


1 of the complaint herein. 

2 4. Defendants admit the allegation~of paragraph 4 

~ of the complaint herein. 
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5. Defendants are withou t sufficient information to 

form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in 

parag~aph 5 of the co~plaint ~nd, therefor.e, deny each ~nc every 

one of same. 

6. Defendants are without sufficient information to 

form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in 

paragraph 6 of the c omplaint and, therefore , deny each and every 

one of same. 

7. Defendants aemit the allegations of paragraph 7 

1~ o! the complaint herein. 
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8. Defendants admit the allegations of paragraph 8 

of the complaint herein. 

9. Defendants admit the allegations of paragraph 9 

of the complaint herein. 

10. Defendants admit the allegations of paragraph 10 

of the complaint herein. 

11. Defendants admit the allegations of paragraph 11 

of the complaint herein. 

12. Defendants admit the allegations of paragraph 12 

of the complaint herein. 

13. Defendants admit the allegations of pa=agraph 13 

of the complaint herein. 

14. Defendants admit the allegations of paragra?h 1( 

of the complaint herein. 

15. Defendants admit the allegations of parag=aph 15 

29 of the complain~ herein. 

~0 16. Defendants deny each and every one of the allegatic~s 
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7. On April 25, 19 72, United States Letters Patent 

3,659,285 issued to defendant Sanders Associat~s, Inc. as ~ssignee 

of Ralph B. Baer, William T. Rusch, and William L. Harrison for an 

invention in Television Gar..ing hpparatus and Method, and since that 

date defendant Sanders Associates, Inc. has been and still is 

the o~~er of those Letters Patent 3,659,285. 

8. By an agreement entered into between defendant 

Sanders Associates, Inc. a nd defend~t The Magnavox Conpany 

effective January 27, 1972, defend~nt The Magnavox Company has 

been and still is the exclusive licensee under said United States 

Letters Patent 3,659,284, 3,659,285, ar.d Re. 28,507. 

9. Plaintiff has been for a long t ime past and still is 

infringing, contributing to the infringemen t of, and incucing 

t he infringement of said United States Letters Patent 3,659,284, 

3, 659 ,285, ~r.d Re. 28,507, and will continue to do so unless 

enjoined by this Court . 

10. Plaintiff's infringements of said United States 

Letters Patent 3,659,284, 3,659,285, a ndRe. 28,507 were ane 

are willful a nd with full knowledge of said Letters Patent. 

11. Defendants have placed the notice prescribed at 

Title 35, United States Code, Section 287(a) on all gaming apparat~s 

manufactured and sold by the~ under said United States Letters 

Patent 3,659,284 and 3,659,285 and has given written notice to 

plaintiff of said infringement of said Letters Patent 3,659,28~ a~c 

3,659,285. 

WHEREFORE, defendants demand a preliminary ~nd fi~al 

in junction against continued infringement of said United States 

Letters Patent 3,659,285 andRe. 28,507 by plaintiff, an accountin9 

of the d~ages to defendants a nd the profits to plaintiff causec 

by said infringements, an assessment of three times the damages 
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1 and profits so determined, an a~ard of reasonable attorney fees, 

2 and an assessment of interests and costs against plaintiff. 
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Theodore W. Anderson and 
J~es T. Williams, both of 
NEUMI.N , ~ilLLIAMS, ANDERSON ' OLSON 

Curl E. Hoppe of 
ECi~OFF , nOPPE, SLICK, MlTCP.LLL 

' ANDERSON 

Attorneys for Defendants 

By ____________________________ ___ 
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• 1nited States District Co\ 
No •1ern District of Call.-Ornia 

Civil Action No. C 82 5270 TEH 

PROOF OF MAILING 

I, the undersigned, hereby declare this 24 day 

of January , 19~, at San Francisco, California, 

under penalty of perjury, that the following statements are 

true and correct: 

1. My business address is 225 Bush Street, 

San Francisco, California 94104. My mailing qddress is 

P.O. Box 7880, San Francisco, CA 94120. I am employed in 

the City and County of San Francisco, State of California, 

over the age of eighteen years, and I am not a party to the 

cause entitled upon the document hereinafter referred to. 

2. I served a copy of the annexed Plaintiffs' Proposed 

Form of Order on ~otion to Disqualify Defendant's Counsel; Notice 

of ~·1otion and Plaintiffs' Motion to Disqualify Defendant's Counsel; 

Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Motion to Disqualify Defendant's 
Counsel 
upon [each of] the following named attorney[s] in said action 

17 by deposit.ing on January 24, , 19 ~' kad true tor~) 

18 [copies] thereof in the United States mail at San Francisco, 
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California, said~~ [copies) being then and there 

enclosed in [~ sealed envelope[s] with the proper postage 

thereon prepaid. 

3. Said envelope[s) ~~] [were] addressed as follows : 
Flehr, Hohback, Test, Albritton and Herbert 
Al-do J. Test 
Thomas 0. Herbert 
Edward S. vlright 
Suite 3400, Four Embarcadero Center 
San Francisco, California 94111 
Wilson, Sonsini, Goodrich and Rosati 
Harry B. Bremond 
Michael A. Ladra 
Two Palo Alto Square 
Palo Alto, California 9430~~ 
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Sandra Covell 
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