
UNITED ST TES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERNIDISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

I I 

i I 
HAfK TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS, LLCI· ' 

I I 

i I 

Plaintiff. I! 
11 
:! 

v. ~ 

BERKS PACKING COMPANY, INC., 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

~~~~~~~~~~~~-+-~-) 

Case No'. 

COMPLAINT 

14 623, 

Plaintiff, Hawk Technology S~stems, LLC ("Hawk"), hereby sues Berks Packing 

Company, Inc. ("Berks Packing") and all~ges: 

NATU.tE OF THE ACTION 
!: 

I. This is a civil action f9r patent infringement of United States Patent No. 

RE43,462 ('462 Patent). The '462 Patent is a reissue of United States Patent No. 5,625,410 (the 
'· 

'410 Patent). The independent claims i~ the reissued '462 Patent are substantially identical to 

the corresponding claims in the original ·~ 10 Patent. 

2. The abstract for the '462 ~atent states: 

A PC-based system for moni toting and storing representative images from 
video cameras which may pe utilized for security or other monitoring 
applications. Camera inputs f]tom digital or analog sources are individually 
and independently digitized and displayed at a first set of image sizes, 
sampling rates, and frame i;ates, and may be stored in digital form on 
various recording media at a second set of image sizes, sampling rates, and 
frame rates, and these two !sets of sizes and rates may or may not be 
identical. Provisions are included for adding detection or alarm systems 
which will automatically alter,' image size, sampling rate and/or frame rate of 
an individual input source, o~ activate other physical responses. In addition 
to security system monitori~g, further applications of the invention are 
disclosed for process monit~ring in manufacturing environments and also 
for applications in videoconf¢rencing. 
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. PARTIES 

3. Hawk is a limited liability'company organized and existing under the laws of the 
' 

State of Florida and maintains its principal place of business at 2 South Biscayne Blvd., Suite 

3800, Miami, Florida 33131. 

4. Berks Packing is a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the state 

of Pennsylvania with its principal business address and registered agent address located at 319 

Bingaman Street, Reading, PA 19602. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

5. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1338(a), this Court has original jurisdiction 

over the subject matter of this action because this is an action arising under the Patent Laws of 

the United States, 35 U.S.C. § 1 et. seq. 

6. This court has personal jurisdiction over Berks Packing because Berks Packing 

(a) operates, conducts, engages in and/or or carries on a business in the State of Pennsylvania; (b) 

committed tortious acts within the State of Pennsylvania; and (c) is engaging in substantial and 

not isolated activity within the State of Pennsylvania. 

7. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391 and 1400(b), venue is proper in this district. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

8. Hawk Technology Systems was formed in 2012 to commercialize the inventions 

of its founder, Barry Schwab. 

9. Mr. Ken Washino and Mr. Schwab invented what is claimed by the '462 Patent. 

10. Mr. Washino and Mr. Schwab have collaborated on a number of other pioneering 

inventions resulting in patents in the areas of video archiving, video downloading and digital 

cinema. 
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11. Mr. Schwab also is a named inventor on more than thirty patents, ranging from 

consumer products to secure network computing. 

12. Hawk is the exclusive owner of all rights, title, and interest in the '462 Patent, 

including the right to exclude others and to enforce, sue and recover damages for past and future 

infringement thereof. 

13. Hawk became the owner of all rights, title, and interest in the '462 Patent by 

virtue of an assignment from Multi-Format, Inc., a New Jersey corporation ("MFI"). 

14. MFI obtained its rights, title, and interest in the '462 Patent by virtue of an 

assignment from Messrs. Washino and Schwab. 

Claim 1 Of The '462 Patent 

15. Claim I of the '462 patent states: 

A video storage and display system, comprising: 

one or more video cameras, each outputting a signal representative of a video image; 

means to receive the signals from each camera and digitally compress the images; 

two forms of high-capacity storage media, one being randomly searchable while the other 
continues to store the digitally compressed image; and 

a computer configured to receive the digitally compressed images, the computer 
being interfaced to the following devices: 

a display screen, 

means to receive externally derived operator commands, and 

the high-capacity storage media, and 

wherein the computer is programmed to perform the following functions: 

display the digitally compressed images from the cameras in different windows on the 
display screen, each window being associated with an update rate and dimensions in 
pixels, 

vary the spatial parameters and temporal parameters at which a particular image is 
updated in its window in accordance with one of the externally derived commands, 
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store the digitally compressed images in the high-capacity storage media, and 

vary the spatial parameters and temporal parameters at which a particular image is 
stored in accordance with one of the externally derived commands. 

('462 Patent, Col. 10, line 57 - Col. 11, line 20). 

Claim 12 Of The '462 Patent 

16. Claim 12 of the '462 patent states: 

The method of simultaneously displaying and storing multiple video images, comprising 

the steps of: 

receiving video images at a personal computer based system from one or more sources; 

digitizing any of the images not already in digital form using an analog-to-digital 

converter; 

displaying at least certain of the digitized images in separate windows on a personal 

computer based display device, using a first set of temporal and spatial parameters 
associated with each image in each window; 

converting one or more of the video source images into a data storage format using a 
second set of temporal and spatial parameters associated with each image; and 

simultaneously storing the converted images in a storage device. 

('462 Patent, Col. 11, line 62 - Col. 12, line 10). 

Claim 15 Of The '462 Patent 

17. Claim 15 of the '462 patent states: 

A video storage and display system, comprising: 

one or more video cameras, each outputting a signal representative of a video image; 

means to receive the signals from each camera and digitally compress the images; and 

a computer configured to receive the digitally compressed images, the computer being 
interfaced to the following devices: 

a display screen, 

means to receive externally derived operator commands including means for sensing 
a deviation from the normal-state image scene associated with at least one of the 
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video cameras, the existence of the deviation being used as the basis for generating an 
externally derived command, and 

a high-capacity storage medium, and 

programmed to perform the following functions: 

display the digitally compressed images from the cameras in different windows on the 

display screen, each window being associated with an update rate and dimensions in 
pixels, 

vary spatial parameters and temporal parameters at which a particular image is 
updated in its window in accordance with one of the externally derived commands, 

store the digitally compressed images in the high-capacity storage medium, and 

vary the spatial parameters and temporal parameters at which a particular image is 
stored in accordance with one of the externally derived commands. 

('462 Patent, Col. 12, line 15 - 45). 

18. Through the use of publically available information, Hawk has prepared a claim 

chart which explains how each limitation reads onto the system claimed by Claims 1 and 15 and 

the method claimed by Claim 12 of the '462 Patent. At least each of these three claims was 

infringed by Berks Packing. 

19. All conditions precedent to bringing this action have occurred or been waived. 

20. Hawk has retained counsel to represent it in this matter and is obligated to pay its 

counsel a reasonable fee for its services. 

21. Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 285, Hawk is entitled to recover its attorneys' fees. 

COUNT I: DIRECT INFRINGEMENT OF THE '462 PATENT 

22. The allegations contained in paragraphs 1-21 above are hereby re-alleged as if 

fully set forth herein. 

23. Without Hawk's authorization, Berks Packing used a video storage and display 

system and/or methods that infringed one or more of the claims in the '462 Patent. 
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24. Hawk has been damaged by Berks Packing's infringement. 

WHEREFORE, Hawk respectfully requests the Court: 

A. Enter a judgment finding that Berks Packing Company, Inc. has directly infringed 

the '462 Patent. 

B. Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 284, order Berks Packing Company, Inc. to pay damages 

adequate to compensate for the infringement, but in no event less than a reasonable royalty for 

the use made of the invention, together with interest and costs; 

C. Find this to be an exceptional case of patent infringement under 35 U.S.C. § 285 

and award reasonable attorneys' fees, costs, and expenses incurred by Plaintiffs in prosecuting 

this action; and 

D. Award such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

JURY TRIAL 

Plaintiff demands a trial by jury on all issues so triable. 

Dated: October 30, 2014 
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Respectfully submitted, 

By: ls/Christopher P. Fiore 
Christopher P. Fiore, Esquire 
Email: cfiore@fiorebarber.com 
Aman M. Barber, Ill, Esquire 
425 Main Street, Suite 200 
Harleysville, PA 19438 
Tel: (215) 256-0205 

Fax: (215) 256-9205 
Attorneysfor Plaintiff. 
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Case Stvle Case Number Jud!!e 
1. Avigilon Corp v. Hawk Technology 1:12-cv-23009-DMM DonaldM. 

Systems, LLC Middlebrooks 
2. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 1: 13-cv-20632-CMA Cecilia M. Altonaga 

Vicon Industries, Inc. 
3. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 1 :13-cv-22291-CMA Cecilia M. Altonaga 

BJ's Wholesale Club, Inc. 
4. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2:13-cv-00576-JRG Rodney Gilstrap 

The Container Store, Inc. 
5. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2: 13-cv-00579-JRG Rodney Gilstrap 

Boyd Gaming Corporation 
6. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2: 13-cv-00580-JRG Rodney Gilstrap 

Eldorado Resorts, LLC 
7. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2: 13-cv-00786-JRG Rodney Gilstrap 

Dillard's, Inc. 
8. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 1: 13-cv-24004-KMM K. Michael Moore 

University of Miami 
9. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 1: 13-cv-24005-PAS Patricia A. Seitz 

Brickell Financial Centre, LLC 
10. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 0:13-cv-62415-PAS Patricia A. Seitz 

Burlington Coat Factory Direct 
Corporation 

11. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 6:13-cv-01732-GAP-KRS Gregory A. Presnell 
Peabody Hotels, Ltd. et al 

12. Genetec Inc. v. Hawk Technology 1: 13-cv-24235-PAS Patricia A. Seitz 
Systems, LLC 

13. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2:13-cv-15234-BAF-RSW Bernard A. 
Fanuc Robotics Corporation Friedman 

14. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 0: 13-cv-62819-KMM K. Michael Moore 
Hollywood Beach Resort Rental 
Program, LLC 

15. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 1: 13-cv-07895-JBS-JS Jerome B. Simandle 
Saker Shoprite, Inc. 

16. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 6: 14-cv-0013 7-RBD-GJK Roy B. Dalton, Jr. 
Universal City Development Partners, 
LTD 

17. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 1: l 4-cv-00299-RM-KMT Raymond P. Moore 
Ritz-Carlton Hotel Company, LLC 

18. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 0: 14-cv-60164-WJZ K. Michael Moore 
Costco Wholesale Corporation 

19. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 1 :14-cv-20430-KMM K. Michael Moore 
NCL Corporation Ltd. 

20. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 3: 14-cv-00084-SLC Stephen 1. Crocker 
Woodman's Food Market, Inc. 
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21. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 1: 14-cv-00662 JohnZ. Lee 
Pacific Langham Chicago 

22. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 1: 14-cv-00976 JohnZ. Lee 
Loyola University of Chicago 

23. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2:14-cv-10782-PDB- Mark A. Randon 
Detroit Entertainment, LLC MAR 

24. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2: 14-cv-10860-GCS-DRG George Caram 
Old CF, Incorporated Steeh 

25. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2:14-cv-00185-JRG Rodney Gilstrap 
United Supermarkets LLC 

26. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2:14-cv-00216-JRG Rodney Gilstrap 
The Old Evangeline Downs, L.L.C. 

27. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 1 :14-cv-21081-KMM Judge K. Michael 
Columbia Sportswear USA Moore 
Corporation 

28. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 4: 14-cv-00839-MWB Matthew W. Brann 
The Pennsylvania State University 

29. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2:14-cv-01181-0DW-AS Judge Otis D. 
Macerich Management Company Wright, II 

30. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 4: 14-cv-12027-L VP-MJH Linda V. Parker 
Henry Ford Health System 

31. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 0:14-cv-61179-KMM K. Michael Moore 
Xtreme Indoor Karting, LLC 

32. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 8:14-cv-01626-MSS-TBM Mary S. Scriven 
Tampa Bay Downs, Inc. 

33. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2: 14-cv-03879-0DW-AS Otis D. Wright, II 
California Cinema Investments Inc. 

34. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 6: 14-cv-00800-GAP-GJK Gregory A. Presnell 
NCL Corporation Ltd. 

35. Milestone Systems, Inc. v. Hawk 1 :14-cv-22030-BB Beth Bloom 
Technology Systems, LLC 

36. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 3: 14-cv-00486-jdp James D. Peterson 
KwikTrip, Inc. 

37. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC vs. 1: 14-cv-05124 Andrea R. Wood 
Benedictine University 

38. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC vs. 1:14-cv-05531 Milton I. Shadur 
DePaul University 

39. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 6:14-cv-00341-RA W Ronald A. White 
Hideaway Restaurant, Inc. 

40. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2:14-cv-01135-JFC Joy Flowers Conti 
Caterpillar, Inc. 

41. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2: 14-cv-13267-SJM- Stephen J. Murphy, 
Taubman Centers, Inc. MKM III 
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42. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 2: 14-cv-00503-SPC-DNF Sheri Polster 
Chico's Fas, Inc. Chappell 

43. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 5:14-cv-25275 Irene C. Berger 
Justice Family Group, LLC 

44. Hawk Technology Systems, LLC v. 1: 14-cv-06986 Charles R. Norgle 
Gold Coast Group, LTD 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

-----------------------------------------------------------------)( 

HA WK TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS, LLC, 
Civil Action No. 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

BERKS PACKING COMPANY,INC, 

Defendant. 

-----------------------------------------------------------------)( 

NOTICE OF FILING RULE 7.1 DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, pursuant to Rule 7.1, Plaintiff does not have a parent 

corporation nor a publically held corporation that owns more than 10% of its stock. 

Respectfully submitted, 

FIORE & BARBER, LLC 

By: Isl Christopher P. Fiore 
Christopher P. Fiore, Esquire 
418 Main Street, Suite 100 
Harleysville, PA 19438 
Tel: (215) 256-0205 
Fax: (215) 256-9205 
Email: cfiore@fiorebarber.com 
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 

Case 5:14-cv-06237-EGS   Document 1   Filed 10/30/14   Page 10 of 13



"<!.JS 44 (R<-v. I li04) CIVIL COVER SHEET 
The JS 44 civil cover sheet_ and the infonnation contained_ her~in tJCithl.'T replace nor su~plcmcnt !he lilingand se11•ice of pleadings or other papers a.~ r~quired by law, excepi as provided 
by lo!=a_I rules of court. This form, approved by the Jud1c1al Conlercncc of the Umtcd States m September I 974, 1s required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpose of mitiating 
the civil docket sheet. (SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON THE REVERSE OF THE FORM.) 

I. (a) PLAINTIFFS DEFENDANTS 

HA WK TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS, LLC, BERKS PACKING COMPANY, INC., 

(b) County of Residence ofFirst Listed Plaintiff 

(c) Attorney's (Finn Name. Address. and Telephone N"~"""'--

Christopher P. Fiore, Esq. 425 Main Street, Suite 200 

(IN U.S. PLAINTIFF 

NOTE: IN LAND CONDEMNATION C 

LAND INVOLVED. 

meys (If Known) 

Harleysville, PA 19438 Tel: {215) 256-0205 Fax: (215) 256-920,----

I 

I 

If. BASIS OF JURISDICTION (Plm:e an "X" in One Box Only) III. CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIE&Ptace an --x" in one Box for Plaintiff 

0 l U.S. Govcmmenl ~cdcml Question 
Plaintiff v {U.S. Gov•'l'llment Not a Party) 

0 2 U.S. Government CJ 4 Diversity 
De~ndanl (lndicalc Citizenship of Partk .. in hem Ill) 

I V N TURE OF SU T . A I 1Place an ··x" in One Box Onlvl 
CON•uACT TORTS 

0 l I 0 Insurance P•:RSONAL INJURY PERSONAL INJURY 

0 120Marine 0 310 Airplane 0 362 Personal lnjmy • 
0 130 Miller Act 0 31 S Airplane Product Med. Malprnctice 
0 l 40 Negotiable Instrument tiability 0 365 Personal Injury · 
0 150 R•"COvery ofOvcll'llymcnl CJ 320 Assault, Libel & Product Liability 

& Enfurccnwnt of .Judgment Slander 0 368 Asbestos Pc,.sonal 
0 15 l Medicare Acl 0 330 Fedeml Employer.<' Injury Product 
0 152 Recovery ofDefaulted Liability Liability 

Student Loans Cl 340 Marine PERSONA I. PROPERTY 
(Exel. Veterans) 0 345 Marine l'roducl 0 370 Other fraud 

0 153 Recovery ofOvcq>eyment Liability 0 371 Truth in Lending 
ofVetemn+s Benefi1s 0 350 Motor Vehicle 0 380 Other Personal 

0 160 Stockholders' Suits CJ 355 Motor Vehicle Property Damage 
0 l 90 Other Contract Product Liabiliiy 0 385 Pro1Jerty Damage 
0 l 9S Contract Product Liability 0 360 Other Personal Product Liability 
0 I% Franchise lniurv 

REAL PROPERTY CIVIL RIGHTS PRISONER PETITIONS 
0 210 Land Condemnation CJ 441 Votins 0 S 10 Motions to V11ca1c 
0 220 Foreclosure 0 442 Employment Sentence 
0 230 Rent Lease & Ejccbnent 0 443 Mousinf!I' Habeas Corpus: 
0 240 Torts to Land Accommodations 0 5~0 General 

(For DiYersity Coses Only) 
l"ff' 

and One Box for Defondant) 
OEF PTF l>f:F 

Ciri?.cn of This Slate 0 I 0 I 111corpomtcd 11r Principal Place 0 4 0 4 
of Business Jn ·rhis State 

Citj7..c11 of Another State 0 2 0 2 Incorporated and Principal Pince 
of Business In Another State 

0 0 

0 3 0 3 Foreign Nation 0 6 0 6 

FORFEITURE/PENALTY BAN•rn• PT··~ OTHER STATUTES 

0 610 .'\gricullurc 0 422 Appeal 28 USC 158 CJ 400 State Reapportionment 
0 620 Other Food & Drug 0 423 Withdrawal 0 410 Antitrust 
CJ 625 Dmg Related Seizure ~28USCIS7 CJ 430 Bank$ and Banking 

of Propeny 2 I USC 881/ 0 450 Corrnner<:c 
0 uu p•·u· ·v UU~IUI :·s: 0 460 Deportation 630 Liquor Laws 
0 640 R.R. & Truck 

( 
0 820 ~opyrights 0 470 Racke1eer Influenced and 

0 650 Airline R•'gs. II S30 l>atent Comipt Organizations 
0 660 Oc•·upational 0 i l'rade111nrk 0 480 Constun•"r Credit 

Safety/rhialth 0 490 CableiSat TV 
0 6900ther 0 810 Selective Ser\'ice 

I • R I IAL "'E"1 lRf'T Y 0 850 Sc~ui'itics/CommoditJcs! 
0 710 Fair Lab<>r Standards 0 861 HIA (13951l) Exchange 

Act 0 862 Black Lung (923) 0 875 Cnstomer Challenge 
CJ 720 Labor/Mgmt. Relations. 0 863 D!WCIDIWW (405(g)) 12 use 3410 
0 730 Lnbor/Mgmt.Reportin11 0 864 SSID Title XVl 0 890 Other Statutory Actions 

& Disclosure Act 0 865 RSI (405(~\\ 0 891 Agricultural Acts 
0 740 Railway Labor Act FEDERAL TA.X SUITS 0 892 Economk Stabilization Act 
0 790 Other Labor Litigation 0 870 Tm<es (U.S. Plaintiff CJ 893 Environmental Mauers 
0 791 Empl. Rct Inc. 01' l>efondant) 0 S94 Energy Allocation Act 

Security Act 0 871 IRS· .. ··Third Party 0 895 Freedllm of lnfonnation 
26 lJSC7609 Act 

I 

0 24 5 Tort Product Liability CJ 444 Welfare 0 535 Death l'enalty 0 900Appeal of Fee Detcnnination 
0 290 All Orher Real Property 0 445 Amer. wJl)lsabilities - 0 540 Mandamus & Other 

Employment a 550 Civil Rights 
0 446 Amer. wlDisal>ilities • a 555 Prison Condition 0 

Other 
0 440 Other Civil Rights 

RIGIN I Place an ''X" in One Box Only) 

Original 
Proceed in 

O 2 0 3 0 4 0 5 Transferred from 0 6 Removed from Remand~-d from Reinstated or another district Multidistrict 
State Court A ·Hate Court Reo cncd s eci • Liti ation 

I. CAUSE OF ACTION 

VII. REQUESTED IN 
COMPLAINT: 

Cite the lLS. Civil St11tutt; µndcrdwbjch you~~ Jil (nll-10<9 11ot cite jurisditlional statutes unless diversitv): 
l"atent Laws ot tne unite :srates, j) U.:):l. s 1 ' 

Brief deserintion of cause: 
Patent lntringement 

CHECK IF THIS IS A Cl.ASS ACTION 
UNDER F.R.C.P. 23 

DEMANDS CHECK YES only if de 

JURY DEMAND: 

Under Equal Access 
to Justice 

950 Cons1itutionality of 
State Statutes 

07 
Appeal to District 
Judge from 
Magistrate 
Jud mem 

in complaint: 

ONo 

VIII. RELATED CASE(S) 
IFANY 

(S•'C instructions): 
JUDGE See Attachment DOCKET NUMBER See Attachment 

DATE 

10/2712014 
FOR FICE ust: ONL y 

RECEIPT Ii AMOUNT APPL YING ff[> JUDGE VlAG. JUDGE 

OCT 3 0 2014 

Case 5:14-cv-06237-EGS   Document 1   Filed 10/30/14   Page 11 of 13



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 14 623~ 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA- DESIGNATION FORM to be used by counsel to Indicate the categury ufthe ease fortbe purpose of 
assignment to appropriate calendar. 

Address of Plaintiff: 2 South Biscayne Blvd. Suite 3800, Miami, FL 33131 

Address of Defendant: 319 Bingaman Street, Reading, PA 19602 

Place of Accident, Incident or Transaction: All infringements occurred within this jurisdictional district 
(Use Revene Side For Addiliotml Space) 

Does this civil action involve a nongovernmental corporate party with any parent corporation and any publicly held corporation owning 10• more of its stock? 

(Attach two copies of the Disclosure Statement form in accordance wilh fcd.R.Civ.P. 7. Ha)) YcsD oil: 

Does this case involve multidistrict litigation possibilities'? 

RcL.ATBD CASI:,', IF ANY: 

Ci vii cases are deemed related when yes is answered to any of the following 

I. Is this case related to property included in an earlier numbered suit pending or within one year previously terminated action in this court? 

YesD NoiX 
2. Does this case involve the same issue of fact or grow out of the same transaction as a prior suit pending or within one year previously terminated 

action in this court'! 

YesD NolX 
3. Does this case involve the validity or infringement of a patent already in suit or any earlier numbered case pending or within one year previously 

terminated action in this court? YcsD Noa!. 

4. Is I.his case a second or successive habeas corpus, social security appeal, or prose civil rights case filed by the same individual'! 

YesD No©: 

CIVIL: (Place v in ONE CATEGOR y ONLY) 

A F edera/ Questfon Cases: B. Diwrsity Jurisdictio11 Cases: 

I. o .Indemnity Contract, Marine Contract, and All Other Contracts l. 0 Insurance Contract and Other Contracts 

2. o FELA 2. 0 Airplane Personal lnjury 

3. o Jones Act-Personal Injury 3. 0 Assault, Defamation 

~
Antitrust 

5 Pa nt 

. o or-Management Relations 

7. Civil Rights 

4. 0 Marine Personal Jnjury 

5. 0 Motor Vehicle Personal lnjury 

6. a Other Personal Injury (Please specify) 

7. 0 Products Liability 

8. o Habeas Corpus 8. 0 Products Liability - Asbestos 

9. o Securities Act(s) Cases 9. 0 All other Diversity Cases 

10. o Social Security Review Cases (Please specify) 

11. o All other Federal Question Cases 

(Please specity) ------------------

ARBITRATION CERTIFICATION 
(Check Appropriate Category) 

1, __ C_h_r_i_st_o_,p._h_e_r_P_._F_i_o_r_e _______ .. rounsel ofrccord do hereby certify: 

Cl Pursuant to Local Civil Rule 53.2, Section 3( c}(2), that to the best of my knowledge and belief, the damages recoverable in this ci vii action case exceed the sum of 
$150,000.00 exclusive ofinterest and costs; 

DA:E~e'/oi;Jan/;z;y damages is soul/- ---- ___ s_3_0_1_s ____ _ 

Attorney-at-Law Attorney l.D.# 

NOTE: A trial de novo will be a trial by jury only if there has been compliance with F.R.C.P. 38. 

1 certify that, to my knowledge, the within case ls not related lo any case now pending or within one year previously terminated action in this court 

except as noted above. 

DATE: 10 too /zn1~ 
A ttorney·at-Law Attorney l.D.# 

CIV. 609 (512012) 

OCT 3 0 2014 

Case 5:14-cv-06237-EGS   Document 1   Filed 10/30/14   Page 12 of 13



~ ~ IN THE UNITED STATES I>ISTRlCT COURT 
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~~ ' I 
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