsh)@gtlaw.com
Scott J. Bomnstein, BomsteinS@gtlaw.com

Allan A. Kassenoff, KassenoffA@gtlaw.com
GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP

200 Park Avenue, 34" Floor

MetLife Building

New York, NY 10166

Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

UNIVERSAL AVIONICS SYSTEMS Case No. CV-00588-RC
CORPORATION,

Plaintiff,
V.

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC,,

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION [JURY TRIAL DEMANDED]
and JED MARGOLIN,

Defendants.

Plaintiff Universal Avionics Systems Corporation (“Universal”), by and throu ghits
undersigned attorneys, for their Second Amended Complaint against Defendants Optima
Technology Group, Inc. (“OTG”), Optima Technology Corporation (“OTC”) and Jed
Margolin (“Margolin”) (collectively, “Defendants”) alleges as follows based upon its best
available information and belief. Defendant OTG is an entity commonly referred to as a
patent holding company. In simple terms, Defendants OTG, its President and CEO
Robert Adams (“Adams”), and Margolin, made repeated and baseless threats to Universal
regarding several patents purportedly owned by OTG. No longer willing to be subjected

Case 4:07-cv-00588-RCC  Document 104  Filed 07/15/2008 Page 1 of 15
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to meritless allegations and countless threats, Universal initiated the present action.

NATURE OF THE ACTION

1. This is an action seeking a declaratory judgment that U.S. Patent Nos.
5,566,073 (the “’073 patent”) and 5,904,724 (the “’724 patent™) (collectively, the
“Patents-in-Suit”) are invalid and not infringed.

THE PARTIES

2. Plaintiff Universal is an Arizona corporation, having a principal place of
business at 3260 East Universal Way, Tucson, Arizona 85706.

3. Upon information and belief, Defendant Optima Technology Group, Inc. is
a Delaware corporation, having a principal place of business at 1981 Empire Road, Reno,
Nevada 89521.

4.  Upon information and belief, Defendant Optima Technology Corporation is
a California corporation, having a principal place of business at 2222 Michelson Drive,
Suite 1830, Irvine, California 92612.

5. Upon information and belief, Defendant Margolin resides at 1981 Empire
Road, Reno, Nevada 89521.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

6. This is an action seeking a declaratory judgment that the *073 patent and the
>724 patent are invalid and not infringed.

7. This Court has original jurisdiction over this action pursuant to the Federal
Declaratory Judgment Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201-2202, the Patent Laws of the United States,
35 U.S.C. §100 et seq. and 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331, 1332 and 1338(a) and (b).

8. Venue is proper in this judicial district because Defendants have engaged in
business dealings with Plaintiff Universal in this judicial district. See 28 U.S.C. § 1391.

9. Additionally, Defendants OTG and Margolin have not objected to the

Jurisdiction of this Court or that venue is proper.

2-
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THE PATENTS-IN-SUIT

10. On October 15, 1996, the United States Patent and Trademark Office
(“PTO”) issued United States Patent No. 5,566,073, entitled “Pilot Aid Using a Synthetic
Environment.” A copy of the ‘073 patent is attached as Exhibit 1 to the original
Complaint. Defendant Margolin is the named inventor on the face of the ‘073 patent.

11.  On May 18, 1999, the PTO issued United States Patent No. 5,904,724,
entitled “Method and Apparatus for Remotely Piloting an Aircraft.” A copy of the ‘724
patent is attached as Exhibit 2 to the original Complaint. Defendant Margolin is the
named inventor on the face of the ‘724 patent.

12.  Upon information and belief, on or about July 20, 2004, Margolin executed
a Durable Power of Attorney (attached as Exhibit 3 to the original Complaint), whereby
he appointed “Optima Technology Inc. - Robert Adams, CEO” as his agent with the
“powers to manage, dispose of, sell and convey” various issued patents, including the
‘073 and “724 patents. The Durable Power of Attorney was directed to the registered
address for OTC.

13.  Upon information and belief, on or about December 5, 2007, Defendant
OTC filed a notice of recordation of assignment with the PTO, indicating that Margolin
had assigned four patents, including the ‘073 and ‘724 patents, to it. (Attached as Exhibit
1 to the First Amended Complaint).

FACTS - OTG and Margolin

14.  On or about July 3, 2007, Adams contacted Universal’s outside legal
counsel and advised that OTG had become aware of Universal’s patent infringement
litigation with Honeywell International Inc. and Honeywell Intellectual Properties Inc.
(collectively, “Honeywell”), then pending in the District Court of Delaware. Specifically,
Adams suggested that OTG could “help [Universal] with said case using our patents to
make [Honeywell] back off on their case” because, according to Adams, Honeywell

-3-
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PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85016

(602) 445-3000

infringes the Patents-in-Suit. (Attached as Exhibit 4 to the original Complaint).

15.  Adams suggested that Universal should either purchase or accept a license
under the Patents-in-Suit in order to assert it against Honeywell. That communication
also contained an email from Margolin in which he suggested that Universal “could get
some leverage against Honeywell . . . by buying ‘073 and/or taking an éxclusive license
from us and then nail Honeywell who also infringes [the ‘073 patent].” (Attached as
Exhibit 5 to the original Complaint).

16.  Universal’s counsel responded to Adams the same day, informing Adams
that an analysis was necessary prior to considering OTG’s license offer.

17. Despite Adams’ initial suggestion that the overture was intended to “help”
Universal in an action against Honeywell, he almost immediately began asserting that
Universal was also infringing the Patents-in-Suit. (/d)

18.  On or about July 16, 2007, Adams began to issue not-so-subtle threats
against Universal, suggesting that OTG would grant a license under the Patents-in-Suit to
Honeywell — so that Honeywell could sue Universal -- should Universal decline OTG’s
offer. “Seeing that both your client [Universal] and Honeywell infringes, it might be a
good thing for your client to take the exclusive license now that your case turned, before
of course Honeywell takes the opportunity to do the same thing and use it against others.”
(d)

19.  Adams continued his threats against Universal in an August 7, 2007 email in
which he claimed that OTG had decided on a law firm “in the event that I need to hire
them to take on Honeywell, Mercury Computer Systems as well as all the others.”
(Attached as Exhibit 6 to the original Complaint).

20.  On or about August 10, 2007, Universal responded to the August 7, 2007
email, informing Adams that counsel would be speaking to Universal’s management in

the coming week to discuss OTG’s license offer. Adams apparently was satisfied by this

4-
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response, as he retreated from his threats and returned to discussing the possibility of
Universal and OTG cooperating and entering into a “working relationship.” Specifically,
Adams opined that “[o]ur working models show that not only would [the Patents-in-Suit]
make Honeywell back-off their case against your client [Universal], but your client will be
in a key position to go after approximately $56 Million and growing in business that
Honeywell infringes. A win win for both of us . . . .* (Attached as Exhibit 7 to the
original Complaint).

21. . On or about August 15, 2007, Universal and Adams agreed to meet in an
effort to resolve the dispute. The meeting was scheduled for September 11, 2007 at
Universal’s corporate headquarters in Tucson, Arizona (the “Tucson Meeting”). In
anticipation of the Tucson Meeting, on or about August 22, 2007, Universal and OTG
entered into a Confidential, Nondisclosure and Limited Use Agreement. (Attached as
Exhibit 8 to the original Complaint).

22.  The purpose of the Tucson Meeting was to hear and consider economic
issues surrounding OTG’s offer to license the Patents-in-Suit in an effort to avoid further
threats, nuisance and wasted money and time. Universal was represented at the Tucson
Meeting by several members of senior management, along with its outside legal counsel.
Adams was the sole representative for OTG and gave the impression that he was acting on
behalf of both OTG and Margolin.

23. At the meeting, Universal made it clear that (1) a license to the Patents-in-
Suit was unnecessary because Universal did not sell any products covered by any claim
from the ‘073 or ‘724 patents; and (2) Universal believed that the ‘073 and ‘724 patents
were invalid based on several prior art references. In response, Adams stated that he
would have to defer to his legal counsel as he did not know anything about patent validity.
Universal repeatedly asked Adams to identify terms he considered appropriate for a

settlement but he refused to provide any specific terms. Instead, Adams claimed that

-5-
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several unnamed parties had already entered into license agreements with OTG in
connection with the Patents-in-Suit and an agreement with Universal would need to be on
similar terms. However, Adams refused to disclose the terms of the “mystery”
agreements,

24. At the Tucson Meeting, Adams also (mis)represented that OTG had been
involved in a number of successful patent infringement lawsuits in the past. By
implication, he suggested that if Universal failed to settle on terms acceptable to the
Defendants, it would be the next litigation target. However, upon information and belief,
Defendant OTC previously filed only one (1) patent litigation involving unrelated
technology -- which it lost -- while OTG has not filed any.

25. Adams concluded the meeting by providing contact information for
Defendant Margolin and inviting Universal to contact Margolin to seek additional
information.

26.  After apparently realizing that it was unlikely that Universal and OTG
would agree on terms for an agreement, Adams again resorted to threatening Universal.
First, he suggested (again) that OTG would enter into a license with Honeywell so that
Honeywell could sue Universal. “Not a problem, I am sure Honeywell will be more then
[sic] pleased to talk with us and take the exclusive [if] anything just into [sic] enforce it
against others whom they know will [sic] from past infringement case.” (Attached as
Exhibit 14 to the original Complaint). Universal did not take the bait.

27.  Adams then got hostile, falsely accusing Universal’s President of “stealing
our patented concept some time ago and [claiming to have] the web traffic to prove it was
at the very least his company and/or his personal IP address.” (Attached as Exhibit 15 to
the original Complaint).

28.  Then, on October 15, 2007, Adams notified Universal of an alleged offer

made by Honeywell and stated that Universal has “four hours from now . . . to accept and

-6-
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make us a better offer or decline by not responding.” (Attached as Exhibit 16 to the
original Complaint).

29.  Finally, on November 6, 2007, OTG’s outside counsel, M. Lawrence
Oliverio (“Oliverio”) of Rissman Jobse Hendricks & Oliverio,' sent counsel for Universal
a letter specifically threatening litigation. (Attached as Exhibit 17 to the original
Complaint).

30.  Based upon the specific allegations of infringement contained in Oliverio’s
November 6, 2007 letter, Universal had a reasonable apprehension that OTG will file suit
for alleged infringement of the ‘073 and ‘724 patents.

FACTS - OTC

31.  Upon information and belief, Adams, OTG’s current President and CEO,
was a paid employee of Defendant OTC from 1990-1995 and its unpaid CEO from 2001
to 2005.

32. The Durable Power of Attorney (attached as Exhibit 3 to the original
Complaint) that Margolin executed on July 20, 2004, whereby he appointed “Optima
Technology Inc. - Robert Adams, CEO” as his agent, was entered into during Adams’
tenure as OTC’s CEO. Additionally, the Durable Power of Attorney provided the
following address for Optima Technology Inc.: 2222 Michelson, Suite 1830, Irvine,
California 92612 -- the registered address for Defendant OTC.

33.  Upon information and belief, on or about December 5, 2007, Defendant
OTC filed a notice of recordation of assignment with the PTQ, indicating that Margolin
had assigned four patents, including the ‘073 and ‘724 patents, to OTC. (Attached as
Exhibit 1 to the First Amended Complaint).

34.  Upon information and belief, on or about December 19, 2007, Margolin

' Despite repeatedly identifying himsell as OTG’s outside counsel, Mr. Oliverio has subsequently adviscd
Universal’s outside counsel that he no longer represents OTG, Adams or Margolin.
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terminated the Durable Power of Attorney - two weeks after OTC had filed the notice of
recordation of assignment with the PTO.

35.  Upon information and belief, at some point between September 21, 2007
and October 5, 2007, Margolin created a Patent Assignment which he knowingly and
fraudulently back-dated to July 20, 2004, whereby he attempted to assign the entire right,
title and interest in the ‘073 and ‘724 patents to OTG. (Attached as Exhibit 2 to the First
Amended Complaint).

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

COUNT ONE

Declaratory Judgment of Non—[nfrin%;ment
of the ‘073 Patent against OTG and/or Margolin

36.  Universal repeats and realleges the allegations above as if fully set forth

herein.

37.  As set forth in Paragraph 29 above, on November 6, 2007, OTG, through its
outside counsel, sent a threatening letter to Universal’s outside counsel, accusing
Universal of infringing the ‘073 and ‘724 patents with respect to Universal’s Vision-1,
UNS-1 and TAWS products. Furthermore, as indicated in Paragraph 29 above, OTG
suggested that it was likely to file a litigation if Universal was unwilling to accede to
unreasonable licensing demands by November 11, 2007. Accordingly, an actual and
continuing controversy has arisen and continues to exist between OTG, on the one hand,
and Universal, on the other hand, as to whether or not Universal has directly infringed,
contributed to the infringement of, or induced the infringement of, any valid and/or
enforceable claim of the ‘073 patent.

38.  Universal has not infringed and is not now infringing, contributorily
infringing or inducing infringement of any valid and/or enforceable claim of the ‘073

patent, either literally or under the doctrine of equivalents.

-8-
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39.  Accordingly, Universal requests a declaration from this Court that Universal
has not infringed and is not now infringing, contributorily infringing or inducing
infringement of any valid and/or enforceable claim of the <073 patent, either literally or
under the doctrine of equivalents.

COUNT TWO
Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the ‘073 Patent against OTG and/or Margolin

40.  Universal repeats and realleges the allegations above as if fully set forth
herein.

41.  As set forth in Paragraph 29 above, on November 6, 2007, OTG contacted
Universal’s outside counsel and accused Universal of infringing the ‘073 patent.
Furthermore, as indicated in Paragraph 29 above, OTG suggested that it was likely to file
a litigation if Universal was unwilling to accede to unreasonable licensing demands by
November 11, 2007. Accordingly, an actual and continuing controversy has arisen and
continues to exist between OTG and Universal as to the validity of each of the claims of
the ‘073 patent.

42.  Upon information and belief, the ‘073 patent, and each of the claims
thereof, are invalid and void for failure to meet the conditions of Ppatentability as set forth
in the provisions of the Patent Laws, 35 U.S.C. §§ 100 et. seq., including but not limited
to, one or more of 35 U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103 and/or 112.

43.  Accordingly, Universal requests a declaration from this Court that each of
the claims of the ‘073 patent is invalid for failure to comply with the provisions of the
Patent Laws, 35 U.S.C. §§ 100 et. seq., including but not limited to, one or more of 35
U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103 and/or 112.

-9-
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COUNT THREE

Declaratory Judgment of Non-Infringement
of the 724 Patent against OTG and/or Margolin

44.  Universal repeats and realleges the allegations above as if fully set forth
herein. '

45.  As set forth in Paragraph 29 above, on November 6, 2007, OTG, through its
outside counsel, sent a threatening letter to Universal’s outside counsel, accusing
Universal of infringing the ‘073 and ‘724 patents with respect to Universal’s Vision-1,
UNS-1 and TAWS products. Furthermore, as indicated in Paragraph 29 above, OTG
suggested that it was likely to file a litigation if Universal was unwilling to accede to
unreasonable licensing demands by November 11, 2007. Accordingly, an actual and
continuing controversy has arisen and continues to exist between OTG, on the one hand,
and Universal, on the other hand, as to whether or not Universal has directly infringed,
contributed to the infringement of, or induced the infringement of any valid and/or
enforceable claim of the ‘724 patent.

46.  Universal has not infringed and is not now infringing, contributorily

infringing or inducing infringement of any valid and/or enforceable claim of the ‘724

patent, either literally or under the doctrine of equivalents.

47.  Accordingly, Universal requests a declaration from this Court that Universal
has not infringed and is not mow infringing, contributorily infringing or inducing
infringement of any valid and/or enforceable claim of the ‘724 patent, either literally or
under the doctrine of equivalents.

COUNT FOUR

Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the ‘724 Patent against OTG and/or Margolin
48.  Universal repeats and realleges the allegations above as if fully set forth

herein.
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49.  As sct forth in Paragraph 29 above, on November 6, 2007, OTG contacted
Universal’s outside counsel and accused Universal of infringing the ‘724 patent.
Furthermore, as indicated in Paragraph 29 above, OTG suggested that it was likely to file
a litigation if Universal was unwilling to accede to unreasonable licensing demands by
November 11, 2007. Accordingly, an actual and continuing controversy has arisen and
continues to exist between OTG and Universal as to the validity of each of the claims of
the ‘724 patent.

50.  Upon information and belief, the 724 patent, and each of the claims
thereof, are invalid and void for failure to meet the conditions of patentability as set forth
in the provisions of the Patent Laws, 35 U.S.C. §§ 100 et. seq., including but not limited
to, one or more of 35 U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103 and/or 112.

51.  Accordingly, Universal requests a declaration from this Court that each of
the claims of the ‘724 patent is invalid for failure to comply with the provisions of the
Patent Laws, 35 U.S.C. §§ 100 et. seq., including but not limited to, one or more of 35
U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103 and/or 112.

COUNT FIVE

Declaratory Judgment of Non-Infringement of the ‘073 Patent against QTC

52.  Universal repeats and realleges the allegations above as if fully set forth
herein.

53.  Universal has not infringed and is not now infringing, contributorily
infringing or inducing infringement of any valid and/or enforceable claim of the ‘073
patent, either literally or under the doctrine of equivalents.

54.  Accordingly, Universal requests a declaration from this Court that Universal
has not infringed and is not now infringing, contributorily infringing or inducing
infringement of any valid and/or enforceable claim of the ‘073 patent, either literally or

under the doctrine of equivalents.
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COUNT SIX
Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the ‘073 Patent against OTC

55.  Universal repeats and realleges the allegations above as if fully set forth
herein.

56.  Upon information and belief, the ‘073 patent, and each of the claims thereof,
are invalid and void for failure to meet the conditions of patentability as set forth in the
provisions of the Patent Laws, 35 U.S.C. §§ 100 et. seq., including but not limited to, one
or more of 35 U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103 and/or 112.

57.  Accordingly, Universal requests a declaration from this Court that each of
the claims of the ‘073 patent is invalid for failure to comply with the provisions of the
Patent Laws, 35 U.S.C. §§ 100 et. seq., including but not limited to, one or more of 35
U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103 and/or 112.

COUNT SEVEN

Declaratory Judgment of Non-Infringement of the ‘724 Patent against QTC

58.  Universal repeats and realleges the allegations above as if fully set forth
herein.

59.  Universal has not infringed and is not nmow infringing, contributorily
infringing or inducing infringement of any valid and/or enforceable claim of the “724
patent, either literally or under the doctrine of equivalents.

60.  Accordingly, Universal requests a declaration from this Court that Universal
has not infringed and is not now infringing, contributorily infringing or inducing
infringement of any valid and/or enforceable claim of the ‘724 patent, either literally or
under the doctrine of equivalents.

-12-
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COUNT EIGHT

Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the ‘724 Patent against OTC
61.  Universal repeats and realleges the allegations above as if fully set forth

herein.

62.  Upon information and belief, the “724 patent, and each of the claims thereof,
are invalid and void for failure to meet the conditions of patentability as set forth in the
provisions of the Patent Laws, 35 U.S.C. §§ 100 et. seq., including but not limited to, one
or more of 35 U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103 and/or 112.

63.  Accordingly, Universal requests a declaration from this Court that each of
the claims of the “724 patent is invalid for failure to comply with the provisions of the
Patent Laws, 35 U.S.C. §§ 100 et. seq., including but not limited to, one or more of 35
U.S.C. §§ 101, 102, 103 and/or 112.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court enter judgment in its
favor and grant the following relief:

A.  An order and judgment declaring that Universal does not infringe any valid

and enforceable claim of the ‘073 patent;

B.  An order and judgment declaring that the claims of the ‘073 patent are

invalid and/or unenforceable;

C.  An order and judgment declaring that Universal does not infringe any valid

and enforceable claim of the “724 patent;

D. An order and judgment declaring that the claims of the *724 patent are

invalid and/or unenforceable;

-13-
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E.

An order and judgment that this is an exceptional case, pursuant to 35

U.S.C. § 285, and awarding reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs.

DATED this 15™ day of July 2008.
GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP

By:___/s/ Scott J. Bornstein

E. Jeffrey Walsh

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SUITE 700

2375 EAST CAMELBACK ROAD
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85016
(602) 445-8000

Of Counsel:

Scott J. Bornstein

Allan A. Kassenoff
GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP
200 Park Avenue, 34th Floor
MetLife Building

New York, NY 10166
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on July 15, 2008, a copy of the foregoing was caused to the

following by the methods indicated below:

Jeffrey Willis, Esq. (Email and First Class Mail)

Snell & Wilmer

One South Church Avenue
Suite 1500

Tucson, Arizona 85701-1630

Optima Technology Corporation (Hand Delivery)

c/o Reza Zandian
8775 Costa Verde Blvd., #501
San Diego, California 92122

/s/Marian R. Mackey
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CHANDLER & UDALL, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

4801 E. BROADWAY BLVD.,, SUITE 400
TUCSON, ARIZONA 85711-3638
Telephone: (520) 6234353

Fax: (520)792-3426

Edward Moomyjian II, PCC # 65050, SBN 016667

Jeanna Chandler Nash, PCC # 65674, SBN 022384

Attorneys for Defendants Adams, Margolin and Optima Technology Inc. a/k/a Optima
Technology Group, Inc.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF ARIZONA
UNIVERSAL AVIONICS SYSTEMS NO. CV-00588-RC
CORPORATION,
Plaintiff, AMENDED ANSWER,
VS. COUNTERCLAIMS, CROSS-
CLAIMS AND THIRD-PARTY
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC., CLAIMS OF OPTIMA
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, TECHNOLOGY INC. A/K/A
ROBERT ADAMS and JED MARGOLIN, OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY
GROUP, INC.
Defendants

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY INC. a/k/a
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC,, a

corporation, JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
Counterclaimant,
vS. Assigned to: Hon. Raner C. Collins

UNIVERSAL AVIONICS SYSTEMS
CORPORATION, an Arizona corporation,

Counterdefendant

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY INC. a/k/a
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC,, a
corporation,

Cross-Claimant,
VvS.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a corporation,

Cross-Defendant
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OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY INC. a/k/a
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC., a
corporation,

Third-Party Plaintiff,
VS.

JOACHIM L. NAIMER and JANE DOE
NAIMER, husband and wife; and FRANK E.
HUMMEL and JANE DOE HUMMEL,

Third-Party Defendants.

Defendant/Counterclaimant/Cross-Claimant/Third-Party Plaintiff Optima Technology
Inc. a/k/a Optima Technology Group Inc. (hereinafter "Optima"), by and through undersigned
counsel, hereby submits its Amended Answer to the Plaintiff's Complaint herein, including its
Counterclaims, Cross-Claims and Third-Party Claims herein.

As stated in Optima’s original Answer, due to its contemporancously-filed Motion to
Dismiss asserting that Counts V, VI and VII fail to state a claim against Optima, Optima
answers herein the general allegations of the Complaint, and those of Counts I-IV, and will
amend this Answer to answer Counts V, VI and/or VII at such time, and to the extent that, the
Court herein denies that Motion in whole or in part. See Rule 12(a)(4), Fed.R.Civ.P.'

The following paragraphs are in responsc to the allegations of the correspondingly
numbered paragraphs of the Complaint:

INTRODUCTORY PARAGRAPH

Deny the allegations of Plaintiff’s Introductory Paragraph (page 1 line 19 through page

! The District of Arizona has adopted the majority view "that even though a pending
motion to dismiss may only address some of the claims alleged, the motion to dismiss tolls the
time to respond to all claims." Pestube Systems, Inc. v. Hometeam Pest Defense, LLC., 2006
WL 1441014 *7 (D.Ariz. 2006). However, because this is an unpublished decision, and only
to avoid any potential dispute with Plaintiff whether a failure to answer the allegations of
Counts I-1V of the Complaint (i.e., those claims that are not the subject of the Motion to
Dismiss) could be deemed a failure to defend those allegations for purposes of a default,
Optima proceeds to answer those allegations and claims herein.

2:
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2 line 3 of the Complaini).
NATURE OF THE ACTION

1. Admit that the Complaint seeks declarations of invalidity and non-infringement
of U.S. Patent Nos. 5,566,073 (the “‘073 patent”) and 5,904,724 (the “*724 patent”).? Admit
that the Complaint asserts claims for breach of contract, unfair competition and negligent
interference. Deny validity of all such assertions and claims. Deny all remaining allegations.

THE PARTIES

2. Deny for lack of knowledge.

3. Admit. Affirmatively allege that Optima Technology Group Inc. is also known
and has been and does business as Optima Technology Inc.

4, Denied. Affirmatively allege that Optima Technology Corporation (hercinafter
“OTC”) has no relationship whatsoever to Optima.

5. Denied. Affirmatively alleged that Defendant Robert Adams (“Adams”) is the

Chief Executive Officer of Optima.

6. Denied.
7. Denied.
JURISDICTION AND VENUE
8. Admit that the Complaint secks declarations of invalidity and non-infringement

of the ‘073 patent and the ‘724 patent, and asserts claims for breach of contract, unfair
competition and negligent interference. Deny validity of all such assertions and claims. Deny
all remaining allegations.

9, Admit that the Court has original jurisdiction over Counts I-IV of the Complaint
asserting non-infringementandinvalidity ofthe Patents (although Optima denies the assertions

and validity of those claims) as to Defendant Optima. Affirmatively allege that co-Defendant

*The ‘073 patentand the ‘724 patent are collectively referred to herein as the “Patents.”

B
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OTC, to the extent that it purportedly exists, does not own or have any other interest in the
Patents. Deny that the Court has jurisdiction over Counts V, VI and VII of the Complaint, and
affirmatively allege that Plaintiff lacks Article I standing with respect thereto. Affirmatively
allege that Counts V, VI and VII fail to state a claim against Optima as asserted in Optima's
Motion to Dismiss. Deny that the Court has supplemental jurisdiction over Counts V, VI and
VII of the Complaint. Deny all remaining allegations.
10.  Deny.
HE P NTS-IN-SUIT

11.  Admit that the '073 patent is duly and legally issued and is valid. Admit thata
copy of the '073 patent is attached as Exhibit 1 to the Complaint. Admit the '073 patent was
assigned to Optima which is the current owner of the '073 patent. Deny that OTC has any right
or interest in the '073 patent. Deny all remaining allegations.

12, Admit that the '724 patent is duly and legally issued and is valid. Admit thata
copy of the '724 patent is attached as Exhibit 2 to the Complaint. Admit the '724 patent was
assigned to Optima which is the current owner of the '724 patent. Deny that OTC has any right
or interest in the '724 patent. Deny all remaining allegations.

13.  Admit that Defendant Jed Margolin at one time granted a Power of Attorney to
Optima. Admit thata copy of the Power of Attorney is attached as Exhibit 3 to the Complaint.
Admit that the Power of Attorney appointed "Optima Technology Inc. - Robert Adams, CEO"
as Margolin's agent with respect to the Patents. Affirmatively allege that OTC has and had no
right or interest under the Power of Attorney. Affirmatively allege that the Power of Attorney
was superseded by an assignment of the Patents to Optima prior to the filing of the Complaint
herein. Affirmatively allege that the Power of Attomey was subsequently revoked and is no
longer valid or in force. Deny all remaining allegations.

FACTS

14.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff's counsel.

4-
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Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 4 to the Complaint speaks for itself. Deny all
remaining allegations.

15.  Admit that Jed Margolin communicated with Adams (as CEQ of Optima), and
that Adams (as CEO of Optima) communicated with Plaintiff's counsel. Affirmatively allege
that the text of Exhibit 5 to the Complaint speaks for itself. Deny all remaining allegations.

16.  Admit. Affirmatively allege that Adams' alleged actions as described in
Paragraph 16 of the Complaint were in his capacity as CEQ of Optima.

17.  Admit that Plaintiff is/was infringing on the Patents. Admit that Adams (as CEQ
of Optima) communicated with Plaintiff's counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of
Exhibit 5 to the Complaint speaks for itself. Deny all remaining allegations.

18.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Admit that Plaintiffis/was infringing on the Patents. Affirmativelyallege that the text
of Exhibit 5 to the Complaint speaks for itself. Deny all remaining allegations.

19.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Admit that Plaintiffis/was infringing on the Patents. Deny all remaining allegations.

20.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 6 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

21.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 7 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

22. Admit. Affirmatively allege that Adams' alleged actions as described in
Paragraph 22 of the Complaint were in his capacity as CEO of Optima.

23.  Admit. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 8 to the Complaint speaks
for itself. Affirmatively allege that Plaintiff, through its actions, has waived its rights under

Exhibit 8 to the Complaint.

-5-
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24.  Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 9 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

25.  Admit second sentence of Paragraph 25 of the Complaint to the extent it asserts
that the following persons attended the meeting on behalf of Plaintiff: Donald Berlin, Andria
Poe, Paul DeHerrera, Frank Hummel, Michael P. Delgado, and Scott Bornstein. Deny all
remaining allecgations.

26.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Deny all remaining allegations.

27.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Deny all remaining allegations.

28.  Deny.

29.  Admit that Jed Margolin communicated with Plaintiff. Deny all remaining
allegations.

30.  Admit that OTC, which is upon information and belicf owned and controlled by
Reza Zandian a/k/a Gholamreza Zandianjazi, may have been involved in filing numerous
and/or frivolous state court lawsuits. Deny all remainingallegations. Affirmatively allege that
OTC, and any such lawsuits, are completely unrelated to Optima.

31. Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 10 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

32.  Deny for lack of knowledge.

33.  Deny Plaintiff's "conclusion" for lack of knowledge. Deny all remaining
allegations.

34.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibits 11 and 12 to the Complaint speak for

themselves. Deny all remaining allegations.

-6-
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35. Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 13 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

36.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Deny allegations regarding communications to which Optima was not a party forlack
of knowledge. Deny all remaining allegations.

37.  Deny for lack of knowledge.

38.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 14 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

39.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 15 to the Complaint speaks for itself,
Deny all remaining allegations.

40.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 16 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

41.  Admit. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 17 to the Complaint speaks
for itself.

42.  Admit. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 17 to the Complaint speaks
for itself.

43.  Admit.

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

COUNT ONE

Declaratory Judgment of Non-Infringement of the '073 Patent

44.  Optima repeats and restates the statements of paragraphs 1-43 above as if fully

sct forth herein.

= 3
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45.  Deny that Optima made an "unreasonable" licensing demand of Plaintiff.
Otherwise admit with respect to Optima. Deny that OTC has any right or interest in the
Patents. Deny all remaining allegations.

46. Deny.

47.  Admit that Plaintiff sceks a declaration as described in Paragraph 47 of the
Complaint. Deny that Plaintiff is entitled to such a declaration. Deny all remaining allegations.
COUNT TWO
Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the '073 Patent

48.  Optima repeats and restates the statements of paragraphs 1-47 above as if fully

set forth herein.

49.  Deny that Optima made an "unreasonable" licensing demand of Plaintiff, Admit
with respect to Optima. Deny that OTC has any right or interest in the Patents. Deny all
remaining allegations.

50. Deny.

51. Admit that Plaintiff sceks a declaration as described in Paragraph 51 of the
Complaint. Deny that Plaintiff’s entitled to such a declaration. Deny all remaining allegations.
COUNT THREE
Declaratory Judgment of Nen-Infringement of the '724 Patent

52.  Optima repeats and restates the statements of paragraphs 1-51 above as if fully

set forth herein.

53. Deny that Optima made an "unreasonable" licensing demand of Plaintiff.
Otherwise admit with respect to Optima. Deny that OTC has any right or interest in the
Patents. Deny all remaining allegations.

54.  Deny.

55.  Admit that Plaintiff seeks a declaration as described in Paragraph 55 of the

Complaint. Deny that Plaintiff is entitled to such a declaration. Deny all remaining allegations.

8-
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COUNT FOUR

Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the '724 Patent

56.  Optima repeats and restates the statements of paragraphs 1-55 above as if fully
set forth herein.

57.  Deny that Optima made an "unreasonable" licensing demand of Plaintiff. Admit
with respect to Optima. Deny that OTC has any right or interest in the Patents. Deny all
remaining allegations.

58. Deny.

59.  Admit that Plaintiff seeks a declaration as described in Paragraph 59 of the
Complaint. Deny that Plaintiff is entitled to such a declaration. Deny all remaining allegations.

COUNTS FIVE THROUGH SEVEN

Defendant Optima has contemporaneously filed a Motion to Dismiss seeking to dismiss
Counts Five through Seven of the Complaint against it for failure to state a claim. As such,
Defendant Optima will amend this 4nswer and respond to Counts V, VI and/or VII of the
Complaint at such time, and to the extent that, the Court herein denies that Motion in whole or
in part. See Rule 12(a)(4), Fed.R.Civ.P.

GENERAL DENIAL

Defendant Optima denies cach allegation of Plaintiff’s Complaint not specifically
admitted herein.

EXCEPTIONAL CASE

This is an exceptional case under 35 U.S.C. § 285 in which Defendant Optima is entitled
to its attomeys’ fees and costs incurred in connection Plaintiff’s stated claims in bringing this
action.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES
Defendant Optima asserts all available affirmative defenses under Rule 8(c),

Fed.R.Civ.P., including but not limited to those specifically designated as follows (Defendant

9.
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Optima hereby reserves the right to amend this Answer at any time that discovery, disclosure
or additional events reveal the existence of additional affirmative defenses):

1. With respect to Counts V, VI and VII of the Complaint, Defendant Optima
asserts those Rule 12(b)(6) defenses raised in its contemporaneously filed Motion to Dismiss
including but not limited to: waiver; failure to plead in accordance with the standards
expressed under Bell Atlantic Corp. v. Twombly, ___ U.S.__ , 127 S.Ct. 1955 (2007); failure
to establish Article III standing; lack of jurisdiction; inapplicability of California law to
Optima; and failure to establish "unlawful" or "fraudulent" conduct as a predicate actto a claim

of California statutory Unfair Competition (California Business and Professions code § 17200

et seq);
2. Laches;
3. Waiver; and,
4. Estoppel.

JURY TRIAL DEMAND

Defendant Optima demands a jury trial on all claims and issues to be litigated in this
matter.
PRAYER FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE Defendant Optima requests that the Court enter judgment in its favor on
Plaintiff’s claims, deny Plaintiff any relief herein, grant Optima its attomeys’ fees and costs
pursuant to applicable law, including but not limited to 35 U.S.C. § 285, and grant Optima such

other and further relief as the Court deems reasonable and just.

Counterclaimant/Cross-Claimant/Third-Party Plaintiff Optima brings this civil action

against Counterdefendant Universal Avionics Systems Corporation ("UAS"), against

* Except where otherwise noted, all capitalized terms herein are as defined in the
foregoing Amended Answer.

-10-
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Cross-Defendant Optima Technology Corporation, a corporation (“OTC”), and against
Third-Party Defendants Joachim L. Naimer and Jane Doe Naimer, husband and wife, and Frank
E. Hummel and Jane Doe Hummel.

THE PARTIES

1. Counterclaimant Optima is, and at all times relevant hereto has been, a Delaware
corporation engaged in the business of the design, conception and invention of synthetic
vision systems. Optima is the owner of the '073 patent and '724 patent.

2. Counterdefendant UAS is, upon information and belief, an Arizona corporation who is
headquartered and does business in Arizona.

3. Cross-Defendant Optima Technology Corporation (“OTC”) is, upon information and
belief, a California corporation.

4. Third-Party Defendants Joachim L. Naimer and Jane Doe Naimer (individually and
collectively "Naimer") are, upon information and belief, husband and wife who reside
in California. At all times relevant hereto, Naimer was acting for the benefit of his
marital community, and was acting as an agent, employee, servant and/or authorized
representative of UAS, and within the course and scope of such agency, employment,
service and/or representation. Upon information and belief Naimer is the President and
Chief Executive Officer of UAS.

5. Third-Party Defendants Frank E. Hummel and Jane Doe Hummel (individually and
collectively "Hummel") are, upon information and belief, husband and wife who reside
in Washington. At all times relevant hereto, Hummel was acting for the benefit of his
marital community, and was acting as an agent, employee, servant and/or authorized
representative of UAS, and within the course and scope of such agency, employment,
service and/or representation. Upon information and belief, Hummel is an officer or
managing agent of UAS. Upon information and belief, Hummel is the Vice

President/General Manager of Engineering Research and Development for UAS.

-11-
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10.

11.

12.

13.

Upon information and belief, UAS, Naimer, and Hummel have transacted business in
and/or committed one or more acts in Arizona which give rise to the claims herein.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE
The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.
The Counterclaim, Cross-Claim and Third-Party Claim include claims for patent
infringement and for declaratory judgment relating to ownership/rights in patents, which
arise under the United States Patent Laws, 35 U.S.C. §101 et seq. The amount in
controversy is in excess of $1,000,000.
Jurisdiction of this Court is pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331, 1367, 1338(a) and (b), and
2201 et seq.

FACTS

The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.
Upon information and belief, with actual and/or constructive knowledge of the Patents
UAS has sold and/or manufactured and/or used and/or ad vertised/promoted one or more
products including those products designated by UAS as the Vision-1, UNS-1 and
TAWS Terrain and Awareness & Warning systems all of which infringe one or the
other of the Patents in suit ("Infringing Products™").
Optima informed UAS that the Infringing Products infringed upon the Patents prior to
the filing of the Complaint herein. Upon information and belief, despite such
notification UAS has continued to sell and/or manufacture and/or use and/or
advertise/promote the Infringing Products.
Upon information and belief:
a. Naimer was the moving force who originated UAS's concept of the Infringing

Products; and/or

-12-
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Naimer was and is the Chief Executive Officer of UAS, thereby controlling UAS
and its actions, including UAS’s decision to create, develop, manufacture,
market and sell the Infringing Products; and/or

Naimer knew and/or should have known of the Patents prior to this lawsuit;
and/or

Naimer knew of Optima’s allegations that UAS infringed upon the Patents prior
to this lawsuit; and/or

Naimer knew of UAS’s actions in the nature of those described in Paragraphs 25,
31 and 33 of the Complaint and participated in and/or directed those UAS
actions/efforts; and/or

It was at all times within Naimer’s authority and/or ability to stop UAS’s
continued design, development, manufacturing, marketing and selling of the
Infringing Products but, after Naimer knew of the Patents, the allegations that
UAS infringed on the Patents and/or UAS’s actions in the nature of those
described in Paragraphs 25, 31 and 33 of the Complaint, he did not stop UAS’s
continued design, development, manufacturing, marketing and selling of the
Infringing Products; and/or

It was at all times within Naimer’s authority and/or ability to direct UAS to
redesign, revise and/or redevelop the Infringing Products such that they would
no longer infringe on the Patents but, after Naimer knew of the Patents, the
allegations that UAS infringed on the Patents and/or UAS’s actions in the nature
of those described in Paragraphs 25, 31 and 33 of the Complaint, he did not
direct UAS to redesign, revise and/or redevelop the Infringing Products such that
they would no longer infringe on the Patents; and/or

Naimer has continued to direct UAS’s design, development, manufacturing,

marketing and selling of the Infringing Products while knowing and/or intending

-13-
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for UAS to infringe on the Patents.

14.  Upon information and belief:

a.

Hummel was and is the Vice President/General Manager of Engineering
Research and Development of UAS, thereby controlling UAS’s design,
development and/or manufacture of the Infringing Products; and/or

Hummel was intimately involved in UAS’s design and/or development of the
Infringing Products; and/or

Hummel knew and/or should have known of the Patents prior to this lawsuit;
and/or

Hummelknew of Optima’s allegations that UAS infringed upon the Patents prior
to this lawsuit; and/or

Hummel knew of UAS’s actions in the nature of those described in Paragraphs
25, 31 and 33 of the Complaint and participated in and/or directed those UAS
actions/efforts; and/or

It was at all times within Hummel’s authority and/or ability to stop UAS’s
continued design, development and/or manufacturing of the Infringing Products
but, after Hummel knew of the Patents, the allegations that UAS infringed on the
Patents and/or UAS’s actions in the nature of those described in Paragraphs 25,
31 and 33 of the Complaint, he did not stop UAS’s continued design,
development and/or manufacturing of the Infringing Products; and/or

It was at all times within Hummel’s authority and/or ability to direct UAS to
redesign, revise and/or redevelop the Infringing Products such that they would
no longer infringe on the Patents but, after Naimer knew of the Patents, the
allegations that UAS infringed on the Patents and/or UAS’s actions in the nature
of those described in Paragraphs 25, 31 and 33 of the Complaint, he did not

directUAS toredesign, revise and/or redevelop the Infringing Products such that
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15.

16.

17.

18.

they would no longer infringe on the Patents; and/or
h. Hummel has continued to direct UAS’s design, development and/or
manufacturing of the Infringing Products while knowing and/or intending for
UAS to infringe on the Patents.
UAS and Optima entered into the contract attached as Exhibit 8 to the Complaint herein
(hereinafter the “Contract”). Pursuant to and under the terms of the Contract, Optima
provided to UAS a confidential power of attorney (hereinafter the “Power of Attorney™)
that Jed Margolin (“Margolin™), as the inventor and then-owner of the Patents, had
previously executed. The Power of Attorney provided, inter alia, that Margolin
appointed “Optima Technology Inc. - Robert Adams CEOQ?” as his attorney-in-fact with
respectto (inter alia) the Patents. Under its express terms, the Power of Attorney could
only be exercised by “Optima Technology Inc. - Robert Adams CEO” and could only
be exercised by a signaturc in the following form: “Jed Margolin by Optima
Technology, Inc., c/o Robert Adams, CEO his attomey in fact.” Optima had not and has
notat any time placed the Power of Attorney in the public domain or otherwise provided
a copy of it, or made it available, to OTC.
UAS, through its duly authorized agents, employees and/or attomeys, provided the
Power of Attormey (or a copy thereof) to OTC principal, director, officer and/or agent
Gholamreza Zandianjazi a/k/a Reza Zandian (“Zandian”). As of that time, neither
Zandian nor OTC had cver received, been privy to, obtained or had knowledge of the
Power of Attorney.
OTC does not have, and has never had, any right, interest or valid claim to any right,
title or interest in or to either the Patents or the Power of Attorney.
UAS, by and through its authorized agents and attomeys Scott Bornstein (“Bornstein”)
and/or Greenberg Traurig, LLP (“GT”), informed, directed, advised, assisted,

associated, agreed, conspired and/or engaged in a mutual undertaking with

-15-
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19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

Zandian/OTC to record the Power of Attorney with the U.S. Patent and Trademark

Office (“PTO™) in the name of OTC.

UAS knew or should have known that the Power of Attorney could not be rightfully

exercised by OTC/Zandian and/or recorded with the PTO as:

a. UAS had been advised and/or knew that OTC was a different corporate entity
than “Optima Technology, Inc” as listed in the Power of Attorney; and/or

b. UAS had been advised and/or knew that “Robert Adams” was not an agent or
employee of OTC and, thus, the Power of Attomney could not be rightfully
exercised by Zandian on behalf of OTC; and/or

c. UAS had been advised and/or knew that OTC had no right orinterest whatsoever
in the Patents or the Power of Attorney.

Based upon the information, direction, advice and assistance of UAS, Zandian/OTC

proceeded to publish and record the Power of Attorney to and with the PTO (in

Virginia) as a document in support of a claim of assignment of the Patents to OTC (the

“Assignment”). As a result thereof, the Assignment/Power of Attorney have become

part of the public PTO record on which the U.S. Patent Office, the public and third

parties rely for information regarding title to the Patents.

Robert Adams and Optima did not execute, record or authorize the execution or

recording of any documents purporting to assign or transfer title and/or any interest in

the Patents to OTC with the PTO.

Upon information and belief, Zandian executed such documents by (inter alia) utilizing

his signature on behalf of OTC and mis-stating that Zandian/OTC was exercising the

Power of Attorney as the “attorney in fact” of Margolin.

Had UAS not provided the Power of Attorney to Zandian/OTC, OTC would not have

been able to record it as a purported Assignment with the PTO.

The recording of the Assignment and Power of Attorney with the PTO:

-16-
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Are circumstances under which reliance upon such recordings by a third person
is reasonably foreseeable as the open public records of the PTO are regularly and
normally referred to and/or relied upon by persons in determining legal rights
with respect to patents (including assignments, transfers of rights and licenses
relating thereto), and evaluating such rights with respectto valuation, negotiation
and purchase of rights with respect to patents (including assignments, transfers
of rights and licenses relating thereto); and/or

Create a cloud of title, an impairment of vendibility, and/or an appearance of
lessened desirability for purchase, lease, license or other dealings with respect
to the Patents and/or Power of Attomey; and/or

Prevent and/or impair sale and/or licensing of the Patents; and/or

Otherwise impair and/or lessen the value of the Patents and/or any licenses to be
issued with respect to them; and/or

Cast doubt upon the extent of Optima’s interests in the Patents and/or under the
Power of Attorney relating thereto and/or upon Optima’s power to make an
effective sale, assignment, license or other transfer of rights relating thereto;
and/or

Caused damage and harm to Optima; and/or

Reasonably necessitated and/or forced Optima to prepare and record documents
with the PTO attempting to correct the public record regarding Optima’s rights
with respect to the Patents and/or the Power of Attorney for which Optima
incurred substantial expenses (attorneys’ fees and costs) in the preparation and
recording thereof; and/or

Irrespective of Optima’s filings with the PTO, created a continuing cloud of'title,
impairment of vendibility, etc. (as discussed in the foregoing paragraphs) and

continuing harm to Optima reasonably necessitating and forcing Optima to bring
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25,

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

its declaratory judgment cross-claim against OTC herein to declare and establish
true and proper title to the Patents, for which Optima has incurred and will incur
substantial expenses (attoeys’ fees and costs) in the prosecution thereof.
Upon information and belief, UAS provided additional information to Zandian/OTC
regarding, or of the same nature as that discussed in, Paragraph 33 of and Exhibits 14,
15 and 17 to the Complaint herein.
UAS made the disclosures (inter alia) as acknowledged in its Complaint herein.
Upon information and belief, UAS also made the disclosures alleged in Paragraph 34
of, and in Exhibit 12 attached to, the Complaint.
By filing its Complaint as part of the open public record in this case, UAS disclosed the
content thereof and the Exhibits attached thereto.
The actions of UAS and OTC herein were motivated by spite, malice and/or ill-will
toward Optima and were for the purpose of and/or were intended to intermeddle with,
interfere with, trespass upon and/or cause harm to Optima’s rights in the Patents and/or
under the Power of Attorney, and/or with knowledge that such intermeddling,
interference, trespass and/or harm was substantially certain to occur.
Upon information and belief, OTC intends to continue to compete, interfere, and/or
attempt to compete and/or interfere with Optima regarding the Patents and/or the Power
of Attorney. At this time, however, Optima is unaware of any actual attempts yet made
by OTC to purportedly license, sell or otherwise transfer rights regarding the Patents
under its purported Assignment/Power of Attorney (as recorded with the PTO). If and
when Optima becomes aware of such actions, it will timely seck to amend and
supplement the Counterclaims, Cross-Claims, Third-Party Claims and/or remedies

herein as necessary and applicable.
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31.

32.

33.

34,

35.

36.

37.
38.

39.

COUNT 1
PATENT INGEMENT

The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.
This is a cause of action for patent infringement under 35 U.S.C. § 271 et seq. Atall
relevant times, UAS had actual and constructive knowledge of the Patents in suit
including the scope and claim coverage thereof.
UAS’s aforesaid activities constitute a direct, contributory and/or inducement of
infringement of the aforesaid patents in violation of 35 U.S.C. § 271 et seq. UAS’s
aforesaid infringement is and has, at all relevant times, been willful and knowing.
Naimer and Hummel, through their forgoing actions, actively aided and abetted and
knowingly and/or intentionally induced, and specifically intended to induce, UAS’s
direct infringement despite their knowledge of the Patents.
Optima has suffered and will continue to suffer immediate and ongoing irreparable and
actual harm and monetary damage as aresult of UAS’s, Naimer’s and Hummel’s willful
patent infringement in an amount to be proven at trial.
COUNT 2

BREACH OF CONTRACT
The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.
This is a cause of action for breach of contract against UAS pursuant to Arizona law.
UAS’s actions constitute one or more breaches of the contract attached as Exhibit 8 to
the Complaint herein.
As a result thereof, Optima has suffered and will continue to suffer immediate and

ongoing harm and monetary damage in an amount to be proven at trial.
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COUNT 3
H OF THE IMPLIED COVENANT
OF GO AND FAIR DEA

40.  The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.

41.  This is a cause of action for breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair
dealing against UAS pursuant to Arizona law.

42.  Under Arizona law, every contract contains an implied covenant of good faith and fair
dealing.

43. UAS’s actions constitute one or more breaches of covenant of good faith and fair
dealing present and implied in the contract attached as Exhibit 8 to the Complaint
herein.

44.  As a result thereof, Optima has suffered and will continue to suffer immediate and
ongoing harm and monetary damage in an amount to be proven at triai.

COUNT 4
NEGLIGENCE

45.  The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.

46.  This is an cause of action for negligence against UAS pursuant to the law of New York,
Delaware, California, Virginia or Arizona.

47. UAS owed a duty of care to Optima as a result of Exhibit 8 to the Complaint herein, and
the obligations created therein and/or relating thereto.

48.  UAS breached these duties through its foregoing actions as alleged herein, including but
not limited to:

a. UAS’s inclusion in an openly-accessible public record the allegations of its

Complaint; and/or

-20-
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49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.
55.

b. UAS’s inclusion in an openly-accessible public record the exhibits attached to
the Complaint; and/or
c. UAS’s provision of a copy of the Power of Attorney prior to and/or as a result
of UAS’s service of the Complaint (with Exhibit 3 thereto) upon OTC; and/or
d. UAS’s informing, directing, advising, assisting and conspiring of/with
Zandian/OTC to record the Power of Attorney with the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office (“PTO”).
As a result thereof, Optima has suffered and will continue to suffer immediate and
ongoing harm and monetary damage in an amount to be proven at trial.
COUNT 5
DECLARATORY JUDGMENT

The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.

This is a cause of action for declaratory judgment under 28 U.S.C. § 2201 et seq against
OTC.

Optima was at all times relevant hereto the rightful holder of the Power of Attorney and
the rightful owner of the Patents.

By virtue of OTC’s recording of the Assignment and Power of Attorney with the PTO,
a cloud of title, impairment of vendibility, etc. (as otherwise alleged above) exists with
respect to Optima’s exclusive ownership rights relating to the Patents and the exclusive
rights under the Power of Attorney.

An actual and live controversy exists between OTC and Optima.

As aresult thereof, Optima requests a declaration of rights with respect to the foregoing,
including but not limited to a declaration that OTC has no interest or right in either the
Power of Attorney or the Patents, that OTC’s filing/recording of documents with the

PTO asserting any interest or right in cither the Power of Attorney or the Patents was

21-
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56.

57.

38.

invalid and void, and ordering the PTO to correct and expunge its records with respect
to any such claim made by OTC.
COUNT 6
INJUR ALSEH ANDER OF TITLE

The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference

as if fully set forth herein.

This is a cause of action for injurious falsehood and/or slander of title against OTC and

UAS pursuant to the law of New York, Delaware, California, Virginia or Arizona.

The actions of OTC and/or UAS, as alleged above:

a. Are/were false and/or disparaging statement(s) and/or publication(s) resulting in
an impairment of vendibility, cloud of titlc and/or a casting of doubt on the
validity of Optima’s right of ownership in the Patents and/or rights under the
Power of Attorney; and/or

b. Are/were an effort to persuade third parties from dealing with Optima, and/or to
harm to interests of Optima, regarding the Patents and/or the Power of Attorney;
and/or

c. Are/were actions for which OTC and UAS foresaw and/or should have
reasonably foreseen that the false and/or disparaging statement(s) and/or
publication(s) would likely determine the conduct of a third party with respect
to, or would otherwise cause harm to Optima’s pecuniary interests with respect
to, the purchase, license or other business dealings regarding Optima’s right in
the Patents and/or rights under the Power of Attorney; and/or

d. Are/were with knowledge that the statement(s) and/or publication(s) was/were

false; and/or

e. Are/were with knowledge of the disparaging nature of the statements; and/or
f. Are/were in reckless disregard of the truth or falsity of the statement(s) and/or
22
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59.

60.

61.

62.

publication(s); and/or

Are/were in reckless disregard with being in the nature of disparagement(s);
and/or

Are/were motivated by ill will toward Optima; and/or

Are/were motivated by an intent to injure Optima; and/or

Are/were committed with an intent to interfere in an unprivileged manner with
Optima’s interests; and/or

Are/were committed with negligence regarding the truth or falsity of the

statement and/or publication and/or with being in the nature of a disparagement.

As a result thereof, Optima has suffered and will continue to suffer immediate and

ongoing harm and monetary damage in an amount to be proven at trial.

COUNT 7
TRESPASS TO CHATTELS

The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference

as if fully set forth herein.

This is a cause of action for trespass to chattels against OTC and UAS pursuant to the

law of New York, Delaware, California, Virginia or Arizona.

The actions of OTC and/or UAS, as alleged above:

a.

Are/were intentional physical, forcible and/or unlawful interference with the use
and cnjoyment of rights to the Patents and/or Power of Attorney possessed by
Optima without justification or consent; and/or

Are/were possession of and/or the exercise of dominion over rights to the Patents
and/or Power of Attorney possessed by Optima without justification or consent;
and/or

Are/were intentional use and/or intermeddling with rights to the Patents and/or

Power of Attorney possessed by Optima without authorization; and/or

223
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63.

64.

65.

66.

d. Resulted in deprivation of Optima’s use of and/or rights in the Patents and/or
Power of Attorney for a substantial time; and/or

€. Resulted in impairment of the condition, quality and/or value of Optima’s use of
and/or rights in the Patents and/or Power of Attomney; and/or

f. Resulted in harm to the legally protected interests of Optima.

As a result thereof, Optima has suffered and will continue to suffer immediate and

ongoing harm and monetary damage in an amount to be proven at trial.

COUNT 8
UNFAIR COMPETITION

The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference

as if fully set forth herein.

This is a cause of action for unfair competition against OTC and UAS pursuant to the

common law of New York, Delaware, California, Virginia or Arizona.

The actions of OTC and/or UAS, as alleged above:

a. Are/were an unfair invasion and/or infringement of Optima’s property rights of
commercial value with respect to the Patents and/or the Power of Attorey;
and/or

b. Are/were a misappropriation of a benefit and/or property right belonging to
Optima with respect to the Patents and/or the Power of Attorney; and/or

c. Are/werc a deceitand/or fraud upon the public with respectto the true ownership
and other rights of Optima relating to the Patents and/or the Power of Attorney;
and/or

d. Are/were likely to cause confusion of the public with respect to the true
ownership and otherrights of Optima relating to the Patents and/or the Power of
Attorney; and/or

€. Will cause and/or are likely to cause an unfair diversion of trade whereby any
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67.

68.

69.

70.

f.

g.

potential purchaser of a license or other rights from OTC with respect to the
Patents and/or Power of Attorney will be cheated into the purchase of something
which it is not in fact getting; and/or

Arec likely to divert the trade of Optima; and/or

Are likely to cause substantial and irreparable harm to Optima.

As a result thereof, Optima has suffered and will continue to suffer immediate and

ongoing harm and monetary damage in an amount to be proven at trial.

COUNT 9

UNFAIR AND DECEPTIVE COMPETITION/BUSINESS PRACTICES

The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference

as if fully set forth herein.

This is a cause of action for unfair and deceptive competition/business practices against

OTC and UAS pursuant to the statutory law of Delaware, 6 Del.C. §2531 et seq. to the

extent such statutory scheme applies in this matter.

The actions of OTC and/or UAS, as alleged above:

a.

Are/were those of a person engaged in a course of a business, vocation, or
occupation; and/or

Constitute a deceptive trade practice; and/or

Cause a likelihood of confusion or of misunderstanding as to affiliation,
connection, or association with, or certification by, another; and/or

Represent that goods or services have sponsorship, approval, characteristics,
ingredients, uses, benefits, or quantities that they do not have, or that a person
has a sponsorship, approval, status, affiliation, or connection that the person does
not have; and/or

Represent that goods or services are of a particular standard, quality, or grade,

or that goods are of a particular style or model, if they are of another; and/or

25-
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71.

72.

73.
74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

f. Disparage the goods, services, or business of another by false or misleading

representation of fact; and/or

8. Were conduct which similarly creates a likelihood of confusion or of

misunderstanding.
As a result thereof, Optima has suffered and will continue to suffer immediate and
ongoing harm and monetary damage in an amount to be proven at trial.
To the extent Optima is entitled to damages under Delaware common-law it is further
entitled to treble damages pursuant to 6 Del.C. §2533(c).
Optima is entitled to injunctive relief pursuant to 6 Del.C. §2533(a).
The acts were a willful deceptive trade practice entitling Optima to its attorneys’ fees
and costs pursuant to 6 Del.C. §2533(b).
This matter is an “exceptional” case also entitling Optima to its attomeys fees pursuant
to 6 Del.C. §2533(b).

COUNT 10

UNLAWFUL CONSPIRACY TO INJURE TRADE OR BUSINESS

The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.

This is a cause of action for unlawful conspiracy to injure trade or business against OTC
and UAS pursuant to the statutory law of Virginia, Va. Code Ann. § 18.2-499 and
§ 18.2-500, to the extent such statutory scheme applies in this matter.

The actions of OTC and UAS, as alleged above, werc those of two or more persons who
combined, associated, agreed, mutually undertook and/or acted in concert together for
the purpose of willfully and maliciously injuring Optima and its trade and/or business.
As a result thercof, Optima has suffered and will continue to suffer immediate and
ongoing harm and monetary damage in an amount to be proven at trial.

Optima is entitled to treble damages plus attorneys’ fees and costs under Va. Code
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81.

82.

83.

Ann.§ 18.2-500,
COUNT 11
FAI DECEPTIVE COMPETITI INE CTI
The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.
This is a cause of action for unfair and deceptive competition/business practices against
OTC and UAS pursuant to the statutory law of California, California Business and
Professions Code § 17200 et. seq., to the extent such statutory scheme applies in this
matter.
The actions of OTC and/or UAS, as alleged above, constitute one or more unlawful,
unfair or fraudulent business acts or practices including but not limited to the following:
a. The acts/practices are/were “fraudulent” as they are/were untrue and/or are/were
likely to deceive the public; and/or
b. The acts/practices are/were “unfair” as they constituted conduct that significantly
 threatens or harms competition; and/or
c. The acts/practices are/were “unfair” as they constitute conduct that offends an
established public policy or when the practice is immoral, unethical, oppressive,
unscrupulous or substantially injurious to consumers; and/or
d. The acts/practices are/were “unlawful” as they are/were in violation of the
common-law duties that were owed to Optima; and/or
e. The acts/practices are/were “unlawful” as they are/were in violation of the legal
principles expressed in the other Counts herein; and/or
f. The acts/practices are/were “unlawful” as they are/were in committed violation
of Va. Code Ann. § 18.2-172 (a class 5 felony); and/or
g. The acts/practices are/were “unlawful” as they are/were in committed violation

of Va. Code Ann. § 18.2-499 (a class 1 misdemeanor).
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84.

85.
86.

87.

88.

89.

As a result thereof, Optima has suffered and will continue to suffer immediate and
ongoing harm and monetary damage.
Optima is without an adequate remedy at law.
Unless enjoined the acts of OTC and UAS will continue to cause further, great,
immediate and irreparable injury to Optima.
Optima is entitled to injunctive relief and restitutionary disgorgement pursuant to
California Business and Professions Code § 17203.
COUNT 12
UAS LIABILITY
The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.
In addition to any other liability existing as to the acts of UAS described herein UAS
is additionally liable under Counts 6-11 herein because:
a, OTC acted as the agent and/or servant of UAS; and/or
b. UAS aided and abetted the wrongful conduct of OTC through one or more of the
following:
i UAS provided aid to OTC in its commission of a wrongful act that caused
injury to Optima; and/or
ii. UAS substantially assisted and/or encouraged OTC in the principal
violation/wrongful act; and/or
iii. =~ UAS was aware of its role as part of overall illegal and/or tortious activity
at the time it provided the assistance; and/or
iv.  UAS reached a conscious decision to participate in tortious activity for
the purpose of assisting OTC in performing a wrongful act; and/or
c. UAS engaged in a civil conspiracy with OTC through an agreement to

accomplish an unlawful purpose and/or to accomplish a lawful object by
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90.

91.

92.

k.

unlawful means, one of whom committed an act in furtherance thereof, thereby
causing damages to Optima; and/or

UAS and OTC acted in concert; and/or

UAS provided affirmative aid and/or encouragement to the wrongful conduct of
OTC; and/or

UAS directed, ordered and/or induced the wrongful conduct of OTC while
knowing (or should having known) of circumstances that would have made the
conduct tortious if it were UAS’s; and/or

UAS advised OTC to commit the wrongful conduct which resulted in a legal
wrong and/or harm to Optima; and/or

UAS acted together with OTC to commit the wrongful conduct pursuant to a
common design; and/or

UAS knew that the OTC’s conduct would constitute a breach of duty and gave
substantial assistance or encouragement to OTC so to conduct itself; and/or
UAS gave substantial assistance to OTC in accomplishing a tortious result and
UAS’s own conduct, separately considered, constitutes a breach of duty to
Optima; and/or

UAS knowingly participated in the wrongful action of OTC.

As a result thereof, UAS is jointly and severally liable for any such damages awarded

to Optima under Counts 6-11 herein.

COUNT 13
PUNITIVE DAMAGES

The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference

as if fully set forth herein.

This is a claim for punitive damages against OTC and UAS pursuant to the common law

and/or statutory law of New York, Delaware, California, Virginia or Arizona.
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93.  Through their actions referenced herein, OTC and UAS:

a.

Acted with an intent to injure Optima and/or consciously pursued a course of
conduct knowing that it created a substantial risk of significant harm to Optima;
and/or

Acted with an "evil hand" guided by an "evil mind"; and/or

Engaged in intentional and deliberate wrongdoing and with character of outrage
frequently associated with crime; and/or

Engaged in conduct that may be characterized as gross and morally reprehensible
and of such wanton dishonesty as to imply criminal indifference to civil
obligations; and/or

Acted with conduct so reckless and wantonly negligent as to be the equivalent
of a conscious disregard of the rights of others; and/or

Acted with a fraudulent and/or evil motive; and/or

Acted with aggravation and outrage; and/or

Acted with outrageous conduct with evil motive and/or reckless indifference to
rights of others; and/or

Acted with wilful and/or wanton disregard for the rights of others; and/or
Were aware of probable dangerous consequences of their conduct and willfully
and deliberately failed to avoid those consequences; and/or

Acted with the intent to vex, injury or annoy, or with a conscious disregard of the
right of others; and/or

Engaged in reprehensible and/or fraudulent conduct; and/or

Acted in blatant violation of law or policy; and/or

Acted with extreme indifference to the rights of others; and/or

Are guilty of oppression, fraud and/or malice, as defined by and pursuant to

Cal.Civ.Code § 3294; and/or
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p. Acted with wilful and wanton conduct so as to evince a conscious disregard of
the rights of others; and/or

q. Acted with recklessness and/or negligence so as to evince a conscious disregard
of the rights of others; and/or

r. Engaged in malicious conduct; and/or

s. Engaged in misconduct and/or actual malice.

94.  Asaresult thereof, Optima is entitled to an award of punitive damages against OTC and
UAS herein in an amount to be determined by a jury.
EP CASE
This is an exceptional case under 35 U.S.C. § 285 in which Counterclaimant and
Cross-Claimant Optima is entitled to its attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in connection with
this action.
JURY TRIAL DEMAND
Counterclaimant Optima demands a jury trial on all claims and issues to be litigated in
this matter.
PRAYE RELIEF
WHEREFORE Optima requests that the Court enter judgment in favor of Optima, and
againstUAS, OTC, Naimer, and Hummel, on the Counterclaims, Cross-Claims and Third-Party

Claims, as follows:

1. Declaring that the Infringing Products, and all other of UAS’s products shown to be
encompassed by one or more claims of the asserted Patents infringe said Patents;

2, Awarding Optima its monetary damages, and a doubling or trebling thereof, incurred
as a result of Defendants' willful infringement and unlawful conduct, as provided under
35U.S.C. § 284,

3. Declaring that this is an exceptional case pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 285 and awarding

Optima its attorneys fees incurred in having to prosecute this action;
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10.

Ordering that all of the Counterdefendants, Crossdefendants and Third-Party

Defendants and all those in active concert or privity with them be temporarily,

preliminarily and permanently enjoined from further infringement of U.S. Patent No.

5,566,073 (the '073 patent) and U.S. Patent No. 5,904,724 (the '724 patent);

Awarding Optima its actual, special, compensatory, economic, punitive and other

damages, including but not limited to:

a. A reasonable royalty and/or lost profits attributable to defendants’ past, present
and ongoing infringement of the Patents;

b. The reduced value of the Patents and/or licenses with respect thereto;

c. Optima’s attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in preparing and recording filings
with the PTO; and

d. Optima’s ongoing attorneys’ fees and costsincurred in filing and prosecuting the
cross-claims against OTC herein to establish the invalidity, void nature, etc., of
its filing of the Assignment with the PTO and claim of any right or interest in the
Power of Attorney and/or the Patents, and to otherwise remove the cloud oftitle,
impairment of vendibility, etc., with respect to Optima’s rights in the Patents
and/or the Power of Attorney;

Declaring that OTC has no interest or right in the Patents or the Power of Attorney;

Declaring that the Assignment OTC filed with the PTO is forged, invalid, void, of no

force and effect, should be struck from the records of the PTO, and that the PTO correct

its records with respect to any such claim made by OTC with respect to the Patents

and/or the Power of Attomney;

Enjoining OTC from asserting further rights or interests in the Patents and/or Power of

Attorney;

Enjoining UAS and OTC from further acts of unfair competition;

Granting Optima its attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to applicable law, including but

-32-

Case 4:07-cv-00588-RCC  Document 38  Filed 01/24/2008 Page 32 of 33

72



W N

A= I - - TS B - N

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
2]
22
23
24
25
26

not limited to A.R.S. §12-341.01 and § 12-340 and/or the laws of one or more of New

York, Virginia, Delaware and/or California;

11.  Granting Optima prejudgment and post-judgment interest at the legal rate; and

12, Granting Optima such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 24th day of January, 2008.

CHANDLER & UDALL, LLP

By__ /s Edward Moomjian I1

Edward Moomjian II

Jeanna Chandler Nash

Attorneys for Defendants Adams, Margolin
and Optima Technology Inc. a/k/a Optima
Technology Group, Inc.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on January 24, 2008, I electronically transmitted the attached

document to the Clerk's office using the EM/ECF System for filing and transmittal of a Notice

of Electronic Filing to the following CM/DCF registrants:

E. Jeffrey Walsh, Esquire

Greenberg Traurig, LLP

2375 East Camelback Road, Suite 700
Phoenix, Arizona 85016

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Scott Joseph Bornstein, Esquire
Paul J. Sutton, Esquire

Allan A. Kassenoff, Esquire
Greenberg Traurig, LLP

200 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10166
Attorneys for Plaintiff

s/
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JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.

JOHN PETER LEE, ESQ. 1] DEr .
Nevada Bar No. 001768 BI0EC 13 PM 2: 3
JOHN C. COURTNEY, ESQ. \LAN Gl OVF
Nevada Bar No. 011092 LaN QLUVL?-
830 Las Vegas Boulevard South

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

(702) 382-4044 Fax: (702) 383-9950

e-mail: info@johnpeterlee.com
Attomneys for Defendant Reza Zandian

IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN AND FOR CARSON CITY
JED MARGOLIN, an individual; Case No.: 090C00579
Dept. No.: 1

Plaintiff,
Vs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
coporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI AKA G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10; DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals 21-
30,

Defendants.

1334.023382-td
REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS

COMES NOW Defendant Reza Zandian by and through his counsel John Peter Lee, Ltd.,

and hereby files his REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS.

This Reply is made and based upon all of the pleadings and papers on file herein, exhibits

attached hereto, the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, and oral argument, if required

by the Court.
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

L
STATEMENT OF FACTS.

In 2008, before the United States District Court District of Arizona, Plaintiff Jed Margolin
(hereinafter “Margolin™), by and through his company, Optima Technology, Inc. a/k/a Optima
Technology Group, Inc. (hereinafter “OTG”), litigated the same transactions and occurrences to a
final judgment that he now wishes to again litigate in this case. Compare Am. Compl. and
Opposition to Motion to Dismiss (hereinafter “Opposition™), Ex. 29 (hereinfafter “Ex. 29”).

In the Arizona action, Margolin, acting as agent for OTC, alleged that Optima Technology
Corporation (hereinafter “OTC”) unlawfully converted OTG’s patents to its own dominion and
control. Ex. 29, pp. 12-31. In this case, Margolin alleged that OTC has converted OTG’s patents
to its own use. Am. Compl., pp. 3-6. In the Arizona action, Margolin characterized the same facts
as constituting wrongdoing under the following causes of action: (1) Patent Infringement; (2) Breach
of Contract; (3) Breach of the Implied Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing; (4) Negligence;
(5) Declaratory Relief; (6) Injurious Falsehood/Slander of Title; (7) Trespass to Chattels; (8) Unfair
Competition; (9) Unfair and Deceptive Competition/Business Practices; (10) Unlawful Conspiracy
to Injure Trade or Business; (11) Unfair and Deceptive Competition/Business Practices; (12) UAS
Liability; and (13) Punitive Damages. Ex. 29., pp. 16-30. Using the same facts pertaining to the
same transactions and occurrences, in this case, Margolin again alleges wrongdoing on the part of
OTC pursuant to slightly modified causes of action including: (1) Conversion; (2) Tortious
Interference with Contract; (3) Intentional Interference with Prospective Economic Advantage; (4)
Unjust Enrichment; and (5) Unfair and Deceptive Trade Practices. Am. Compl., pp. 2-6.

In the Arizona action, Margolin alleged that “Zandian executed [documents purporting to
assign or transfer title and/or interest in the Patents to OTC with the PTO] by (inter alia) utilizing
his signature on behalf of OTC and mis-stating that Zandian/OTC was exercising the Power of
Attorney as the ‘attorney in fact’ of Margolin.” Ex. 29, p. 22, Il. 21-23. In this case, Margolin
alleged that “Zandian filed with the [PTO] fraudulent assignment documents allegedly assigning all
four of the Patents to [OTC].” Am. Compl., p. 3, 1. 25-28. Margolin even admits to bringing the
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instant action pursuant to the same transactions and occurrences already litigated to final judgment.
See Am. Compl., p. 4, ll. 5-17. The similarity between the facts in the Arizona action and the instant
action is absolute and separated only by the verbiage utilized in describing the same transactions and
occurrences and the causes of action purported to have been committed. Compare Ex. 29 and Am.
Compl.
IL
PROCEDURAL HISTORY.

Margolin filed the instant action on December 11, 2009, more than two years ago. Without
effecting proper service upon Defendant Zandian (hereinafter “Zandian™), Margolin took a default
judgment, which was later set aside on the grounds of insufficient service. OnJune 9, 2011, Zandian
filed a motion to dismiss the instant action, which was denied without prejudice to allow Margolin
an additional ninety (90) days to properly effectuate service. Margolin then attempted service by
publication in the San Diego Union-Tribute, the Reno Gazette-Journal and the Las Vegas Review
Journal, even though there exist no evidence in the record that Zandian resides in any of the cites,
or even the same country, whereby publication was made.

Even though Margolin alleged that Zandian’s last known address was “8401 Bonita Downs
Road, Fair Oaks, California,” Margolin never attempted service by publication in Fair Oaks,
California. Publication Motion, Ex. “1”. Also, Margolin alleged to this Court that Zandian resided
in Sacramento County, California; however, Margolin did not attempt service by publication there
either. Id. at Ex. “2” through “4”.

II1L.
LEGAL ANALYSIS.

A. The Instant Motion Need Not be Treated as a Motion for Summary Judgment
in Order to Grant the Relief Sought by Zandian.

Margolin has suggested that since documents were referenced in the Motion to Dismiss, that
motion must be treated as one for summary judgment. The so-called matters outside of the pleadings

are references to the Arizona action. These matters, however, are not outside of the pleadings, but

instead specifically mentioned in the Complaint. See Am. Compl., 1 17-18. Thus, Zandian

-3-
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referenced matters complete inside, not outside, the pleadings. Moreover, Zandian referenced a
court-produced docket that is worthy of judicial notice in any jurisdiction.
Notwithstanding, “[w]hen the complaint shows on its face that the cause of action is barred,

the burden falls upon the plaintiff to satisfy the court that the bar does not exist.” Kellar v. Snowden,

87 Nev. 488, 491, 489 P.2d 90, 92 (1971) (although affidavit accompanied motion to dismiss,
motion to dismiss was properly granted because “the defense of the statute of limitations appears
from the complaint itself.”). Here, the Amended Complaint contains an admission that the instant
action has already been litigated, or should have been litigated, before a United States District Court
in Arizona. See Am. Compl., §Y 17-18. Margolin has not met his burden to show this Court why
the same transactions and occurrences should now be re-litigated in Nevada. Thus, the Amended
Complaint must be dismissed. Moreover, dismissal is proper because the defense related to
issue/claim preclusion or res judicata can be ascertained from the Amended Complaint itself.

Apparently, Margolin seeks conversion of the instant motion to one for summary judgment
for the sole purpose of attempting to invoke Rule 56(f) as a means to continue this two-year old
litigation. This argument, however, must fail because one need not go any further than the Amended
Complaint to ascertain that the same transactions and occurrences have been litigated before in
another jurisdiction. See Am. Compl., §17-18.

B. Plaintiff Has Not Met His Burden Regarding General Personal Jurisdiction.

As stated in the initiating motion, “[t]he plaintiff bears the burden of producing some
evidence in support of all facts necessary to establish personal jurisdiction [emphasis added].”
Trump v. District Court, 109 Nev. 687, 692-93, 857 p.2d 740, 748 (1993). At first, Margolin alleged
that Zandian resided in either San Diego or Las Vegas, but Plaintiff did not even attempt to serve
Zandian in either of these alleged places of residence. See Compl.; compare to Publication Motion.
Now, Margolin alleges in one paragraph of his Amended Complaint that Zandian has “at all relevant
times resided in Las Vegas, Nevada.” Am. Compl., 4. Margolin makes this allegation so that the
Court will deem that it has personal jurisdiction over Zandian without further inquiry. Three
paragraphs later, Margolin has alleged that Zandian and his co-defendant “at all relevant times herein

mentioned has been and/or is residing or currently doing business in and/or are responsible for the

-4-
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actions complained of herein in Storey County.” Margolin makes this allegation so that the Court
will deem Storey County as the proper venue without further inquiry. So, Zandian has been alleged
to reside in Las Vegas, San Diego, and now Storey County; however, Margolin has never alleged
with any specificity whatsoever that any of the transactions and occurrences (on the part of Zandian,
as an individual) giving rise to this action took place within the State of Nevada.

Margolin alleged, not in the Amended Complaint, but instead in the Opposition, that because
business entities in which Zandian is a stockholder or member have had “substantial” or “continuous
and systematic” contacts with the state, then Zandian himself has had sufficient contacts with the
state to allow for personal jurisdiction over him in his individual capacity. See Opposition. This sort
of reasoning is repugnant to the principles regarding stockholder immunity. See citation and
additional argument, infra.

Margolin also alleged, not in the Amended Complaint, but instead in the Opposition, that
Zandian personally owns real property in Nevada, however, none of that property is alleged to be
within Carson City where the instant action is pending. Thus, this Court’s jurisdiction has no alleged
contacts with Zandian in his personal capacity whatsoever. Notwithstanding, Zandian’s alleged real
property ownership has no nexus whatsoever to the acts complained of in the Amended Complaint.
Moreover, Margolin does not reside in Carson City, but instead in Storey County, which has its own
jurisdiction.

In sum, two years into the action, there is nothing in the Amended Complaint that is
sufficient to allow the Court to exercise personal jurisdiction over Zandian in his individual capacity.

C. Plaintiff Has Not Met His Burden Regarding Specific Personal Jurisdiction.

Margolin has cited McCulloch Corp. V. O’Donnell, 83 Nev. 396, 433 P.2d 839 (1967), to

stand for the proposition that mere ownership in property within the forum state is adequate to allow

the forum state to exercise personal jurisdiction over a non-resident defendant. In McCullouch, the

Court granted the non-resident defendant a writ of prohibition “to prevent the lower court from

exercising further jurisdiction” after the lower court denied the defendant’s motion to dismiss.
Margolin highlighted in bold on of the statements in McCulloch: “In this case it must amount

to owning property or doing business within this states.” In McCulloch, the ownership in a certain

-5
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real property and a certain business were relevant to the Court’s inquiry because the case was
centered on an injury that occurred on certain real property owned by a certain business. The Court
did not end its inquiry with real property ownership in the forum state. In fact, the Court stated that
“[t]he mere fact of stock ownership by one corporation in another does not authorize jurisdiction
over the stockholder corporation.” Id. at 399. The Court also held that “[fJormer ownership is not
sufficient to impose continuing answerability to jurisdiction absent other circumstances.” Id. at 398.

This case, unlike McCulloch, does not involve any real property. Period. Thus, Zandian’s
alleged ownership in real property in the forum state is irrelevant. Also, this case does not involve
any business owned in sole proprietorship by Zandian. The mere fact that Zandian is a stockholder
or membership in certain limited liability entities or corporations does give the Court jurisdiction
over Zandian personally. In fact, such a notion regarding personal jurisdiction on this basis is
specifically prohibited under the doctrine of stockholder immunity. Id. at 399 (Court explained that
“[t]o hold other wise would be to disregard the principles of stockholder immunity and would further
lead to the impractical result of holding stockholders of any corporation responsible in the event of
an injury on corporate property”).

D. Margolin’s Claims are Barred on the Grounds of Claim Preclusion.

Margolin is correct in his assessment of the test regarding claim preclusion. See Am. Compl.,
p. 14, 11. 19-23. The three-part test involves: (1) whether the parties or their privies are the same;
(2) whether the final judgment is valid; and (3) whether subsequent action is based on the same
claims or any part of them that were or could have been brought in the first case. See Five Star

Capital Corp. v. Ruby, 124 Nev. 1028, 194 P.3d 709, 713 (2008).

The parties (or their privies) are the same. Margolin was involved in the Arizona action. Ex.
29. Margolin’s privy, OTG brought a cross-claim against OTC, and alleged that Zandian was
involved with OTC. Id. Maroglin is the plaintiff in this action. Am. Compl. Margolin is bringing
claims against Zandian and OTC in this action. Id.

The judgment is final. Margolin attached as Exhibit “A” to the Amended Complaint a copy
of the final judgment attained in the Arizona action. Am. Compl.

The claims or any part of them were litigated or could have been litigated in the Arizona

-6-
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action. Compare Ex. 29 and Am. Compl.

Thus, all three parts of the test are unequivocally satisfied, and the Court need not go any
further than the matters alleged in the Amended Complaint to find the same. Period.

Margolin’s apparent counterargument is without merit. Margolin alleges that the parties and
privies are different because Margolin, agent of OTG was not the plaintiff in Arizona, but instead
was a cross claimant. This argument is sufficiently self-defeating on its face without more. Margolin
does not even argue whether the judgment was final in the Arizona action, and Margolin has argued
that the claims could not have been brought in Arizona because they are now brought under different
banners, although alleging the same transactions and occurrences. This argument too is sufficiently
self-defeating without more.

Margolin was not required to bring a cross-claim against OTC or Zandian in the Arizona
action, but he did. See Executive Management, Ltd. v. Ticor Title Ins. Co., 114 Nev. 823, 834-838,
963 P.2d 465, 473-475 (1998). That cross-claim has been litigated to a final judgment. Now,
Margolin brings it again. The only thing preventing Margolin from bringing the same action over
and over again before several different courts in several different states in which Zandian may own
real property is the fact that Margolin brought a cross-claim in the Arizona action against OTC,
alleging that Zandian was behind OTC, and that action is now closed by final judgment. Margolin,
therefore, is done, and it is up to this Court to tell him so.

The Court, accordingly, is left with no other option than to dismiss the instant action based
upon claim preclusion alone, notwithstanding the lack of personal jurisdiction and lack of sufficient
service.

Iv.
CONCLUSION.

Whether the Court feels that Zandian should be dismissed by the instant motion to dismiss,
or whether the Court deems that the instant motion has been converted to one for summary judgment
has no real effect: either way, Zandian must be dismissed out of the instant action as a matter of law.
Whether the Court deems that the dismissal should be on the grounds of insufficient service, lack

of personal jurisdiction or claim preclusion, Zandian must be dismissed out of the action as a matter

-7-
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of law. Zandian hereby reserves his rights to attorney’s fees and costs, as well as his right to bring
a subsequent motion to dismiss, or motion for summary judgment, upon other grounds.
DATED this 12th day of December, 2011.
JOHN PETER LE

Nevada Bar No. 00
JOHN ¢. COURTNEY, ESQ.

Nevad4 Bar No. 011092

830 Las Vegas Boulevard South

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Ph: (702) 382-4044/Fax: (702) 383-9950
Attorneys for Defendant Reza Zandian

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 12th day of December, 2011, a copy of the foregoing

REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS was served on the following parties by
mailing a copy thereof, first class mail, postage prepaid, addressed to:

Adam McMillen, Esq.
Watson Rounds

5371 Kijetzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

'4\ A
An employee of
JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.
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In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada

In and for Carson City
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
vs. Dept. No.: 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN MOTION TO STRIKE
aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

COMES NOW Plaintiff Jed Margolin and hereby files this motion to strike Defendant
Reza Zandian’s (“Zandian”) reply to the opposition to the motion to dismiss, which was filed
in this Court on December 13, 2011, inasmuch as the reply includes information that is
patently false.
\
W
W\
W\
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This motion is based on the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities and all

pleadings, motions, and papers on file herein.

Dated this 19™ day of January, 2012. WATSON ROUNDS

BY: ddam McMillen
Matthew D. Francis (6978)
Adam P. McMillen (10678)
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511
Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171
Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

I. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff Jed Margolin is the named inventor on United States Patent No. 5,566,073
(“the ‘073 Patent™), United States Patent No. 5,904,724 (“the ‘724 Patent”), United States
Patent No. 5,978,488 (“the ‘488 Patent™) and United States Patent No. 6,377,436 (“the ‘436
Patent”)(collectively “the Patents™). In 2004, Mr. Margolin granted to Robert Adams, then
CEO of Optima Technology, Inc. (later renamed Optima Technology Group (hereinafter
“OTG”), a Cayman Islands Corporation specializing in aerospace technology) a Power of
Attorney regarding the Patents. Subsequently, Mr. Margolin assigned the ‘073 and ‘724
Patents to OTG and revoked the Power of Attorney.

In May 2006, OTG and Mr. Margolin licensed the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents to Geneva
Aerospace, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to a royalty agreement
between Mr. Margolin and OTG. On or about October 2007, OTG licensed the ‘073 Patent to
Honeywell International, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to a
royalty agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG.

On or about December 5, 2007, Defendant Zandian filed with the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office (“USPTO”) fraudulent assignment documents allegedly assigning all four of
the Patents to Optima Technology Corporation (“OTC”), a company apparently owned by
Defendant Zandian at the time. Shortly thereafter, on November 9, 2007, Mr. Margolin,

2
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Robert Adams, and OTG were named as defendants in the case titled Universal Avionics
Systems Corporation v. Optima Technology Group, Inc., No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC (the
“Arizona action”). Zandian was not a party in the Arizona action. Nevertheless, the plaintiff
in the Arizona action asserted that Mr. Margolin and OTG were not the owners of the ‘073 and
“724 Patents, and OTG filed a cross-claim for declaratory relief against Optima Technology
Corporation (“OTC”) in order to obtain legal title to the respective patents,

On August 18, 2008, the United States District Court for the District of Arizona
entered a default judgment against OTC and found that OTC had no interest in the ‘073 or
*724 Patents, and that the assignment documents filed with the USPTO were “forged, invalid,
void, of no force and effect.” See Exhibit B to Zandian’s Motion to Dismiss, dated 11/16/11,
on file herein.

Due to Defendants’ fraudulent acts, title to the Patents was clouded and interfered with
Plaintiff’s and OTG’s ability to license the Patents. In addition, during the period of time Mr.
Margolin worked to correct record title of the Patents in the Arizona action and with the
USPTO, he incurred significant litigation and other costs associated with those efforts.

II. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Zandian served his motion to dismiss the amended complaint on a special appearance
on November 16, 2011. Mr. Margolin filed and served his opposition on December 5, 2011.
Zandian filed his reply on December 13, 2011.

Now, Mr. Margolin brings this motion to strike Zandian’s reply inasmuch as the reply
contains patently false information relating to Mr. Margolin’s relationship with OTG and OTC
and the Arizona action.

INIL.LARGUMENT

A. THIS MOTION TO STRIKE IS PROPER PURSUANT TO THE COURT’S
INHERENT POWER TO STRIKE INAPPROPRIATE MATERIALS FROM
THE RECORD

Courts have the inherent power to strike inappropriate materials that are improperly

part of the public record. See Jones v. Metropolitan Life Ins. Co. et al, 2010 WL 4055928, *6
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(N.D.Cal.). “Therefore, based on its inherent powers, a court may strike material from the
docket, including portions of a document, reflecting procedural impropriety or lack of
compliance with court rules or orders.” Id. (citing Zep. Inc. v. Midwest Motor Supply Co.,
2010 WL 2572129, at *2-3 (S.D.Ohio 2010)(portions of reply brief ordered stricken based on
court's inherent power to control docket because they supported claim for which party had not
moved for summary judgment). In addition, while the filing of Zandian’s reply brief is not
necessarily an admission of evidence, “NRS 47.040(1)(a) requires a party who objects to the
admission of evidence to make ‘a timely objection or motion to strike ..., stating the specific
ground of objection.”” Thomas v. Hardwick, 231 P.3d 1111, 1120 (Nev. 2010).

In this case, Zandian’s reply to the opposition to the motion to dismiss, filed on
December 13, 2011, should be stricken because it contains the following patently false
information and should not be part of the public record:

1. Zandian’s statement that Mr. Margolin litigated the same transactions and occurrences
to a final judgment in the Arizona action—“by and through his company, Optima
Technology, Inc. a/ka/ Optima Technology Group, Inc. (hereinafter “OTG”)” is false;'

2. Zandian’s statement that “[i]n the Arizona action, Margolin, acting as agent for OTC,
alleged that Optima Technology Corporation (hereinafter “OTC”) unlawfully
converted OTG’s patents to its own dominion and control” is false;?

3. Zandian’s statement that “[i]n the Arizona action, Margolin characterized the same
facts as constituting wrongdoing” is false;> and

4. Zandian’s statement that “[i]n the Arizona action, Margolin alleged that ‘Zandian
executed [documents purporting to assign or transfer title and/or interest in the Patents

to OTC with the PTO] by (inter alia) utilizing his signature on behalf of OTC and mis-

' Reply, dated 12/13/11, 2:4-6.
? Reply, dated 12/13/11, 2:9-11.
* Reply, dated 12/13/11, 2:11-18.
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stating that Zandian/OTC was exercising the Power of Attorney as the ‘attorney in fact’

of Margolin’” is also false.*

The true facts are as follows: (1) OTG is not and never has been Mr. Margolin’s
company and the Power of Attorney he gave to Robert Adams, then CEO of OTG, was
revoked prior to the times relevant in the Arizona action and Mr. Margolin did not litigate the
Arizona action by and through OTG;’ (2) Mr. Margolin has never acted as OTC’s agent and
did not litigate the same transactions and occurrences in the Arizona action through OTG or
OTC:® (3) Mr. Margolin did not file the amended answer, counterclaims, cross-claims and
third-party claims that Zandian states is the basis for Zandian’s allegation that “Margolin
characterized the same facts as constituting wrongdoing” in the Arizona action;’ (4) OTG filed
the amended answer, counterclaims, cross-claims and third-party claims in the Arizona action
and OTG was not Mr. Margolin’s agent in the Arizona action and Mr. Margolin did not make
allegations in the Arizona action by and through OTG.®

As a result, Zandian’s reply must be stricken anywhere it contains such patently false
information.

B. OTG IS NOT MARGOLIN’S PRIVY AND VICE VERSA

Zandian’s reply also states that “Margolin’s privy, OTG brought a cross-claim against
OTC, and alleged that Zandian was involved with OTC.” See Reply, dated 12/13/11, 6:23-24.
Zandian cites to Exhibit 29, attached to Mr. Margolin’s opposition to the motion to dismiss,
dated December 5, 2011, as the basis for the argument that OTG is Mr. Margolin’s privy.
However, as stated above, Exhibit 29 shows that OTG brought the cross-claim against OTC in

the Arizona action—not Mr. Margolin. More importantly, Mr. Margolin is not and was not the

* Reply, dated 12/13/11, 2:23-26.

3 See Declaration of Jed Margolin, dated 1/19/12, § 4 (“Margolin Decl.”).
$ See Margolin Decl. at § 5.

7 See Reply, dated 12/13/11, 2:11-18 (OTG filed the pleading).

* See Margolin Decl. at § 7.
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owner of OTG at all relevant times; and OTG is not and was not the agent of Mr. Margolin at
all relevant times.’
Therefore, Zandian’s false statement that OTG is Mr. Margolin’s privy must be
stricken.
IV.CONCLUSION
Based upon the foregoing, Plaintiff Jed Margolin respectfully requests that this Court
strike Zandian’'s reply to the opposition to the motion to dismiss wherever it contains the

patently false statements.

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030
The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security number of any person.

Dated this 20™ day of January, 2012. WATSON ROUNDS

BY: (dam McMiblen
Matthew D. Francis (6978)
Adam P. McMillen (10678)
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511
Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171
Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

® See Margolin Decl. at § 8.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true

and correct copy of the foregoing document, MOTION TO STRIKE, addressed as follows:

John Peter Lee

John Peter Lee, Ltd.

830 Las Vegas Blvd. South
Las Vegas, NV 89101

(S
Dated: January 20, 2012 loc b o
Carla Ousby
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CHANDLER & UDALL, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

4801 E. BROADWAY BLVD., SUITE 400
TUCSON, ARIZONA 85711-3638
Telepbone: (520) 623-4353

Fax: (520)792-3426

Edward Moomjian II, PCC # 65050, SBN 016667
Jeanna Chandler Nash, PCC # 65674, SBN 022384

Attorneys for Defendants Adams, Margolin and Optima Technology Inc. a/k/a Optima

Technology Group, Inc.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

UNIVERSAL AVIONICS SYSTEMS
CORPORATION,

Plaintiff,
VS.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC.,
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
ROBERT ADAMS and JED MARGOLIN,

Defendants

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY INC. a/k/a
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC., a
corporation,

Counterclaimant,
Vs.

UNIVERSAL AVIONICS SYSTEMS
CORPORATION, an Arizona corporation,

Counterdefendant

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY INC. a/k/a
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC., a
corporation,

Cross-Claimant,
Vs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a corporation,

Cross-Defendant

NO. CV-00588-RC

AMENDED ANSWER,
COUNTERCLAIMS, CROSS-
CLAIMS AND THIRD-PARTY
CLAIMS OF OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY INC. A/KK/A
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY
GROUP, INC.

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
Assigned to: Hon. Raner C. Collins
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OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY INC. a/k/a
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC., a
corporation,

Third-Party Plaintiff,
Vs.

JOACHIM L. NAIMER and JANE DOE
NAIMER, husband and wife: and FRANK E.
HUMMEL and JANE DOE HUMMEL,

Third-Party Defendants.

Defendant/Counterclaimant/Cross-Claimant/Third-Party Plaintiff Optima Technology
Inc. a’k/a Optima Technology Group Inc. (hereinafter "Optima"), by and through undersigned
counsel, hereby submits its Amended Answer to the Plaintiff's Complaint herein, including its
Counterclaims, Cross-Claims and Third-Party Claims herein.

As stated in Optima’s original Answer, due to its contemporaneously-filed Motion to
Dismiss asserting that Counts V, VI and VII fail to state a claim against Optima, Optima
answers herein the general allegations of the Complaint, and those of Counts I-IV, and will
amend this Answer to answer Counts V, VI and/or VII at such time, and to the extent that, the
Court herein denies that Motion in whole or in part. See Rule 12(a)(4), Fed.R.Civ.P.’

The following paragraphs are in response to the allegations of the correspondingly
numbered paragraphs of the Complaint:

INTRODUCTORY PARAGRAPH

Deny the allegations of Plaintiff’s Introductory Paragraph (page 1 line 19 through page

' The District of Arizona has adopted the majority view "that even though a pending
motion to dismiss may only address some of the claims alleged, the motion to dismiss tolls the
time to respond to all claims." Pestube Systems, Inc. v. Hometeam Pest Defense, LLC., 2006
WL 1441014 *7 (D.Ariz. 2006). Howcver, because this is an unpublished decision, and only
to avoid any potential dispute with Plaintiff whether a failure to answer the allegations of
Counts I-IV of the Complaint (i.e., those claims that are not the subject of the Motion to
Dismiss) could be deemed a failure to defend those allegations for purposes of a default,
Optima proceeds to answer those allegations and claims herein.

2
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2 line 3 of the Complaint).
NATURE OF THE ACTION

1 Admit that the Complaint seeks declarations of invalidity and non-infringement
of U.S. Patent Nos. 5,566,073 (the *“‘073 patent”) and 5,904,724 (the ““724 patent”).? Admit
that the Complaint asserts claims for breach of contract, unfair competition and negligent
interference. Deny validity of all such assertions and claims. Deny all remaining allegations.

THE PARTIES

2; Deny for lack of knowledge.

3. Admit. Affirmatively allege that Optima Technology Group Inc. is also known
and has been and does business as Optima Technology Inc.

4, Denied. Affirmatively allege that Optima Technology Corporation (hereinafter
“OTC”) has no relationship whatsoever to Optima.

1 Denied. Affirmatively alleged that Defendant Robert Adams (“Adams”) is the

Chief Executive Officer of Optima.

6. Denied.
7. Denied.
JURISDICTION AND VENUE
8. Admit that the Complaint seeks declarations of invalidity and non-infringement

of the ‘073 patent and the ‘724 patent, and asserts claims for breach of contract, unfair
competition and negligent interference. Deny validity of all such assertions and claims. Deny
all remaining allegations.

9. Admit that the Court has original jurisdiction over Counts I-IV of the Complaint
assertingnon-infringementandinvalidity of the Patents (although Optimadenies the assertions

and validity of those claims) as to Defendant Optima. Affirmatively allege that co-Defendant

*The ‘073 patentand the ‘724 patent are collectively referred to herein as the “Patents.”

-3-
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OTC, to the extent that it purportedly exists, does not own or have any other interest in the
Patents. Deny that the Court has jurisdiction over Counts V, VI and VII of the Complaint, and
affirmatively allege that Plaintiff lacks Article III standing with respect thereto. Affirmatively
allege that Counts V, VI and VII fail to state a claim against Optima as asserted in Optima's
Motion to Dismiss. Deny that the Court has supplemental jurisdiction over Counts V, VI and
VII of the Complaint. Deny all remaining allegations.
10.  Deny.
THE PATENTS-IN-SUIT

11.  Admit that the '073 patent is duly and legally issued and is valid. Admit that a
copy of the '073 patent is attached as Exhibit 1 to the Complaint. Admit the '073 patent was
assigned to Optima which is the current owner of the '073 patent. Deny that OTC has any right
or interest in the '073 patent. Deny all remaining allegations.

12. Admit that the '724 patent is duly and legally issued and is valid. Admit thata
copy of the '724 patent is attached as Exhibit 2 to the Complaint. Admit the '724 patent was
assigned to Optima which is the current owner of the ‘724 patent. Deny that OTC has any right
or interest in the '724 patent. Deny all remaining allegations.

13.  Admit that Defendant Jed Margolin at one time granted a Power of Attorney to
Optima. Admit thata copy of the Power of Attorney is attached as Exhibit 3 to the Complaint.
Admit that the Power of Attorney appointed "Optima Technology Inc. - Robert Adams, CEO"
as Margolin's agent with respect to the Patents. Affirmatively allege that OTC has and had no
right or interest under the Power of Attorney. Affirmatively allege that the Power of Attorney
was superseded by an assignment of the Patents to Optima prior to the filing of the Complaint
herein. Affirmatively allege that the Power of Attomey was subsequently revoked and is no
longer valid or in force. Deny all remaining allegations.

FACTS

14.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff's counsel.

4.

2



© W O ® N bW

[ S L O N 1 L e e S
A L WY = O YW 00N Y U R WO -

Case 4:07-0v-’88-RCC Document 38 Filed 01/2Q8 Page 5 of 33

Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 4 to the Complaint speaks for itself. Deny all
remaining allegations.

15. Admit that Jed Margolin communicated with Adams (as CEO of Optima), and
that Adams (as CEO of Optima) communicated with Plaintiff's counsel. Affirmatively allege
that the text of Exhibit 5 to the Complaint speaks for itself. Deny all remaining allegations.

16.  Admit. Affirmatively allege that Adams' alleged actions as described in
Paragraph 16 of the Complaint were in his capacity as CEO of Optima.

17.  Admit that Plaintiff is/was infringing on the Patents. Admit that Adams (as CEO
of Optima) communicated with Plaintiff's counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of
Exhibit 5 to the Complaint speaks for itself. Deny all remaining allegations.

18.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Admitthat Plaintiffis/was infringing on the Patents. Affirmativelyallege thatthe text
of Exhibit 5 to the Complaint speaks for itself. Deny all remaining allegations.

19.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Admit that Plaintiff is/was infringing on the Patents. Deny all remaining allegations.

20.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 6 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

21.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 7 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

22.  Admit. Affirmatively allege that Adams' alleged actions as described in
Paragraph 22 of the Complaint were in his capacity as CEO of Optima.

23.  Admit. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 8 to the Complaint speaks
for itself. Affirmatively allege that Plaintiff, through its actions, has waived its rights under

Exhibit 8 to the Complaint.

-5
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24.  Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 9 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

25.  Admit second sentence of Paragraph 25 of the Complaint to the extent it asserts
that the following persons attended the meeting on behalf of Plaintiff: Donald Berlin, Andria
Poe, Paul DeHerrera, Frank Hummel, Michael P. Delgado, and Scott Bornstein. Deny all
remaining allegations.

26.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Deny all remaining allegations.

27.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Deny all remaining allegations.

28. Deny.

29.  Admit that Jed Margolin communicated with Plaintiff. Deny all remaining
allegations.

30.  Admit that OTC, which is upon information and belief owned and controlled by
Reza Zandian a/k/a Gholamreza Zandianjazi, may have been involved in filing numerous
and/or frivolous state court lawsuits. Deny all remaining allegations. Affirmatively allege that
OTC, and any such lawsuits, are completely unrelated to Optima.

31.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 10 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

32.  Deny for lack of knowledge.

33.  Deny Plaintiff's "conclusion" for lack of knowledge. Deny all remaining
allegations.

34.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibits 11 and 12 to the Complaint speak for

themselves. Deny all remaining allegations.
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35.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 13 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

36.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Deny allegations regarding communications to which Optima was not a party for lack
of knowledge. Deny all remaining allegations.

37.  Deny for lack of knowledge.

38.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 14 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

39.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 15 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

40.  Admit that Adams communicated (as CEO of Optima) with Plaintiff and its
counsel. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 16 to the Complaint speaks for itself.
Deny all remaining allegations.

41.  Admit. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 17 to the Complaint speaks
for itself.

42.  Admit. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 17 to the Complaint speaks

for itself.
43.  Admit.
CLAIMS FOR RELIEF
COUNT ONE

Declaratory Judgment of Non-Infringement of the '073 Patent

44.  Optima repeats and restates the statements of paragraphs 1-43 above as if fully

sct forth herein.
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45.  Deny that Optima made an "unreasonable" licensing demand of Plaintiff.
Otherwise admit with respect to Optima. Deny that OTC has any right or interest in the
Patents. Deny all remaining allegations.

46.  Deny.

47.  Admit that Plaintiff seeks a declaration as described in Paragraph 47 of the
Complaint. Deny that Plaintiffis entitled to such a declaration. Deny all remaining allegations.
COUNT TWO
Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the '073 Patent

48.  Optima repeats and restates the statements of paragraphs 1-47 above as if fully

set forth herein.

49.  Deny that Optima made an "unreasonable" licensing demand of Plaintiff. Admit
with respect to Optima. Deny that OTC has any right or interest in the Patents. Deny all
remaining allegations.

50. Deny.

51. Admit that Plaintiff sceks a declaration as described in Paragraph 51 of the
Complaint. Deny that Plaintiff is entitled to such a declaration. Deny all remaining allegations.
COUNT THREE
Declaratory Judgment of Non-Infringement of the '724 Patent

52.  Optima repeats and restates the statements of paragraphs 1-51 above as if fully

set forth herein.

53.  Deny that Optima made an "unreasonable" licensing demand of Plaintiff.
Otherwise admit with respect to Optima. Deny that OTC has any right or interest in the
Patents. Deny all remaining allegations.

54. Deny.

55.  Admit that Plaintiff seeks a declaration as described in Paragraph 55 of the

Complaint. Deny that Plaintiff is entitled to such a declaration. Deny all remaining allegations.

-R-
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COUNT FOUR

Declaratory Judgment of Invalidity of the '724 Patent

56.  Optima repeats and restates the statements of paragraphs 1-55 above as if fully
set forth herein.

57.  Deny that Optima made an "unreasonable" licensing demand of Plaintiff. Admit
with respect to Optima. Deny that OTC has any right or interest in the Patents. Deny all
remaining allegations.

58.  Deny.

59.  Admit that Plaintiff seeks a declaration as described in Paragraph 59 of the
Complaint. Deny that Plaintiff is entitled to such a declaration. Deny all remaining allegations.
COUNTS FIVE THROUGH SEVEN

Defendant Optima has contemporaneously filed a Motion to Dismiss seeking to dismiss
Counts Five through Seven of the Complaint against it for failure to state a claim. As such,
Defendant Optima will amend this Answer and respond to Counts V, VI and/or VII of the
Complaint at such time, and to the extent that, thc Court herein denies that Motion in whole or
in part. See Rule 12(a)(4). Fed.R.Civ.P.

GENERAL DENIAL

Defendant Optima denies cach allegation of Plaintiff’s Complaint not specifically
admitted herein.

EXCEPTIONAL CASE

This is an exceptional case under 35 U.S.C. § 285 in which Defendant Optima is entitled
to its attormeys’ fees and costs incurred in connection Plaintiff’s stated claims in bringing this

action.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

Defendant Optima asserts all available affirmative defenses under Rule 8(c),

Fed.R.Civ.P., including but not limited to those specifically designated as follows (Defendant

9-
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Optima hereby reserves the right to amend this Answer at any time that discovery, disclosure
or additional events reveal the existence of additional affirmative defenses):

1. With respect to Counts V, VI and VII of the Complaint, Defendant Optima
asserts those Rule 12(b)(6) defenses raised in its contemporaneously filed Motion to Dismiss
including but not limited to: waiver; failure to plead in accordance with the standards
expressed under Bell Atlantic Corp. v. Twombly, ___U.S. 127 S.Ct. 1955 (2007); failure
to establish Article I1I standing; lack of jurisdiction; inapplicability of California law to
Optima; and failure to establish "unlawful" or "fraudulent" conduct asa predicate actto aclaim

of California statutory Un fair Competition (California Business and Professions code § 17200

el seq);
2. Laches;
3. Waiver; and,
4. Estoppel.

JURY TRIAL DEMAND

Defendant Optima demands a jury trial on all claims and issues to be litigated in this

matter.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE Defendant Optima requests that the Court enter judgment in its favor on
Plaintiff’s claims, deny Plaintiff any relief herein, grant Optima its attorneys’ fees and costs
pursuant to applicable law, including but not limited to 35 U.S.C. § 285, and grant Optima such
other and further relief as the Court deems reasonable and just.

OUNTE A -CLAI T - IMS®

Counterclaimant/Cross-Claimant/Third-Party Plaintiff Optima brings this civil action

against Counterdefendant Universal Avionics Systems Corporation ("UAS"), against

* Except where otherwisc noted, all capitalized terms herein are as defined in the
foregoing Amended Answer.
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Cross-Defendant Optima Technology Corporation, a corporation (“OTC”), and against
Third-Party Defendants Joachim L. Naimer and Jane Doe Naimer, husband and wife, and Frank
E. Hummel and Jane Doe Hummel.

THE PARTIES

I. Counterclaimant Optima is, and at all times relevant hereto has been, a Delaware
corporation engaged in the business of the design, conception and invention of synthetic
vision systems. Optima is the owner of the '073 patent and '724 patent.

2. Counterdefendant UAS is, upon information and belief, an Arizona corporation who is
headquartered and does business in Arizona.

3. Cross-Defendant Optima Technology Corporation (*OTC”) is, upon information and
belief, a California corporation.

4, Third-Party Defendants Joachim L. Naimer and Jane Doe Naimer (individually and
collectively "Naimer") arc, upon information and belief, husband and wife who reside
in California. At all times relevant hereto, Naimer was acting for the benefit of his
marital community, and was acting as an agent, employee, servant and/or authorized
representative of UAS, and within the course and scope of such agency, employment,
service and/or representation. Upon information and belief Naimer is the President and
Chief Executive Officer of UAS.

5. Third-Party Defendants Frank E. Hummel and Jane Doe Hummel (individually and
collectively "Hummel") are, upon information and belief, husband and wife who reside
in Washington. At all times relevant hereto, Hummel was acting for the benefit of his
marital community, and was acting as an agent, employee, servant and/or authorized
representative of UAS, and within the course and scope of such agency, employment,
service and/or representation. Upon information and belief, Hummel is an officer or
managing agent of UAS. Upon information and belief, Hummel is the Vice

President/General Manager of Engineering Research and Development for UAS.

-11-
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Upon information and belief, UAS, Naimer, and Hummel have transacted business in
and/or committed one or more acts in Arizona which give rise to the claims herein.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.
The Counterclaim, Cross-Claim and Third-Party Claim include claims for patent
infringement and for declaratory judgment relating to ownership/rights in patents, which
arise under the United States Patent Laws, 35 U.S.C. §10] et seq. The amount in
controversy is in excess of $1,000,000.
Jurisdiction of this Court is pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331, 1367, 1338(a) and (b), and
2201 et seq.

FACTS
The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.
Upon information and belief, with actual and/or constructive knowledge of the Patents
UAS has sold and/or manufactured and/or used and/or advertised/promoted one or more
products including those products designated by UAS as the Vision-1, UNS-1 and
TAWS Terrain and Awareness & Warning systems all of which infringe one or the
other of the Patents in suit ("Infringing Products").
Optima informed UAS that the Infringing Products infringed upon the Patents prior to
the filing of the Complaint herein. Upon information and belief, despite such
notification UAS has continued to sell and/or manufacture and/or use and/or
advertise/promote the Infringing Products.
Upon information and belief:
a. Naimer was the moving force who originated UAS's concept of the Infringing

Products; and/or

-12-
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b. Naimer was and is the Chief Executive Officer of UAS, thereby controlling UAS
and its actions, including UAS’s decision to create, develop, manufacture,

market and sell the Infringing Products; and/or

c. Naimer knew and/or should have known of the Patents prior to this lawsuit;
and/or
d. Naimer knew of Optima’s allegations that UAS infringed upon the Patents prior

to this lawsuit; and/or

e. Naimer knew of UAS’s actions in the nature of those described in Paragraphs 25,
31 and 33 of the Complaint and participated in and/or directed those UAS
actions/efforts; and/or

f. It was at all times within Naimer’s authority and/or ability to stop UAS’s
continued design, development, manufacturing, marketing and selling of the
Infringing Products but, after Naimer knew of the Patents, the allegations that
UAS infringed on the Patents and/or UAS’s actions in the nature of those
described in Paragraphs 25, 31 and 33 of the Complaint, he did not stop UAS’s
continued design, development, manufacturing, marketing and selling of the
Infringing Products; and/or

g. It was at all times within Naimer’s authority and/or ability to direct UAS to
redesign, revise and/or redevelop the Infringing Products such that they would
no longer infringe on the Patents but, after Naimer knew of the Patents, the
allegations that UAS infringed on the Patents and/or UAS’s actions in the nature
of those described in Paragraphs 25, 31 and 33 of the Complaint, he did not
direct UAS to redesign, revise and/or redevelop the Infringing Products such that
they would no longer infringe on the Patents; and/or

h. Naimer has continued to direct UAS’s design, development, manufacturing,

marketing and selling of the Infringing Products while knowing and/or intending

-13-
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a.

for UAS to infringe on the Patents.

Upon information and belief:

Hummel was and is thc Vice President/General Manager of Engineering
Research and Development of UAS, thereby controlling UAS’s design,
development and/or manufacture of the Infringing Products: and/or

Hummel was intimately involved in UAS’s design and/or development of the
Infringing Products; and/or

Hummel knew and/or should have known of the Patents prior to this lawsuit;

\

and/or

Hummel knew of Optima’s allegations that UAS infringed upon the Patents prior

to this lawsuit; and/or

Hummel knew of UAS’s actions in the nature of those described in Paragraphs
25, 31 and 33 of the Complaint and participated in and/or directed those UAS
actions/efforts; and/or

It was at all times within Hummel’s authority and/or ability to stop UAS’s
continued design, development and/or manufacturing of the Infringing Products
but, after Hummel knew of the Patents, the allegations that UAS infringed on the
Patents and/or UAS’s actions in the nature of those described in Paragraphs 25,
31 and 33 of the Complaint, he did not stop UAS’s continued design,
development and/or manufacturing of the Infringing Products; and/or

It was at all times within Hummel’s authority and/or ability to direct UAS to
redesign, revise and/or redevelop the Infringing Products such that they would
no longer infringe on the Patents but, after Naimer knew of the Patents, the
allegations that UAS infringed on the Patents and/or UAS’s actions in the nature
of those described in Paragraphs 25, 31 and 33 of the Complaint, he did not

dircctUAS toredesign, revise and/or redevelop the Infringing Products such that

-14-
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15.

16.

17.

18.

they would no longer infringe on the Patents; and/or
h. Hummel has continued to direct UAS’s design, development and/or
manufacturing of the Infringing Products while knowing and/or intending for
UAS to infringe on the Patents.
UAS and Optima entered into the contract attached as Exhibit 8 to the Complaint herein
(hereinafter the “Contract™). Pursuant to and under the terms of the Contract, Optima
providedto UAS a confidential power of attorney (hercinafter the “Power of Attorney”)
that Jed Margolin (“Margolin™), as the inventor and then-owner of the Patents, had
previously executed. The Power of Attorney provided, inter alia, that Margolin
appointed “Optima Technology Inc. - Robert Adams CEO” as his attorney-in-fact with
respect to (inter alia) the Patents. Under its express terms, the Power of Attorney could
only be exercised by “Optima Technology Inc. - Robert Adams CEO” and could only
be exercised by a signature in the following form: “Jed Margolin by Optima
Technology, Inc.,c/o Robert Adams, CEO his attorney in fact.” Optima had not and has
not at any time placed the Power of Attorney in the public domain or otherwise provided
a copy of it, or made it available, to OTC.
UAS, through its duly authorized agents, employees and/or attomeys, provided the
Power of Attorney (or a copy thereof) to OTC principal, director, officer and/or agent
Gholamreza Zandianjazi a/k/a Reza Zandian (“Zandian™). As of that time, neither
Zandian nor OTC had ever received, been privy to, obtained or had knowledge of the
Power of Attorney.
OTC does not have, and has never had, any right, interest or valid claim to any right,
title or interest in or to either the Patents or the Power of Attorney.
UAS, by and through its authorized agents and attorneys Scott Bornstein (“Bornstein”)
and/or Greenberg Traurig, LLP (“GT”), informed, directed, advised, assisted,

associated, agreed, conspired and/or engaged in a mutual undertaking with
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19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

Zandian/OTC to record the Power of Attorney with the U.S. Patent and Trademark

Office (“PTO”) in the name of OTC.

UAS knew or should have known that the Power of Attorney could not be rightfully

exercised by OTC/Zandian andYor recorded with the PTO as:

a. UAS had been advised and/or knew that OTC was a different corporate entity
than “Optima Technology, Inc” as listed in the Power of Attorney; and/or

b. UAS had been advised and/or knew that “Robert Adams” was not an agent or
employee of OTC and, thus, the Power of Attomey could not be rightfully
exercised by Zandian on behalf of OTC; and/or

c. UAS had been advised and/or knew that OTC had no right orinterest whatsoever
in the Patents or the Power of Attorney.

Based upon the information, direction, advice and assistance of UAS, Zandian/OTC

proceeded to publish and record the Power of Attorney to and with the PTO (in

Virginia) as a document in support of a claim of assignment of the Patents to OTC (the

“Assignment”). As a result thereof, the Assignment/Power of Attorney have become

part of the public PTO record on which the U.S. Patent Office, the public and third

parties rely for information regarding title to the Patents.

Robert Adams and Optima did not execute, record or authorize the execution or

recording of any documents purporting to assign or transfer title and/or any interest in

the Patents to OTC with the PTO.

Upon information and belief, Zandian executed such documents by (inter alia) utilizing

his signature on behalf of OTC and mis-stating that Zandian/OTC was exercising the

Power of Attorney as the “attorney in fact” of Margolin.

Had UAS not provided the Power of Attorney to Zandian/OTC, OTC would not have

been able to record it as a purported Assignment with the PTO.

The recording of the Assignment and Power of Attorney with the PTO:

-16-
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a. Are circumstances under which reliance upon such recordings by a third person
is reasonably foreseeable as the open public records of the PTO are regularly and
normally referred to and/or relied upon by persons in determining legal rights
with respect to patents (including assignments, transfers of rights and licenses
relating thereto), and evaluating such rights with respect to valuation, negotiation
and purchase of rights with respect to patents (including assignments, transfers
of rights and licenses relating thereto); and/or

b. Create a cloud of title, an impairment of vendibility, and/or an appearance of
lessened desirability for purchase, lease, license or other dealings with respect
to the Patents and/or Power of Attomey; and/or

c. Prevent and/or impair sale and/or licensing of the Patents; and/or

d. Otherwise impair and/or lessen the value of the Patents and/or any licenses to be
issued with respect to them; and/or

e. Cast doubt upon the extent of Optima’s interests in the Patents and/or under the
Power of Attorney relating thereto and/or upon Optima’s power to make an

effective sale, assignment, license or other transfer of rights relating thereto;

and/or
f. Caused damage and harm to Optima; and/or
g. Reasonably necessitated and/or forced Optima to prepare and record documents

with the PTO attempting to correct the public record regarding Optima’s rights
with respect to the Patents and/or the Power of Attomey for which Optima
incurred substantial expenses (attorneys’ fees and costs) in the preparation and
recording thereof’ and/or

h. [rrespective of Optima’s filings with the PTO, created a continuing cloud oftitle,
impairment of vendibility, etc. (as discussed in the foregoing paragraphs) and

continuing harm to Optima reasonably necessitating and forcing Optima to bring
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25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

its declaratory judgment cross-claim against OTC herein to declare and establish
true and proper title to the Patents, for which Optima has incurred and will incur
substantial expenses (attorneys’ fees and costs) in the prosecution thereof,
Upon information and belief, UAS provided additional 