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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

REZA ZANDIAN A/K/A/ GOLAMREZA
ZANDIANJAZI A/IKIA GHOLAM REZA
ZANDIAN A/K/A REZA JAZI AIK/AJ.
REZA JAZI, AIKIA! G. REZA JAZI
A/K/AI GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI,
AN INDIVIDUAL,

Appellant,
VS.
JED MARGOLIN, AN INDIVIDUAL,

Respondent.

Nevada Supreme Court

Case No. 6 ggtronically Filed

Distict ColfffcatiRindeman |

090C00579¢&kerk of Supreme Cour

Appeal from the First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and For Carson City
The Honorable James T. Russell, District Judge

RESPONDENT’S APPENDIX

Volume |

Matthew D. Francis
Nevada Bar No. 6978
Adam P. McMillen
Nevada Bar No. 10678
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511
Telephone: 775-324-4100

Attorneys for Respondent Jed Margolin

Docket 65960 Document 2015-02113
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ALPHABETICAL INDEX TO
RESPONDENT’S APPENDIX (“R.A.”)

REZA ZANDIANA aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI| aka GHOLAM REZA
ZANDIAN aka REZA ZANDIAN aka J. REZA aka G. REZA JAZI aka
GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual,

Appellant,

VS.

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,

Respondent.

Nevada Supreme Court Case Number: 65960

DOCUMENT DATE VOLUME | PAGE(S)

Amended Answer, Counterclaims, Jan. 24, 2008 I 87-119
Cross-Claims and Third-Party
Claims of Optima Technology, Inc.
(Arizona Action, Case No. 4:07-CV-

00588-RCC)
Amended Complaint Aug. 11,2011 || 1-8
Application for Default Judgment; April 17,2013 || 127-139

Memorandum of Points and
Authorities in Support Thereof

Civil Docket (Arizona Action Case | March 9, 2011 69-86
No. 4:07-cv-00588-RCC)

Declaration of Jed Margolin in April 17,2011 |1 9-54
support of Application for Default

Judgment

Motion to Dismiss on a Special Nov. 17,2011 |1 120-126
Appearance

Notice of Appeal Mar.15, 2013 || 67-68
Order Arizona Action Aug. 18, 2008 65-66
USPTO Patent Assignments Dec. 2010 I 55-64

Dated this 20th day of January, 2015 WATSON ROUNDS, P.C.

/s/ Adam P. McMillen

Matthew D. Francis, Esq. (SBN: 6978)
Adam P. McMillen, Esq. (SBN: 10678)
5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Attorneys for Respondent

2
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

Pursuant to NRAP 25(1), I hereby certify that | am an employee of the
Law Offices of WATSON ROUNDS and that on this date a true copy of the
foregoing RESPONDENT’S APPENDIX VOLUME 1, by Nevada Supreme
Court CM/ECF Electronic Filing addressed to each of the following:
Jason D. Woodbury
Severin A. Carlson
Kaempfer Crowell
510 West Fourth Street
Carson City, Nevada 89703

DATED: This 20th day of January, 2015.

s/ Nancy R. Lindsley
An Employee of Watson Rounds

IM_SC2 0958
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Matthew D. Francis (6978) REC'D & Fit )
Adam P, McMillen (10678) 2011 -
WATSON ROUNDS AUG | 1 .
5371 Kietzke Lane G 11 i b 05
Reno, NV 89511 ALAN

Telephone: 775-324-4100 C VER
Facsimile: 775-333-8171 By T WUUPER
Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin DEPITY

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 AMENDED COMPLAINT
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN (Exemption From Arbitration Requested)
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.

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 Parties
1. Plaintiff Mr. Margolin is an individual residing in Storey County, Nevada.
2. On information and belief, Defendant Optima Technology Corporation is a

California corporation with its principal place of business in Irvine, California.

-1- R.A.000001

JM_SC2 0959




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

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, Defendant Reza Zandian, aka Golamreza Zandianjazi,
aka Golamreza Zandianjazi, aka Gholam Reza Zandian, aka Reza Jazi, aka J. Reza Jazi, aka G.
Reza Jazi, aka Ghononreza Zandian Jazi (collectively “Zandian™), is an individual who at all
relevant times resided in Las Vegas, Nevada.

5. On information and belief, Defendant Optima Technology Corporation, the
Nevada corporation (“OTC—Nevada”) is a wholly owned subsidiary of Optima Technology
Corporation, the California corporation (“OTC—California”), and Defendant Zandian at all
relevant times served as an officer of OTC—California and OTC—Nevada.

6. Mr. Margolin believes, and therefore alleges, that at all times herein mentioned,
each Defendant was the agent, servant or employee of each of the other Defendants and at all
times was acting within the course and scope of said 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 its or their
agents, assistants, successors, employees and all persons acting in concert or cooperation with
them or at their direction. Mr. Margolin will amend his Complaint when such additional
persons acting in concert or cooperation are ascertained.

Jurisdiction and Venue

7. Pursuant to the Nevada Constitution, Article 6, Section 6, the district courts of
the State of Nevada have original jurisdiction in 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,

8. Venue is based upon the provisions of N.R.S. § 13.010, et seq., inasmuch as the
Defendants at all times herein 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.

i
R.A.000002
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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”) (colléctively “the Patents™).

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

11. InJuly 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. In exchange for the Power of Attorney, OTG agreed to
pay Mr. Margolin royalties based on OTG’s licensing of the ‘073 and €724 Patents.

12. InMay 2006, OTG and Mr. Margolin licensed the ‘073 and €724 Patents to
Geneva Acrospace, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to the royalty
agreement between Mr, Margolin and OTG.

13. Onabout July 20, 2004, Mr, Margolin assigned the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents to
OTG.

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 documents allegedly assigning all four of the Patents
to Optima Technology Corporation.

16.  Upon discovery of the fraudulent filing, 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 ‘073 and
‘724 Patents that it legally owned and upon which it contracted with Mr, Margolin for royalties.

17.  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

3 R.A.000003
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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”). In the Arizona Action, Mr. Margolin and OTG filed a cross-claim for
declaratory relief against Optima Technology Corporation (Zandian) in order to obtain legal
title to their respective patents,

18. On August 18, 2008, the United States District Court for the District of Arizona
entered a final judgment in favor of Mr. Margolin and OTG on their declaratory relief action,
and ordered that OTC—California and OTC—Nevada had no interest in the ‘073 or ‘724
Patents, that the assignment documents filed by Zandian with the USPTO were “forged, invalid,
void, of no force and effect,” that the USPTO was to correct its records with respect to any
claim by OTC to the Patents and/or the Power of Attorney, and that OTC was enjoined from
asserting further rights or interests in the Patents and/or Power of Attorney. Attached as Exhibit
A is a copy of the Order from the United States District Court in the Arizona Action.

19, Due to Defendants’ fraudulent acts, title 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
Patents in the Arizona Action and with the USPTO, he incurred significant litigation and other

costs associated with those efforts.

Claim 1--Conversion
(Against All Defendants)

21.  Paragraphs 1-20 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated 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.

23.  The Patents and the royalties due Mr. Margolin under the Patents were the
personal property of Mr, Margolin.

24.  Asadirect and proximate result of the Defendants’ conversion, Mr. Margolin

has suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000), entitling him to the relief set

R.A.000004
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forth below.

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

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

26.  Mr. Margolin was a party to a valid contract with OTG for the payment of
royalties based on the license of the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents.

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

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

29. As aresult of the acfs of Defendants, Mr, Margolin’s contract with OTG was
actually interfered with and disrupted.

30.  As adirect and proximate result of the Defendants’ tortious interference with
contract, Mr. Margolin has suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000),

entitling him to the relief set forth below.

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

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

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

33.  Defendants purposely, willfully and impropetly attempted to induce Mr.
Margolin’s prospective licensees to refrain from engaging in business with Mr. Margolin.

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’ tortious interference, Mr.
Margolin has suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000), entitling him to the

relief set forth below.

s R.A.000005
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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 title to the Patents.

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

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

40.  Asadirect and proximate result of Defendants’ aforementioned acts, Mr.

Margolin is entitled to equitable relief.

Claim 5—Unfair and Deceptive Trade Practices
(Against All Defendants)

41.  Paragraphs 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 dollars ($10,000),
entitling him to the relief set forth below.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jed Margolin, prays for judgment against the Defendants 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 and

deceptive trade practices, in an amount to be proven at trial, with said damages being trebled

pursuant to NRS 598.0999;

-6- R.A.000006
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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 that it 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: August 11,2011 WATSON ROUNDS -

/M’iﬁhew 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

. R.A.000007
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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, AMENDED COMPLAINT (Exemption From

Arbitration Requested), addressed as follows:

John Peter Lee

John Peter Lee, Ltd.

830 Las Vegas Blvd. South
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Dated: August 11, 2011 (\F bol s ( O( ; ‘L,./L[ﬂ‘/\
Carla Ousby '

" R.A.000008
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Matthew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678) e
WATSON ROUNDS REC'D & FILED
5371 Kietzke Lane _
Reno, NV 89511 2003APR 1T AMI1): L]
Telephone: 775-324-4100 .
Facsimile: 775-333-8171 ALAR GLOVER
Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin By CLERK
H A DEPUTY
L““‘\U,‘T"\‘Jg"

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

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,

Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
Vvs. Dept. No.: 1
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA DECLARATION OF JED MARGOLIN
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada | IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka DEFAULT JUDGMENT

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.

I Jed Margolin do hereby declare and state as follows:

1. Iam the narn_ed 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”).

2. Attached as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of the Amended Answer,

Counterclaims, Cross-Claims and Third-Party Claims filed in the action captioned Universal

"'R.A.000009
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Avionics Systems Corporation v. Optima Technology Group, Inc., No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC
(the “Arizona Action”).

3. Attached as Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of the August 18, 2008 Order
from the Arizona Action.

4. After Defendant Zandian filed the forged and invalid assignment document
with the USPTO relating to the Patents, I was forced to spend $90,000 in attorneys’ fees in the
Arizona Action where the Court ordered that the USPTO correct record title to the Patents.
Attached as Exhibit 3 are true and correct copies of the records from my bank showing three
transfers of $30,000 each. Two transfers went to Optima Technology Group and one transfer
went directly to the attorneys representing Optima Technology Group and myself. The three
transfers were for the payment of attorneys” fees in the Arizona Action.

5. I was to be paid $210,000 bursuant to a patent purchase agreement that failed
as a proximate result of the Defendants’ actions as stated in the Amended Complaint. I cannot
publicly provide documentation or specific details of the actual purchase agreement because of
the confidentiality provisions in the agreement. However, I will provide the Court with
documentation of the agreement so the Court can review the agreement in camera. Also, on
April 14, 2008, Optima Technology Group entered into a purchase agreement to sell the ‘073
and ‘724 Patents to another entity which would have netted me $210,000 on the purchase price
of the subject Patents alone. The purchase agreement also included a provision for post patent
sale royalty payments which would have provided me with additional substantial income.
Finally, the April 14, 2008 purchase agreement provided the purchasing entity an opportunity
to conduct due diligence regarding the Arizona Action. On June 13, 2008, the purchasing
entity wrote Optima Technology Group and stated that they had completed their due diligence

investigation and determined that the Patents and/or the Arizona Action were not acceptable

R.A.000010
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and therefore the purchase agreement was terminated. Simply put, the purchase agreement
was terminated because of Defendants’ actions.

[ declare under benalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of
my knowledge. |

Dated: April 8, 2013.

Byzwm@l

¢/ YED MARGHLIN

R.A.000011
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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: April 16, 2013.

BY:
%ﬁh/ew D. Francis (6978)
dam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511
Telephone: 775-324-4100

Facsimile: 775-333-8171
Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

R.A.000012
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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 JED MARGOLIN IN

SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR DEFAULT JUDGMENT, addressed as follows:

Reza Zandian
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.

A Nevada corporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Dated: April 16,2013

R.A.000013
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Case 4:07-cv-005.  RCC Document 38  Filed 01/24/0L Page 1 of 33

CHANDLER & UDALL, LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

4801 E. BROADWAY BLVD,, SUITE 400
TUCSON, ARIZONA 85711-3638
Telephone: (520) 623-4353

Fax: (520)792-3426

Edward Moomjian I, 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,
Vvs.

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/K/A
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY
GROUP, INC.

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Assigned to: Hon. Raner C. Collins

R.A.000015
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Case 4:07-cv-005. RCC Document 38 Filed 01/24/0.  Page 2 of 33

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). 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-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-

R.A.000016
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Case 4:07-cv-005¢ RCC Document 38 Filed 01/24/0t Page 3 of 33

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.

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 thé 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 thét the Court has original jurisdiction over Counts I-IV of the Complaint
asserting non-infringement and invalidity of the Patents (although Optima denies the assertions

and validity of those claims) as to Defendant Optima. Affirmatively allege that co-Defendant

>The ‘073 patent and 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 thatthe Court has jurisdiction over Céunts 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 Cémplaint. 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 thata
copy of the '073 patent is atta;:hed as Exhibit 1 to the Complaint. Admit the '073 patent was
as signéd 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 that a
copy of the '724 patent is attached as Exhibit 2 to the Coﬁplaint. 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. Admitthata 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 thatthe 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 Pdwer of Attorney was subsequently revoked and is no
longer valid or iﬁ 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 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.  AdmitthatPlaintiffis/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.

R.A.000019
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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.

R.A.000020
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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. Denyallegations 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 rémaining allegations.

41,  Admit. Affirmatively allege that the text of Exhibit 17 to the Complaint speaks
for itself.

42.  Admit. Affirmatively allege thatthe 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

set forth herein.

R.A.000021
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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 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 seeks a declaration as described in Paragraph 51 of the
Complaint. Deny that Plaintiffis entitled to such a declaration. Deny all remaining allegations.

COUNT THREE

Declaratorv 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 Plaintiffis entitled to such a declaration. Deny all remaining allegations.
8-
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COUNT FOUR

Declaratorv 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 Plaintiffis 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, 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 each allegation of Plaintiff’s Complaint not specifically

admitted herein.

EXCEPTIONAL CASE

This is an exceptional caseunder 35 U.S.C. § 285 in which Defendant Optima is entitled
to its attorneys’ 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 asa 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 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.

COUNTERCLAIMS, CROSS-CLAIMS & THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS®

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

Naimerknew of UAS’s actions in the nature ofthose 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 rcdevelop 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
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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a.

for UAS to infringe on the Patents.

Upon information and belief:

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

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

direct UAS toredesign, revise and/or redevelop the Infringing Products such that
-14-
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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 Complaintherein

(hereinafter the “Contract”). Pursuant to and under the terms of the Contract, Optima
providedto 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 CEO” as his attorney-iﬁ-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 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 Attorneyin 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, comspired 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 Attorney could not be rightfully
exercised by Zandian on behalf of OTC; and/or
c. - UAShadbeenadvised and/orknew that OTC had no right or interest whatsoever

in the Patents or the Power of Attorney.

‘Based upon the information, direction, advice and assistance of U.AS, 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 aﬂd third
pa‘rties rely for information regarding title to the Patents.

Robert Adams and Optima did not execute, record of 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 (im‘er alia) utilizing
his signature on behalf of OTC and mis-stating that Zandian/OTC was exercising the
Power of Attorney as the “attomey in fact” of Margolin. 4

Had UAS not provided the Power of Attorney to Zandian/OTC, QTC would not have
been able to record it as a purported Assignment with the PTO.

The recording of the Assignmént and Power of Attorney with the PTO:
-16-
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Are circumstances under which reliance upon such recordings by a third person
isreasonably 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 i’espect 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 Attormey; 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 oftitle,
impairment of vendibility, etc. (as discussed in the foregoing paragraphs) and

continuing harm to Optima reasonably necessitating and forcing Optima to bring
-17-
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25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

its declaratory judgment cross-claim against OT C 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 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’srights 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 seek to amend and
supplement the Counterclaims, Cross-Claims, Third-Party Claims and/or remedies

herein as necessary and applicable.

-18-
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31.

32.

33.

34,

35.

36.

37.
38.

39.

COUNT 1
PATENT INFRINGEMENT
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. At all
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 ef 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 a result 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.

-19-
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40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47,

48.

COUNT 3

BREACH OF THE IMPLIED COVENANT
OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING

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 the implied covenant of good faith and fair
dealing against UAS pursuant to Arizona law.
Under Arizona law, every contract contains an implied covenant of good faith and fair
dealing.
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.
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 4

NEGLIGENCE
The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.
This is an cause of action for negligence against UAS pursuant to the law of New York,
Delaware, California, Virginia or Arizona.
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.
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
respectto 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 either the Power of Attorney or the Patents was
21-
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58.
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invalid and void, and ordering the PTO to correct and expunge its records with respect

to any such claim made by OTC.

COUNT 6
INJURIOUS FALSEHOOD/SLANDER 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.

a.

The actions of OTC and/or UAS, as alleged above:

Are/were false and/or disparaging statement(s) and/or publication(s) resulting in
an impairment of vendibility, cloud of title and/or a casting of doubt on the
Validify of Optima’s right of ownership in the Patents and/or rights under the
Power of Attorney; and/or

Are/were an effort to persuade third parties from dealing with Optima, and/or to
harm to interests of Optiﬁla, regarding the Patents and/or the Power of Attorney;
and/or

Are/were actions for which OTC and UAS foresaw and/or should have
reasonably foreseen that the false and/or Qisparaging 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

. Are/were with knowledge that the statement(s) and/or publication(s) was/were

false; and/or

" Are/were with knowledge of the disparaging nature of the statements; and/or

Are/were in reckless disregard of the truth or falsity of the statement(s) and/or
20-
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ongoing harm and monetary damage in an amount to be proven at trial.

as if fully set forth herein.
law of New York, Delaware, California, Virginia or Arizona.

a.

. Are/were committed with negligence regarding the truth or falsity of the

As a result thereof, Optima has suffered and will continue to suffer immediate and

The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference

This is a cause of action for trespass to chattels against OTC and UAS pursuant to the

The actions of OTC and/or UAS, as alleged above:

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

statement and/or publication and/or with being in the nature of a disparagement.

COUNT 7
TRESPASS TO CHATTELS

Arc/weré intentional physical, forcible and/or unlawful interference with the use
and enjoyment 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 dominionoverrights 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

23
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f.

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 Attorney; and/or

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.

a.

The actions of OTC and/or UAS, as alleged above:

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 Attorney;
and/or

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
Are/were 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

Are/were likely to cause confusion of the public with respect to the true
ownership and other rights 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
24-
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f.

g.
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.

UNFAIR AND DECEPTIVE COMPETITION/BUSINESS PRACTICES

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

Are likely to divert the trade of Optima; and/or

Are likely to cause substantial and irreparable harm to Optima.

COUNT 9

as if fully set forth herein.

OTC and UAS pursuant to the statutory law of Delaware, 6 Del.C. §2531 ef seq. to the

extent such statutory scheme applies in this matter.

a.

The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference

This is a cause of action for unfair and deceptive competition/business practices against

The actions of OTC and/or UAS, as alleged above:

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

205.
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f. Disparage the goods, services, or business of another by false or misleading
representation of fact; and/or
g. 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 attorneys 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, were 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 thereof, 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
26-
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Ann.§ 18.2-500,

COUNT 11

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 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

The acts/practices are/were “unfair” as they constituted conduct that significantly
threatens or harms competition; and/or

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

The acts/practices are/were “unlawful” as they are/were in violation of the
common-law duties that were owed to Optima; and/or

The acts/practices are/were “unlawful” as they are/were in violation of the legal
principles expressed in the other Counts herein; and/or

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

The acts/practices are/were “unlawful” as they are/were in committed violation

of Va. Code Ann. § 18.2-499 (a class 1 misdemeanor).
27-
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84.  As a result thereof, Optima has suffered and will continue to suffer immediate and
ongoing harm and monetary damage.

85.  Optima is without an adequate remedy at law.

86.  Unless enjoined the acts of OTC and UAS will continue to cause further, great,
immediate and irreparable injury to Optima.

87. Optima is entitled to injunctive relief and restitutionary disgorgement pursuant.to
Cali.fornia Business and Professions Code § 17203.

COUNT 12
UAS LIABILITY

88.  The statements of all of the foregoing paragraphs are incorporated herein by reference
as if fully set forth herein.
89. 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
ili.  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

.28-
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unlawful means, one of whom committed an act in furtherance thereof, thereby
causing damages to Optima; and/or

d. UAS and OTC acted in concert; and/or

e. UAS provided affirmative aid and/or encouragement to the wrongful conduct of
OTC; and/or

f. 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

g. UAS advised OTC to commit the wrongful conduct which resulted in a legal
wrong and/or harm to Optima; and/or

h. UAS acted together with OTC to commit the wrongful conduct pursuant to a
common design; and/or

i. UAS knew that the OTC’s conduct would constitute a breach of duty and gave
substantial assistance or encouragement to OTC so té conduct itself; and/or

J- 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

k. 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 OT C and UAS pursuant to the common law

and/or statutory law of New York, Delaware, California, Virginia or Arizona.

-20.
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a.

Through their actions referenced herein, OTC and UAS:

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
-30-
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Cross-Claimant Optima is entitled to its attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in connection with

this action.

this matter.
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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

I. Engaged in malicious conduct; and/or

s. Engaged in misconduct and/or actual malice.

As aresult thereof, Optima is entitled to an award of punitive damages against OTC and

UAS herein in an amount to be determined by a jury.

EXCEPTIONAL CASE

This is an exceptional case under 35 U.S.C. § 285 in which Counterclaimant and

JURY TRIAL DEMAND

Counterclaimant Optima demands a jury trial on all claims and issues to be litigated in

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE Optima requests that the Court enter judgment in favor of Optima, and
ainstUAS, OTC, Naimer, and Hummel, on the Counterclaims, Cross-Claims and Third-Party
aims, as follows: |

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;

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

35 U.S.C. § 284;

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;

31-
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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 interestin the
Power of Attorney and/or the Patents, and to otherwise remove the cloud of'title,
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 thatthe 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
-30.
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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;

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 24th day of January, 2008.
CHANDLER & UDALL, LLP

By__ /s Edward Moomjian IT

Granting Optima prejudgment and post-judgment interest at the legal rate; and

Granting Optima such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

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/DCEF 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

-33.
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(

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

UNIVERSAL AVIONICS ‘SYSTEMS; No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC

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.,

Cross-Claimant,

Vs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY
CORPORATION,

Cross-Defendant.

tase 4:07-cv-00588-RCC  Document 131
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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 to
delay entry of final judgment.

Therefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

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

1. Optima Technology Corporation 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 (“the Power of Attorney”);

2. 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;

3. The USPTO is to correct its records with respect to any claim by Optima
Technology Corporation to the Patents and/or the Power of Attorney; and

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

5. There is 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.

W —

Y . Raner C. Collins
United States District Judge
- -
ase 4:07-cv-00588-RCC  Document 131  Filed 08/18/2008 Page 2 of 2
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Bankof America ’/// Funds Transfer Request

and Authorization

s b

T ———— —
SeclaouPRequestm;L Irigin
. Name Date Wire to be

" el ﬂ'vcwo\ot ) Tf‘“”?““m‘?%»@b OISTHS
Jaieds U'hp'ro Zd " Reno N & |

Customer ID Type Issue StmelOounuy Issue Date 7 |Expiration Date

L D( L 0% (DR L1~ b-ote]ialoo] 1

Method of Signature Verification (If Apphcable)
(’C“

Addres:

—

As éyvame . — ~ [PhoscwdFa¥ —TGhi CotiCCH ) o |Timp
AT lwL=2 %%umscboza% sk g
Callback Required if Phone, Fax or Letter | ] Yes -=3N/A |Name/Number of Person Contacted Date/Time Approval (required)/Market Approval if required) | -

Callback Completed by:

SVire Debit Account Type (circle one) | Serial # (For ICA/GL) or Repetitive IDF
s ;) O O O CHKG SAV ICA GL OFax  OPhone  ClLetter
Account to Defnt “3tate | Available Balance - ‘Account Fitle

eal mm Yool 1Ty

Overdraft Amount Overdraft Approved by (Name & Signature) Wire Fee
s s S
[Section 1V: Infernational Payment Ins 2l et e 5 Dok
USD Amount of W1re .|Country | E Rate . |Foreign Curmency Code, | Foreign Qw
$ - ) N o
Debit Account Type (circle one) ) Serial # (For ICA/GL) or Repetitive ID# LEX/R&femicé'lD (If Applicable) ) Sou:ce 0O oTtc
CHKG ..SAV , ICA ' GL’ e . , DOFax  DPhone  Diletter. .
Account to Debit  State [fvailable_l}_:ﬂance’ " Account Title
: P i
e |
- {Overdraft Approved by (Name & Signature)

Beneﬁ iary Name L Beneﬁclary Account # OR IBAN (if IBAN, no further Beneﬁcmy Bank informatiop is required)
Byl 1 wfh | 730
Beneficiary ‘Address: Street ~ Cuy State " Country Zip
Beneficiary Bank N amc ABA #or SW]FI‘ or Nau(;nai ]DI ,
e llon Bank O43000a o |
Bencﬁcxa.ry Bank Address Street City .o . State . Country Zip
Additional Instrucgiopg (Atte! qon To, Phone Advise, Customer Reference, Contact Upon. Arrival) ) R
0o Beha e chmoloal Alek 20R-07Yd
Send Thru Bank[IBK Gf avallablc) ) ABA:# or SWIFT or National ID -
Send Thru Bank Addréss’ ~ Street ) } : _City © State Country Zip

1 authunze Bank of ‘America to transfer my funds as set forth in the i noled herem (inch deblung my account if applicable), and agree that such transfer of funds js subject to the Bank of America standaxd

transfér agreement (see reverse side) and applicable fees. If this is a foreign cumncy wire tmnsfcr, l awthe conversion rate provided in Secucmlv o, if no rate is entued ﬂ)e rate pmvxded by Bank of Amenca at the
time the wire transfer is sent. W // 7
Customer’s Signature: W Z ¥ . Date of Request: [~15-200% .

BAT Approval Authorization # (if applicable)

Wire Enw)-egy Name/S ature (attanh BFT screens pri BFT Sequence #

P2 P ¥ O 51050 0SS G

Date f Entry and Venﬁcatlon Verified e/S erificati gy BFI‘ Sys imy
L5 U0 " el BB //%gm é// 377 Z
Note: Purpose of Wire must be discloséd if sent to an OFA€ blocked country - See OFAC in PR()

95-14-0237B 052006  m1s14282 White - Banking Center Copy Canary - Customer Copy
R.A. 000052

BFT System lﬁ]
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BankOf America “ } Funds Transfer R¢ , st

and Authorization

Section I: Requester/Originator Information - .. o o Co
Name ____ Telephone # Date Wire to be Sent

- Je d W\&FQ(‘\W\ z;‘—ﬁ 18NS 3-36 08

ress State Zip

193/ Empire > K €0 N 8952/

Customer ID Type Issue State/Country Issue Date Expiration Date

L Drivers ch/ 1-/)50 2588352 | Nauwelo. |je-0e |+ 2/30/70
Method of Signature Verification (If Applicable) ’ 7

2, —

Section I1: Associate Accepting Wire Co s

Associate Name Phone and Fax # Unit Co#/CC# Date Time

e - Sh (A a1 55325608/ |32 /2557 | 32608

Callback Required if Phone, Fax or Letter [] Yes " [ IN/A | Name/Number of Person Contacted” Datc/Time | Approval (requiredyMarket Approval i requireds

Callback Completed b\y:

Section II: Domestic Payment Instructions

Amount of Wire Debit Account.Type (circle one) | Serial # (For ICA/GL) or Repetitive ID# Source Xorc
$ 30 o) — cukG (say’ 1cA  aL OFmx  OPhone  Dllemer
Accountdo Debit State | Available Balance Account Tide ‘___- . N '
i 2B Jeq' 7larqoln
verdraft Approved by (Name & Signature) Date Wire Fee .
———————— e Land
$
Section IV: International Payment Instructions: [ Check here if funds must be sent in US Dollars
USD Amount of Wire Country Rate Foreign Currency Code Foreign Currency Amount
$ -
Debit Account Type (circle one) Serial # (For ICA/GL.) or Repetitive ID¥  [FX Reference ID (If Applicable) Source OoTe
CHKG SAV 1ICA GL ' . OFax OPhone O Letter :
Account to Debit State [ Available Balance Account Title T
$ R
Overdraft Amount Overdraft Approved by (Name & Signature) Date Wire Fee \
$ $ |

Section V: Wire Information

Benefici ame Beneficiary Account # OR IBAN (if IBAN, no funher Beneficiary Bank information is nqmr:d,
errif) Lanch VY bdcr

Beneficiary Address: Street City State Country 7ip W

Bcneﬁciw Bank ame ABA # or SWIFT or National ID %24
4
e/ Bk ¢

Beneficiary Bank Addrm Street City State y & &'g ﬁ, 1.1/

Addmonal Ipstructions (Attention To, Phone Advnse, Customer Reference, Contay)pon Arrival)
F/Cr o Dotupa . Jechrno ﬁ/?/w ARIS~DF V&é

Send TAru Bank/IBK (if available)  # ABA # or SWIFT or National T

Send Thru Bank Address  Street City State Country Zip

Section VI: Customer Approval

1 authorizc Bank of America to transfer my funds as set forth in the instructions noted herein (including debiting my account if applicable), and agree that such transfer of funds is subject to the Bank of America standard
transfer agreement (see reverse side) and applicable fees. If this is a foreign currency wire transfer, T accept the conversion rate provided in Section IV, or, if no rate is entered, the rate provided by Bank of America at the
time the wire transfer is sent.

Customer’s Signature: { w Date of Request: T2 &—ég

Section VII: Wire: S§/ tem Entry/Venficatmn ] BAT Approval Mhorization # (if applicable) _

Wire Entered by Name/Siggature (attach BFT sc ints) BFT System Time BFT Sequence #

T ST S b [t P B85 | i %2 L0065 79

Date of Entry and Verification| Vetificd By ﬂ‘!amelSigmx\Wﬁm Verification Sereen) | BFT System Time
Print: Signature:

the: Purpose of Wire must be disclosed if sent to an OFAC blocked country - See OFAC in PRO

Q51402378 05 2006 Mz ‘White - Banking Center Copy Canary - Customer Copy R. A.000053
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Ba" k Of Am er ica "“a:i Funds Transfer Req;.e.,u

and Authorization
Section I: Requester/Originator Information :
Name Tclcphonc# Date Wire to be Sent
Jed Ma,/‘ 40 /in 775 -84 7- 7845 £—~/-08
Address O ' City State Zip
/9T/ Cmﬂ/ﬁf/ A e no V1% IG5/~ 742
Qi uxmmer ID Type D# Issue State/Country Issue Date Expiration Date
LARver Lrcense). 8807585352 LNVevagth |\ gs- 06 2C|V\p3-g0 A0l

Method of Signature Verification (If Applicable)

2 Bot- prm | 509 T Cilge

Section II: Associate Accepting Wire’

Associ uu e Name Phone and Fax # Unit Co#/CC# Date Time

Ao/ ISR e |336/857 | L4805 | 9132
(‘dllback chmrcd if Phone, Fax or Letter []Yes L] N/A |Name/Number of Person Contacted , Date/Time Approval (required)Market Approval iif sequired)
Callback Completed by:

Section I1k: Dom&stlc Payment Instructions

Amount of Wire Debit Account Type (circle one) Serial # (For lCA/GL') or Repetitive ID# Source XOTC

$ \-37 7 V2 o7, CHKG ( SAV.”/ ICA GL . { OFax [ Phone O Letter
Account 1o Debit State | Available Balance Account Title -

s 57 33957 Ted Mpraelin N
Overdraft Amount ()verdraft Approved’by (Name & Signature) Date _/ Wire Fee
$ — o~/ 508 $ A5
Section I'V: International Payment Instructions: [ Check here if funds must be sent in US Dollars . :
USD Amount of Wire Country Rate Foreign Currency Code Foreign Currency Amonst—"
Debit Account Type (circle one) Serial # (For ICA/GL) or Repetitive ID#  [FX Reference ID (If Appli Source aorc
CHKG SAV ICA GL ) O Fax [ Phone O Letter |
Account 1o Debit State | Available Balance Account Title o

‘ $ e

Overdraft Amoun Overdraft Approved by (Name & Signature) Date Wire Fee

Section V: Wire Information

Beneficiary Name Beneficiary Account # OR IBAN (if IBAN, no further Beneficiary Bank info'rmation is required)

Spell & iy /m/ar 7/;(57/ Aret S0/ - FORS

Beneficiary Address: Street City State Country Zip

Bcncﬁuian'.f%“ink Name BA # or SWIFT or National ID

T L _Darcen Chuase A//é’ //"/{AZ/J/K @m%ﬁ ORICEL0R S

Beneficiary Bank Addu s trect State Country

50/ N, Centra/ Aue Shoewk  Ba us e fsnmes

Addltl(‘lndl Instructions (Anemmn To, Phone Advise, Customer Reference, Contact Upon Arrival)

/)0

4 —
Aty Tedd LIS e £ ) 25 L (Al ouP\Ted Hiare,
'Send Thry/ Bank/IBK (if available) J # or SWIFT 6r National ID
Send Thru Bank Address  Street " City State Country Zip

Section VI: Customer Approval

T authorize Bank of America to transfer my funds as set forth in the instructions noted herem (including debnmg my account if applicable), and agree xhat such transfer of funds is subject 1o the Bank of Ametica standard
transfer agreement (seo reverse side) and applicable fees. If this is a foreign currency wire transfer, I accept the conversion rate provided in Section IV, or, if o rate is entered, the rate provided by Bardk of America at the
time the wire transfer is sent

Customer's Signature: M ///7257/1 //%éfM Date of Request: é- -/ ,7 - /Lq

Section VII: Wire. System Entry/V erification : ’ BAT Approval Authorization # (if applicable)

Wire Entered by: NamclS:enaturc (attach BFT screens prints) BFT System Time , |BFT chucnce #
peines T3 222 1 s )22 (A1 oS Ko j////;ée‘/t&‘-’ (225 | p (0806100 4573

Date of Entry and Verfication| Verified By (NW) (Print Verification Screen) BFT System Time
Print: Signature
Note: Purpose of Wire must be disclosed if sent to an OFAC blocked country - See OFAC in PRO
Q314 O237H 0S-2006  1aedsse White - Banking Center Copy Canary - Customer Copy - . R A 0000 5 4
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Unper SEcreTARY OF COUMERCE FOR INTELLECTUAL PROPEATY AND
DHRECTOR O THE UnTen STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

*700352576A%*

DECEMBER 10, 2007 *7003525768A"
PTAS

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION (NV)

c/0 JOHN PETER LEE LIMITED

830 LAS VEGAS BPULEVARD SOUTH

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

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

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

PLEASE REVIEW ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED ON THIS NOTICE. TIIE

INFORMATION CONTAINED ON THIS RECORDATION NOTICE REFLECTS THE DATA

PRESENT IN THE 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 5/1-272-3350.
PLEASE SEND REQUEST FOR CORRECTION TO: U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE,
MAIL STOP: ASSIGNMENT SERVICES 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 (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS) .

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

ASSIGNEE:
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION (HV)
B30 LAS VEGAS BOULEVARD SOUTH
C/0 JOHM PETER LEE LIMITED
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 85101

SERIAL NUMBER: 08513298 FILING DATE: 08/09/185%5
PATENT NUMBER: 5566073 ISSUE DATE: 10/15/1836
TITLE: PILOT AID USING SYNTHETIC REALITY

SERIAL NUMBER: (08587731 FILING DATE: 01/15/1996
PATENT NUMBER: 5504724 1SSUE DATE: 05/18/1993

TITLE: METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR REMOTELY PILOTING AN AIRCRAFT

P.0, Dux 1450, Alexandria, Vigins 225131480 - weWagrro.coy

R.A.000055

IM_SC2_1013



020218/0085 PAGE 2

SERIAL NUMEER: 09543252 FILING DATE: 04/05/2000
PATENT NUMBER: 6377436 ISSUE DATE: 04/23/2002
TITLE: MICROWAVE TRANSMISSION USING A LASER-GENERATED PLASMA BEAM WAVEGUIDE
SERIAT NUMBER: 09148045 FILING DATE: 08/03/1998
PATENT NUMBER: 59784B8 ISSUE DATE: 11/02/1099

TITLE: SIMULATEDR AM RARIO

THERESA FREDERICK, EXRMINER
ASSIGHMENT SERVICES BRANCH
PUBLIC RECORDS DIVISION

R.A.000056
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Dec 05 07 02:30p

700352576 - - e o o

nemammumm SI-EET

PATENTS LY

Ta the Dicectar of the US. Patent and Trademark Office: Pieazs recond fhe sttached documents or t new sddresales] balow,

1. Nama of conveying party(ies) Z Nama ard address of revelving party(ies)
e il G Naifne: Opfima Technilogy Coporplon 18)
nmwmﬂq intemat Address: codotm Pelerlssiioied
nena(s) of conveying stncnedz|Tves [ Jned
3 of conveyanye/Exscution s} Street Addrese; £30ias Vegas BoueviiBouth
Exscution Date(s) Decenbar 52007
[} Assignment ] stesger
Clsecutty Agreement  [] Ghange of Name | O Lasvemms
[ soint Research Agreement - State: Nowds
[[J Goveaunent interest Assignmerit i
] Exocaive Grder pe24, Confirmatory Lisgnee | COUTIYAASA. pEa
Otner \ddiiona -
4. Application or patent numberiey; C[mdeBWMWWamappﬁﬁﬁm
A. Patent Application No.(s) B. Patani Ha(s)
6,568.073
SRAT24
€.377,498
SBTAABE

Ackisonal taribers iathed? D'\’es Vi

5. Kame and address to whom comeepondence  |6. Total number of applications aod patents
mmmmmmuw Involved; 4

— 0
7. Total fee (37 CFR 1.21(H} & 3.41) Sasano 1 |8
[7] Authorized 1o s charged by credt cand

Dmummmﬁwm
UEmlosed

.
=)

&qummm‘ ‘:'f'.'v
A CreditCard Lesid Nwnbers 100 0.
Expiration Date &)

Deposit Account Number

Authorized User Name

= b vouarind (mkaling cover s bevt) slore e rted 5 [OTT) 375 S1M, o mebad o
Mt Stop Avsinasert Fecordabion Servicen, Directe of the USETD, PO ex 1450, Alpxanits, V.A. 33531450

R.A.000057
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UNDER SECRETARY OF COMMERGE FOR INTELLECTUAL PACREATY And
EXRECTOR OF THE UNTED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK Orrice

*700352578A*

DECEMBER 10, 2007 *700352678A"
PTAS

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY COBORATION (NV)

€C/0 JOEN PETER LEE LIMITED

$30 IAS VEGAS BPULEVARD SOUTH

LAS VEGAS, WEVADA 89101

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

THE ERCLOSED DOCUMENT HAS BEEN RECORDED BY THE ASSICGNMENT DIVISION OF
THE U.S, PATENT AND TRADEMERK OFFICE. A COMPLETE MICROFIIM COPY IS
AVATLABLE AT THE ASSIGNMENT SERRCH ROOM ON THE REEL.AND FRAME NUMBER
REFERENCED BELOW.

PLERSE REVIEW ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED ON THIS NOTICE. THE

INFORMATION CONTAINED ON THIS RECORDATION NOTICE REFLECTS THE DATA

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

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

CONTRCT THE EMPLOYEE WHOSE NAME APPEARS ON THIS NOTICE AT 571L=272-3350.
PLEASE SEND REQUEST FOR CORRECTION TO: U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE,
MAIL STOP: ASSIGNMENT SERVICES BRANCH, P.0Q. BOX 1450, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313,

RECORDATION DATE: 12/0%/2007 REEL/FRAME: (020218/0089
NUOMBER OF PAGES: &

BRILE: ASSIGHMENT OF ASSIGHNOR'S INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS) .

ASEICNOR:
MARGOLIM, JED BASED ON POWER OF DOC DATE: 12/05/2007
ATTORNEY PATED JULY 20,2004 TO:
OPTIMA TECHENOLOGY CORPORATION
(ca)

ASSIGNEE:
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATICN (NV)
830 LAS VEGAS BOULBVARD SOUTH
C/0 JOHN PETER LEE LIMITED
LRE VEGAS, MNEVADA BS1Q1

SERIAL NUMBER: 08513298 FILING DATE: 08/09/19%5
PATENT NUMBER: 5566073 ’ ISSUE DATE: 10/15/LS26
TITLE: PILOT AID USING SYNTHESTIC REALITY

F.0. Box 1489, Alexandria, Vimhla 22313-1450 - wwiruseTa gy

R.A.000058
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020218/008% PAGE 2

SERIAL
PATERT
TITLE:

SERIAL
PATENT
TITLE:

SERIAL
FATENT
TITLE:

NUMBER: 08587731 " FILING DATE: 01/19/199%

NUMBER: 5904724 . ISSUER DATE: 05/1B/1%99

METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR REMOTELY PILOTING AN AIRCRAFT

NUMBER: 09543252 FILING DATE: 04/05/2000

NUMBER: 6377436 ISSUE DATE: 04/23/2002

MICROWAVE TRANSMISSION USING A LASER-GENERATED PLASMA BEAM WAVEGUDIDE
NUMBER: 08148045 FILING DATE: 09/03/1998

NUMBER: 5278488 ) IS5UE DATE: 11/02/1989

SIMULATED AM RADIO

1
i

|

THERESA FREDERICK, EXAMINER
ASSIGNMENT gERVICES ERANCH

PUBLIC

RECORDS DIVISION

R.A.000059
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. 12/05/2007 0P
700352578

To the Direclor of the U.S. Pgtent snd Trademark Offis: Plaase record the sttached dotaments of e new addrasass) balow,

1. Name of convaying party{ies) 2. Name and address of receiving party(les)
Mmmmlamm 202004 Name: Optime Technology Comporsion W)
to: Opfiens Technalogy Corparation c&) Internal Addrass: ¢ls Joha Poterloslimisd
ramie{s) of conveying partylies) abached7LY [YesL_] Nol

a.mwmmm—— Street Address; .30 lse VegssBoglevandSouth
Execution Date{s) Decembar 52007
[£] Assignmant [ Menger
[Isecurity Agreement Damgaauqm City: Las Vopm
‘Dmmﬁwmmm State: Nevads
[ Government intersst Assignment i _—
(] execuive Order 9424, Confimatory License | Country: Ug:A, Zpeot
{4, Appiication oe patont nomber(s): Dmmsmwmwﬁ:amw
A. Patent Appiiation No.(g) B. Patant No (s

5556,073

50K, T24

BATT 456

578488

Adgional meters mtached? [Tves [Flna
5 Name and addwss to whom correspendence &Tﬂhlmnnheruupplinﬁmsaﬂpm
mmhgmdmdhmm Ievolvad: 4 e
- s 7.Totnlfes (37 CFR1.21(00) &3.41) $aumpo
14] Austhortzed to ba charged by eredit cara
] Authiorized to be cirged to deposit acoount
DEﬂm
3 None required (govemment interest not sffecting tic)
. Payraent information
e CreditCerd Lost4Numbers pss
BpratonDateoie .
. Depostt Account Number
Authorized User Name

32552007
Date
mmd‘mhﬂuﬁuw
sheet. altachnents, and docianents!

Rocimments i ba recorded fincheding covel shewl) Shookd ba fueed 1o E71] 2730143, orrmased W2
Iadl Stog Asalignamant Recocdution Sarvices, Dimebhr of ths ISFTO, P.0Box (450, Algugndrda, V.5, 223931550

R.A.000060
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020227/0287 PAGE 2

SERIAL NUMBER: 09543252 FILING DATE: 04/05/2000
FATENT NUMBER: 6377436 ISSUE DATE: 04/23/2002
TITLE: MICROWAVE TRANSMISSION USING A IASER-GENERATED PLASMA BEAM WAVEGUIDE
SERIAL NUMBER: 09148045 FILING DATE: 09/03/1988
PATENT NUMBER: 5278468 1I88UE DATE: 11/02/1489

TITLE: SIMULATED AM RADIO

MARCUS KIRK, EXAMINER
ASSIGNMENT SERVICES BRANCH
PUBLIC RECORDS DIVISION

R.A.000061
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020227/0287 PAGE 2

SERIAL NUMBER: 09543252 FILING DATE: 04/05/2000
PATENT NUMBER: 6377436 ISSUE DATE: 04/23/2002
PTITLE: MICROWAVE TRANSMISSION USING A LASER~GENERATED PLASMA BEAM WAVEGUIDE
SERIAL NUMBER: 05148045 FILING DATE: 09/03/1988
PATENT NUMBER: 5278488 ISSUE DATE: 11/02/18%9

TITLE: SIMULATED AM RADIO

MARCUS KIRK, EXAMINER
ASSIGNMENT SERVICES BRANCH
PUBLIC RECORDS DIVISION

I

R.A.000062
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Dee 08 o7 ;‘q};":'ag?;'-" u,._-:_,,;,...,n _ 12]07 !2007 BSB—B.L_—EﬁﬁG ." fiet j" f_P.._'z.
R 700352860

PATEJ.{E_QHLY
To the Direclor of the U5, Fabant and Tradesmark Offics: Plasée roced the attached documiants of e newr sddress(es) belon.
1. Name of conveying party(ies) 2. Nama snd address of receiving party(les)

Sl M Neane: Optiens Yoconology Coporafn (W)
Eased on Power of Attrmey giated July 20,2004
toc Opirna Technoiogy Corporaions

Application or patant number(s): Dmmmhmmmmamum
A, Paleint Application No.(s) B. Patent No.(s)
5.556.073
5,904.724
2377455
5975488

Additions! runbers atschiea? | |ves [FNe

memmmmm 6. Total number of appBsations and patznts
conceming docomant should be mailed: involved; 4

Nama: Opiima Techpology Cosporaion(NV)

7. Tofal fes (57 CFR {21(W} R 5.41) $10000
Internal Address, o jompetrtmetivied | [¥] Authortzed 1o be charped by crodit cand

[7] Authorized 1o be charged to depasit accoant
Street AddTess! 80 Les Vege Bovtovamisouts | [ Enclosed
] None required (goventment iterest not affesting tit)

Sttt Novad . Zipmoot a. Credit Card g4mﬂb§:m |

n—muumm ‘sheat showuld be Exxad te (5771) 273-0160, o maiid w0
k! Biog oenlgrersnt Racordstion Secvicss, Olractor of the LEPTO, PO .Bon 4450, mum

R.A.000063

JM_SC2 1021



P . 85B-625-2460 . ¢ - P4

United States Patent Office
Fax: 571-2173-0140 . ]

Subjech; Assignment of Patents
Diear Sir,

Reference 19 cur telephons conversation of today with Mr. Maurics please find herewith: the
informntion cover sheat and credit cand payment form and the power of attainey from: Mr. Jed
Margolin in Optima Technology Corporatian for four palents Numbers:

5,566,073
5504,724
6377436
5,578,488

to be assigned to Optima Technology Corparation & Nevada Comporation with tiw Addrecs:
Mr. John Peter Les Esq.

L=z Veges Boulevard South,

Las Vegas NV 89101

Thank you In advance for your eo-operation, please call 775-450-6833 if yid have any Guestion.

R.A.000064
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

UNIVERSAL AVIONICS SYSTEMS) No.CV 07-588-TUC-RCC
CORPORATION,
ORDER

Plaintiff,

VS.

e e i P g e

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

Defendants.

e et g

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY INC. a/k/a)

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP,INC.,)

a corporation, )
Counterclaimant,

vs.

UNIVERSAL AVIONICS SYSTEMS
CORPORATION, an Arizona corporation,)

Countercefendant,

OPTIMA TECENOLOGY INC. ak/z
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP,INC.,

Cross-Claimant,
Vs

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY
CORPORATION,

Cross-Defendant.

lase 4:07-cv-00588-RCC  Document 131 Filed 08/18/2008 Page 1 of 2
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23
24
25

27
28

This Court, having considered the Defendants® Application for Entry of befau]t
Judgment against Cross-Defendant Optima Technology Corporation, finds no just reason to
delay entry of final judgment.

Therefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

Final Judgment js entered against Cross-Defendants Optima Technology Corporation,
a California corporation, and Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, as
follows:

1. Optima Technology Corporation 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 (“the Power of Attomey™);

2. 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;

3. The USPTO 1is to camrect its records with resj:ect to any claim by Optima
Technology Corporation to the Patents and/or the Power of Attomey; and

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

5. There is 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.

~ ﬁe_/—.
LA Raner C. Collins
United States District Judge

B
ase 4:07-cv-00588-RCC  Document 131 Filed 08/18/2008 Page 2 of 2
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1 NOAS 2 CLERK OF THE COURT
REZA ZANDIAN
2 || 6, rue Bdouard Fournier
75116 Paris, France
3 §f Pro Per Appellant
4
| DISTRICT COURT
; 1 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
7 GHOLAMREZA ZANDMAN JAZI, also CASE NO.: A-11-635420.C
u known as REZA ZANDIAN, individuatly, DEPT, NO_: IV
8 Plaintit, ‘
9 q .v' B -
10§ RRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY, a
11] Nevada business eutity; JOHNSON SPRING
WATER COMPANY, LLC, formery knowa - -
12| asBIG SPRING RANCE, LLC, a Nevada 1
Limiied Liability bility Company, FRED SADR], =
13 Trustee of the Star Living Trust, RAY :
KOROGHLL, indivicully,sod ELIAS : _ ﬁ
14 | ABRISHAME, individy ]
15 Defcr:lanu. , -k
AND ALL RELATED COUNTERCLAIMS -
16} AND THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS ' .
17 || 133402207244 A
; NOTICE OF APPEAL ;
i8 Notice is hereby given that REZA ZANDIAN a member of the sbove named company,
19 boreby appeals to the Supreta Courtof Nevad from the Orderta Distributs Attornsy Fee and Costs
20 § Awards to Defendants cntered i this sction on the 15* day of F /%013.' ' f
2 DATED this [5™ day of March, 2013, .- 3,7 :
- (= |
2 BY: — :
. 5  REZA ZANDIAN ;
24 . 6, 1ue Edouard Fournicr :
) %5116 Paris, France
25 : ro Per Appellant
: 26| e e e R R R A A S _
27
28
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1 CERTYFICATE OF MAILING

2 1HMBYmmmm@ﬁm_dayomeh,zms,xmadampyuﬁhemana
3 § foregoing NOTICE OF APPEAL, upon the appropriate parties hereto, by enclosing it in 2 sealed
4 | envelope, deposited in the United States mail, upon whicl first class postage was fuily prepaid
5 | addressed to; . .
6

7

8

9

Stanley ‘W.ng. ‘
100 Mozth City Parkway, Ste. 1750
Las Vegas, Neyada 89106

Elias Abrishami
P.0. Box 10476
Beverly Hills, California 90213

10 || Ryan E. Jalmson, Esq.

Watson & Rounds

11 # 777 North Rainbow Blvd. Ste. 350
Las Vegas, Nevada 89107

-

N 3

-2
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CLOSED, STD

U.S. j)istrict Court
- DISTRICT OF ARIZONA (Tucson Division)
CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 4:07-cv-00588-RCC

. Universal Avionics Systems Corporation v. Optlma Date Filed: 11/09/2007
Technology Group, Inc. et al Date Terminated: 09/23/2008
Assigned to: Judge Raner C Collins Jury Demand: Both
Cause: No cause code entered Nature of Suit: 190 Contract: Other
Jurisdiction: Federal Question
Plaintiff
Universal Avmmps Systems represented by Allan Andrew Kassenoff
Corporation Greenberg Traurig LLP
- 200 Park Ave
New York, NY 10166
212-801-9200
Fax: 212-801-6400
Email: kassenoffa@gtlaw.com
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TQO BE NOTICED

Paul J Sutton

Greenberg Traurig LLP

200 Park Ave

New York, NY 10166
(212)801-9200

Fax: (212)801-6400

LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Scott Joseph Bornstein ,
Greenberg Traurig LLP

200 Park Ave

New York, NY 10166
212-301-2172

Fax: 212-224-6146

Email: bomsteins@gtlaw.com
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

E Jeffrey Walsh
Greenberg Traurig LLP
2375 E Camelback Rd
Ste 700

Phoenix, AZ 85016
602-445-8406

Fax: 602-445-8100

https://ecf.azd uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl7882725306796216-L_452_0-1 3/9/2011
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V.
Defendant

Optima Technology Group
Incorporated

Email: walsh} @g‘tla‘;v.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Robert A Mandel

Greenberg Traurig LLP

2375 E Camelback Rd

Ste 700

Phoenix, AZ 85016
602-445-8000

Fax: 602-445-8100

Email: mandelr@gtlaw.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

represented by Edward Mof_omjian » X

Udall Law Firm LLP

4801 E Broadway Blvd

Ste 400

Tucson, AZ 85711

520-623-4353

Fax: 520-792-3426

Email: emoomjian@udalllaw.com
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jeanna Chandler Nash

Udall Law Firm LLP

4801 E Broadway Blvd

Ste 400

Tucson, AZ 85711-3609
520-623-4353

Fax: 520-792-3426

Email: jnash@udalilaw.com
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jefirey Lynn Willis

Snell & Wilmer LLP

1 S Church Ave

Ste 1500

Tucson, AZ 85701-1612
520-882-1231

Fax: 520-884-1294

Email: jwillis@swlaw.com

Robert Alan Bernheim
Snell & Wilmer LLP
) I phln'ch Ave., Ste. 1500

https://ecf.azd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl7882725306796216-L._452_0-1 3/9/2011
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Tucson, AZ 85701-1612
520-882-1239

Fax: 520-884-1294

Email: rbernheim@swlaw.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Defendant

Optima Technology Corporation represented by Jeanna Chandler Nash
TERMINATED: 08/18/2008 (See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008

- Defendant

Robert Adams represented by Edward Moomjian , Il
TERMINATED: 04/09/2008 (See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008

: Jeanna Chandler Nash
i (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

Defendant

Jed Margolin represented by Edward Moomjian , X1
(See above for address)
TERMINATED: 03/03/2008
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jeanpa 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

Defendant

Optima Technology Corporation
TERMINATED: 08/18/2008

htps://ecf.azd. uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?882725306796216-L_452_0-1 3/972011 .
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Thirq}:’ Defendant
Joachim L Naimer
ThirdPam‘ Defendant

Unknown Naimer .. .
Named as Jane Doe Naimer

ThirdParty Defendant
Frank E Hummel

ThirdParty Defendant

Unknown Hummel
Named as Jane Doe Hummel

ThirdParty Plainti

Optima Technology Group
Incorporated

Cross Claimant

Optima Technology Group
Incorporated

V.
* Cross Defendant

Optima Technology Corporation
TERMINATED: 07/07/2008

Counter Claimant

Optima Technology Group
Incorporated

represented by Edward Moomjian , IT

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

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

represented by Edward Moomjian , IX

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

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

represented by Jeanna Chandler Nash

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

represented by Edward Moomjian , IT

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

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

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Hittps://ecf.azd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?882725306796216-L_452_0-1

3/9/2011
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V.
Counter Defendant

Universal Avionics System
- Corperation :

Counter Claimant

Optima Technology Group
Incorporated

Counter Claimant
Jed Margolin

P S it o

represented by Allan Andrew Kassenoff

(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

represented by Edward Moomjian , I

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

Jeanna Chandler Nash

(Sec 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

represented by Edward Moomjian , XI

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

© ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

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

https://ecf.azd.uscourt_s.guv/cgi-bin/DktRpt. pl?882725306796216-L_452_0-1°

R
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V.

Comnter Defendant

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

[

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

juo

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

(£

Summons Issued as to Jed Margolin. (GPA, ). *** IMPORTANT: You must
select "Document and stamps" or "Document and comuments™ on the print

screen in order for the court seal to appear on the summons you print,
(Entered: 11/15/2007)

11/15/2007

" fn

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 summaons you print.
(Entered: 11/15/2007) -

11/15/2007

e

Noﬁw re electronically sending a magistrate election form to filer by

https:/fecf.azd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt pl7882725306796216-1,_452_0-1 ' 3/9/2011
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Universal Avionics Systems Corporéfiori (GPA,) (Entered: 11/15/2007)

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

oo

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 12/18/07.(SSU, )
(Entered: 12/19/2007)

01/04/2008

MOTION for Admission Pro Hac Vice as to attémey Scott T Bornstein on
behalf of Universal Avionics Systems Corporation. (BAS, ) (Entered:
01/04/2008) : ’

01/04/2008

MOTION for Admission Pro Hac Vice as 1o 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 attomey 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
Bornstein. (BAS, ) (Entered: 01/04/2008)

01/04/2008

| PRO HAC VICE FEE PAID. § 100, receipt number PHX066315 as to Paul 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 @ 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, uscounrts.gov. (BAS, XThis 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, [nc., 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, Ine., 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

https://ecf.azd uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?882725306796216-L,_452_0-1 3/9/2011
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