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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

TODD E. SHATKIN, DDS ) Case No.: 07-CV-0332A(M)
SAMUEL SHATKIN, DDS, MD )
) AFFIDAVIT
Plaintiffs ) OF MATTHEW J. BECK
V. ) (1) IN SUPPORT OF
) PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION
ANDREW JAKSON ) TO COMPEL; (2) IN
IMTEC CORPORATION ) RESPONSE TO DENTAL
DENTAL TECH LABORATORIES, LLC ) TECH’S MOTION FOR A
and ) PROTECTIVE ORDER,;
F.ILR.S.T. LABORATORIES, LLC ) AND (3) IN OPPOSITION
) TO FOUNDATION
Defendants ) MILLINGS’ MOTION
) TO QUASH
STATE OF NEW YORK )
) SS:
COUNTY OF ERIE )

MATTHEW J. BECK, being duly sworn deposes and says:

1. | am an attorney at law and a partner at the firm Duke, Holzman, Yaeger
& Photiadis, LLP, attorneys for plaintiffs. | submit this Affidavit in further support of the
motion to compel/quash filed by plaintiffs and in specific response to the responsive
motion papers filed by counsel for Foundation Milling and counsel for Dental Tech and
Andrew Jakson. This Affidavit is also submitted in opposition to defendant Jakson and
Dental Tech’s motion seeking discovery protections.

A. Jakson, Dental Tech, Lighthouse Models and Their Banks — Production
Should Be Compelled Without The Requested Restrictions

2. In addition to the subpoenas served by plaintiffs which are attached to the
original moving papers of plaintiff Todd Shatkin, DDS, plaintiffs also served narrowly
tailored document demands and interrogatories on defendants Jakson and Dental Tech.

Attached hereto as Exhibit A are copies of those document demands and interrogatories.



Those document demands, interrogatories and plaintiffs’ subpoenas are the subject of
Jakson and Dental Tech’s motion seeking protections.

3. With respect to the documents and information requested of Jakson,
Dental Tech and Lighthouse Models in the subpoenas, interrogatories and document
demands, | believe that the defendants have now agreed that such information will be
produced in this litigation. (Jakson Subpoena Opp. MOL, pg. 1; Jakson Protective Order
MOL, pg. 4).

4, The issue then with respect to these defendants is the extent to which that
discovery can be shared with plaintiffs for purposes of litigation.

5. Shortly after plaintiffs’ discovery demands were served, counsel for
Dental Tech (Gregory Zini, Esq.) and myself agreed to extend our respective response
times to September 26, 2007. Mr. Zini expressed that he had confidentiality concerns
and/or issues with the documents that plaintiffs requested. It was suggested that he
propose a confidentiality agreement to be entered into by the parties. There was no
discussion of any “for attorneys’ eyes only” production at this time.

6. In response, Mr. Zini issued a draft Confidentiality Stipulation and Order.
This proposed Order contained extensive “for attorneys’ eyes only” language. (Zini Aff.
Ex. A).

7. I reviewed the same and asked Mr. Zini what information defendants
intended to designate as “for attorneys’ eyes only.” More specifically, the following

email messages were exchanged with Mr. Zini on or about September 12, 2007:

Greg,

In order to decide whether to agree to your proposed Confidentiality Stipulation, | need to
confirm that you do not intend to designate any information concerning the dentists identified on
the list at Exhibit A to my document demands as "For Attorney's Eyes Only." As to other
customers, | understand your point. Please advise.



[Mr. Zini responded]

There's no reason why the doctors should need to see the billing information--you, Greg,
and accountants can put together the picture without their input. We cannot make Dental Tech's
customer records available to Sam, for example, when he's running XL Dent (a direct competitor),
etc. If you cannot agree, please let me know and | will move for a protective order.

Greg,

What is the issue as to services provided to known dentists in the past (i.e. pre-
termination)?

[Mr. Zini responded]

The document requests seek not only information related to Dental Tech's MDI work, but
also information related to Dental Tech's other work. Inasmuch as that information will include
identity of customers, nature of work, volume, pricing, etc., it's protected as trade secrets.

Not that we're conceding that ANY of that is relevant--the Shatkins' have no right to be concerned
about Dental Tech's other product lines. But we are trying to fully respond to your requests.

On the flip side, why do Todd and Sam need to see this stuff? Isn't that what attorneys and experts
are for?

(Emphasis added).

8. Via this email and in conversations thereafter, | conveyed to counsel that
we will not agree to any “for attorneys’ eyes only” designation as relates to any work
performed for or solicited from the identified list of dentists/customers.

9. It is defendant Jakson and Dental Tech’s alleged competition for business
from these specific customers that precipitated and caused Todd Shatkin, DDS to
terminate the Licensing Agreement. For them to now try to limit plaintiffs’ audit with
respect to these customers on the basis of competition fears is absurd!

10. Documentation and testimony before the Court demonstrates that Jakson
and Dental Tech actively solicited work from the identified FIRST Lab customers. The
extensive solicitation package issued by Dental Tech is before the Court and
demonstrates, among other things, that: (1) Dental Tech issued blank lab scripts, mailing

labels and coupons for submission of work directly to Dental Tech; (2) undercut the



prices of FIRST Lab; and (3) represented certain representatives of Dental Tech who are
not licensed (upon information and belief) to be treatment planner(s) and implant
specialist(s). (T. Shatkin, 9/24/07 Dec., Ex. D). Surely, plaintiffs are entitled to
investigate the full extent of Jakson and Dental Tech’s efforts to divert business for their
own account. Such investigation will not only include a review of all of the documents
produced by defendants as relates to these identified customers, but will also include
contacting some or all of the identified dentists to determine the full extent of all work
solicited and performed by Dental Tech, Foundation Milling and/or Lighthouse Models
for these customers.

11. Per the Shatkins, these are customers that Todd Shatkin, DDS and/or
Samuel Shatkin, DDS, MD had direct personal contact with and consulted with.
Moreover, both Todd Shatkin, DDS and Samuel Shatkin, DDS, MD are fully familiar
with this sophisticated business and are in a better position to review the accuracy and
extent of the technical services Dental Tech provided for its own account to these specific
FIRST Lab customers.

12.  As | have repeatedly conveyed, in an effort to move the case forward that
plaintiffs are agreeable to designating information produced by Dental Tech and Jakson
as confidential. However, we will not agree to any designation of documents, testimony
or other information relating to identified FIRST Lab customers as “for attorneys’ eyes
only.” Our office and our clients are allowed to fully investigate and question the extent
and accuracy of the alleged diversion.

13. Defendants’ concern with the production of this information to plaintiffs

and now their sudden request for protection are telling.



14, Plaintiffs already have knowledge of the work Dental Tech performed for
the account of FIRST Lab through the date of termination (i.e. they were the
consulting/reviewing dentists and performed accounting functions for FIRST Lab). If
Jakson and Dental Tech did not divert business from the identified customers as alleged,
there would be no cause for concern (i.e. Dental Tech and Jakson would simply be
turning over information already known to the plaintiffs personally - - work performed
for the account of FIRST Lab).

15. To the contrary, Dental Tech and Jakson have fought for months to avoid
turning over this information and now seek to do so only if the parties who have personal
knowledge of the work performed for the account of FIRST Lab and personal
relationships with the identified customers are precluded from reviewing the same or
otherwise participating in a full investigation and audit of the circumstances.

16. Defendants’ request is unwarranted and is merely another attempt to
hinder and avoid the complete audit plaintiffs” have been requesting for approximately
eight (8) or more months (pre-termination and post-termination).

17. Moreover, as demonstrated in the October 15, 2007 Declaration of Todd
Shatkin, DDS concerning defendants’ request for protection of the identified list of
names and work performed for them is not a protected trade secret.

18.  Among other things, per other evidence and testimony before the Court:

a. Many of the dentist/customer names and relationships with
the dentists contained on the list were obtained through
Todd Shatkin, DDS and Samuel Shatkin, DDS, MD (T.

Shatkin Dec. { 11-12);

b. The dentist/customer names are available through sources
available to the public, including the internet; online and



hard copy telephone directories; and State licensing records
(T. Shatkin Dec.  6-8);

C. Imtec has posted the names of thousands of dentists
nationwide on its website and made the same available to
the general public (T. Shatkin Dec. § 10 & Ex. A); and

d. Foundation Milling (a company admittedly owned in part
by Jakson) has filed a copy of the customer list with this
Federal Court and made it a part of the docket available to
members of the general public. (J. Oppenhiemer Aff. Ex.
1; Docket # 21).

19.  Thus, the dentist/customer identities and information which Jakson seeks
to preclude plaintiffs from seeing or having, is not even entitled to trade secret protection
in the first place. Nor have the defendants proved that they are entitled to any proprietary
right in this information as of the date of the termination of the Licensing Agreement. Per
the terms of the parties’ agreements, FIRST Lab was to wind up its affairs upon the
termination of the Licensing Agreement. In default of the agreements, the defendants
have failed and refused to do so to date. That does not, however, automatically afford
them a proprietary right in the alleged customer list. The defendants have not established
that they have any right to continue using the information contained in this list post-
termination.

20.  Finally, as stated above counsel for Dental Tech and | exchanged emails
and at least one telephone conversation concerning discovery issues between the parties.

I also had 2-3 separate telephone conversations with counsel for Foundation Milling.
Each attorney indicated that they would not be producing the documentation requested by
plaintiffs unless the confidentiality issues now addressed in the various motions were

resolved as concerns their respective clients. Foundation Milling’s counsel also indicated

that he intended to file a motion to quash.



21. Thereafter, | was repeatedly out of the office moving my personal
residence. Upon my return, | received a call from Judge McCarthy’s Law Clerk
indicating that Mr. Zini had requested a telephone conference. During that call |
immediately agreed to participate in a telephone conference that Friday. | did not ignore
the Court’s messages as Mr. Zini states “upon information and belief.”

22. Given the multitude of discovery issues concerning documents and
information requested from parties and non-parties, and the time limits imposed by the
Fed. R. Civ. Proc., | also filed a motion to compel and quash prepared by our office. That
same day Foundation Milling filed a motion to quash the subpoenas served upon it and its
bank by plaintiffs.

23. Thereafter, | received a message indicating that the telephone conference
with the Court had been cancelled.

24. It is undisputed that in advance of filing plaintiffs’ motion to compel,
Dental Tech’s counsel and I discussed the outstanding confidentiality issues in a good
faith effort to resolve the same. Likewise, Foundation Milling’s counsel and | eventually
“agreed to disagree” as to whether the records of Foundation Milling are relevant and
discoverable. Finally, contrary to Mr. Zini’s statement Fed. R. Civ. Proc. 45(c)(3)(A)
does not state that a certification is required in advance of filing a motion to quash an
unduly burdensome and harassing subpoena requesting confidential bank account
records. Likewise, Local Rule 37 does not apply to motions to quash filed under Fed. R.
Civ. Proc. 45.

25. In any event, the central discovery/confidentiality issues in this case were

discussed among counsel with an eye towards resolution. Only after a retaliatory



subpoena was issued concerning the bank records of entities wholly unrelated to this
dispute (which did not come up whatsoever until after | issued subpoenas to Foundation
Milling, Lighthouse Models and their banks) did it become necessary to file a motion to
quash.

26. I requested a copy of Dental Tech’s subpoena from Mr. Zini (several days
after service) and he indicated that he was waiting to receive an affidavit of service
before sending me a copy. During that conversation we briefly discussed the subpoena.
Mr. Zini expressed that the subpoena was issued “because they believed that the Shatkins
had been diverting business to their other companies.” | responded stating “that’s a new
one” (meaning that this was now the defendants’ third or fourth after-the-fact position,
which is not asserted in the pleadings) and that I thought that the subpoena was harassing,
among other things. At the conclusion of this brief conversation, | again requested a
copy of the subpoena. Given Mr. Zini’s October 9, 2007 certification, this conversation
was obviously forgotten. | note that he did send me a copy of the subpoena pursuant to
my request shortly after this conversation.

217. Nevertheless, to the extent that the same is not already set forth and/or is
required, | hereby certify that good faith efforts were made to resolve the parties’
outstanding discovery disputes, which efforts were not fruitful.

28.  Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a copy of a revised Confidentiality

Stipulation and Order to which the plaintiffs are agreeable to provided that any and all

documents, information and testimony concerning or relating to the identified customers

of FIRST Lab is excluded therefrom under the terms set forth and not subject to any “for

attorneys’ eyes only” designation.




B. Foundation Milling and Its Bank — Production Of The Requested Documents
Should Be Compelled

29. Like Dental Tech, Jakson’s company (1/3 owner) Foundation Milling has
gone to great lengths to avoid allowing an audit of their records.

30. Foundation Milling does not dispute that it performed work for the
dentists identified on the list of FIRST Lab customers provided. The issue, however, is
whether that work was performed for the account of FIRST Lab, or whether it was done
for the account of Dental Tech and/or Foundation Milling. Note that Foundation Milling
completely glosses over whether it performed work for the identified dentists indirectly
for the account of Dental Tech (as opposed to FIRST Lab).

31. Foundation Millings’ records are extremely relevant to this issue as their
milling services would be needed for a significant portion of the work Shatkin alleges
Dental Tech diverted.

32.  Again, plaintiffs are agreeable to designating the information produced as
confidential. In addition, plaintiffs would be agreeable to a “for attorneys’ eyes only”

designation as to confidential information provided that any and all documents,

information and testimony concerning the identified customers of FIRST Lab is excluded

therefrom under the terms set forth and not subject to any “for attorneys’ eyes only”

designation. (Exhibit B).

33.  This adequately protects the concerns of Foundation Milling.

34.  Asto Jacob Oppenheimer’s allegation that Peter Wanat’s Affidavit
contains a false allegation ( 11), I submit to the Court that | personally sat down with
Wanat and drafted his Affidavit in his presence based on what he told me during that

conversation. | reviewed it with him 3-4 times and repeatedly told him that everything



stated must be truthful because this will be submitted to the Court and stated that he must
look it over closely. 1 also asked him to review the document himself and left the room
briefly so that he could do so.

35.  Jacob Oppenhiemer states that with respect to paragraph 11, Wanat told
him at a later date that “I never said that. | told the lawyer to take that out.”

36. The substance of Oppenhiemer’s statement is untrue.

37. First, Wanat did not tell me to take that statement out. The process of
preparing the Affidavit involved putting in what Wanat recollected and said, not the other
way around.

38.  Second, after Oppenhiemer made his improper early morning telephone
call to Wanat, Wanat called me to inform me that Jacob had called him. Wanat indicated
that Jacob was screaming at and threatening him and accused Wanat of making a false
statement in paragraph 11.

39. | specifically asked Wanat again if his statement in paragraph 11 (and all
other paragraphs) were true and accurate. He again affirmed that the statements were
accurate and again stated that he recalled seeing payments from FIRST Lab customers as
described. He also again stated that he recalled being told to and personally issuing
Foundation Milling and Dental Tech solicitations in cases being returned to FIRST Lab
customers.

40. Plaintiffs are simply seeking to conduct a full audit to determine the level
of alleged diversion by Jakson.

41.  Again, nowhere in their first or second set of Affidavits do Foundation
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Millings’ representatives deny that they performed work for FIRST Lab dentists. What
remains to be seen is whether all such work was performed for the account of FIRST
Lab, or the account of Dental Tech and/or Foundation Milling.

42. The documents requested are extremely relevant and production should be
compelled.

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs request that the Court compel complete responses to the
outstanding subpoenas issued by plaintiff; compel complete responses to the outstanding
document demands plaintiffs issued to Jakson and Dental Tech; quash the subpoena
issued to M&T Bank by defendant Jakson and/or Dental Tech; deny Foundation
Millings” motion to quash the subpoenas issued to it and its bank by plaintiffs; and deny

Jakson and Dental Tech’s motion for protections.

/s/ Matthew J. Beck
Matthew J. Beck

Sworn to before me this
12" day of October 2007

/s/ Barbara E. Meyer

Notary Public, State of New York
Qualified in Erie County

My Commission Expires January 20, 2010
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EXHIBIT A



DUKE, HOLZMAN, YAEGER & PHOTIADIS LLP
Gregory P. Photiadis, Esq. and

Matthew J. Beck, Esq.

1800 Main Place Tower

Buffalo, New York 14202

(716) 855-1111

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

TODD E. SHATKIN, DDS
SAMUEL SHATKIN, DDS, MD

Plaintiffs
V.

ANDREW JAKSON

IMTEC CORPORATION

DENTAL TECH LABORATORIES, LLC
and

F.IR.S.T. LABORATORIES, LLC

Case No.: 07-CV-0332A(Sr)

Defendants

L R T i S A T .

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR THE PRODUCTION
OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS TO DEFENDANTS
ANDREW JAKSON AND DENTAL TECH LABORATORIES, L1.C

Pursuant to Rules 26 and 34 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure ("FRCP"), plaintiffs
request defendants Andrew Jakson and Dental Tech Laboratories, LLC to serve a written
response and to produce and permit these plaintiffs to inspect and copy each of the documents
and things requested below, in accordance with the definitions and instructions that follow.
These plaintiffs further request that the production of documents take place at the offices of

DUKE, HOLZMAN, YAEGER & PHOTIADIS, LLP, 1800 Main Place Tower, Buffalo, New



York 14202, or such other agreed upon location, within thirty (30) days of the date of service of
these requests.

DEFINITIONS

1. The term "communication" means the transmittal of information (in the form of
facts, ideas, inquiries or otherwise), and encompasses every medium of information transmittal,
including but not limited to oral, written, graphic, and electronic communication.

2. "Discussion” means any assembly, congregation, encounter, meeting or
conversation between or among two or more individuals for any purpose, whether or not
planned, arranged, or scheduled in advance. "Discussion” includes, without limitation, all oral
communications, whether or not in person, by telephone (including voicemails and similar
recordings), or otherwise, and electronic communications (including emails) between two or
more individuals.

3. "Employee" means any director, trustee, officer, employee, servant or partner ofa
designated entity, whether active or retired, full-time or part-time, current or former, and
compensated or not.

4. "Representative" means any agent, consultant, expert, attorney, contractor or other
individual or entity engaged by the designated entity to perform some task or assignment for the
entity.

5. "Entity" means any corporation, company, partnership, proprietorship, joint
venture, trust, association or business, as well as any governmental unit.

0. "Tndividual" means a human being unless plaintiff cannot identify such individual

by name. In such case, "individual” shall mean the entity with which such individual was or is



employed, engaged or associated. "Individual” includes, without limitation, employees and
representatives.

7. "Person" means any natural person or entity, including but not limited to a group
of natural persons or entities.

8. The terms "document" or "documents" shall have the broadest meaning ascribed
to them by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 34(a). This shall include, without limitation, the
following items, whether printed or reproduced by any process, or written or produced by hand
or stored in computer memory, magnetic or hard disk or other data storage medium, and whether
or not claimed to be privileged, confidential or otherwise excludable from discovery, namely,
notes, letters, correspondence, communications, e-mails, telegrams, memoranda, summaries or
records of telephone conversations, summaries or records of personal conversations or meetings,
diaries, reports, laboratory and research reports and notebooks, recorded experiments, charts,
plans, drawings, diagrams, schematic diagrams, illustrations, product descriptions, product
analyses, requests for proposal, documents related to proposed or actual product improvements
or changes, users manuals or guides installation guides or manuals, technical descriptions or
specifications, product repair manuals or guides, photographs, video images, software flow
charts or descriptions or specifications, product functions descriptions or specifications, minutes
or records of meetings, summaries of interviews, reports or investigations, opinions or reports of
consultants, reports of patent searches, patent appraisals, opinions of counsel, agreements,
reports or summaries of negotiation, brochures, pamphlets, advertisements, circulars, trade
letters, press releases, drafts of documents and all other material fixed in a tangible or electronic
medium of whatever kind known to you or in your possession or control. A draft of nonidentical

copy is a separate document within the meaning of this term.



9. "Referring to," "relating to," "referring or relating to,” "related to" and “pertaining
to” include the following: making reference to, concerning, comprising, evidencing, alluding to,
responding to, connected with, commenting on, with respect to, about, regarding, resulting from,
embodying, explaining, supporting, discussing, shoWing, describing, reflecting, analyzing,
constituting, setting forth, in respect of or having any logical or factual connection with the
subject matter in question.

10.  "Refer to" and "relate to" include the following: pertain to, make reference to,
concern, comprise, evidence, allude to, respond to, connect with, comment on, respect, are about,
regard, result from, embody, explain, support, discuss, show, describe, reflect, analyze,
constitute, set forth, or have any logical or factual connection with the subject matter in question.

11.  The singular includes the plural and vice versa, any use of gender includes both
genders, and a verb tense includes all other verb tenses where the clear meaning is not distorted
by addition of another tense or tenses.

12.  The term "any" or "each" should be understood to include and encompass "all.”

13.  Whenever the conjunctive is used, it shall also be taken in the disjunctive, and
vice versa.

14.  "Jakson" means defendant Andrew Jaksomn.

15. "Dental Tech" means defendant Dental Tech Laboratories, LLC, any agents,
employees, members, officers or representatives thereof and any other person or entity who
purported or purports to act on behalf of Dental Tech.

16.  "FIRST" means F.LR.S.T. Laboratories, LLC.

17.  “Lighthouse” means Lighthouse Models, LLC, any agents, employees,



members, officers or representatives thereof and any other person or entity who purported or
purports to act on behalf of Lighthouse.

18.  “Foundation Milling” means Foundation Milling Centre, LLC, any
agents, employces, members, officers or representatives thereof and any other person or entity
who purported or purports to act on behalf of Foundation Milling.

19.  “Bison Dental Lab” means Bison Dental Lab, any agents, employees,
members, officers or representatives thereof and any other person or entity who purported or

purports to act on behalf of Bison Dental Lab.

INSTRUCTIONS
1. Documents to be produced include documents in your possession, custody, or
control wherever located.
2. To the extent defendants are aware of any document that would be responsive to

any of these Requests, but that is no longer in existence, identify such document and the
circumstances surrounding its destruction or loss.

3. To the extent defendants object to a Request because documents not yet in its
possession, custody or control would or might also be responsive to a particular Request (had
they been in defendants’ possession, custody or control), such Request should be construed as
calling for the current production of documents currently in defendants’ possession, custody or
control as well as the production of such additional documents once they come into defendants’
possession, custody or control.

4. To the extent two or more Requests may be construed as calling for the

production of the same identical document, or to the extent defendants would otherwise object to



any Request as being "repetitive, overlapping or duplicative,” or the like, defendants need only
produce a given (identical) document once.

5. Pursuant to Rule 34(b), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, you must produce entire
documents including attachments, enclosures, cover letters, memoranda, and appendices and the
documents requested herein must be produced as they are kept in the usual course of business
including with all staples and clips attached and with all associated file folders, dividers and file
labels, or must be organized and labeled to correspond to the document requests by number.

0. Pursuant to FRCP Rule 34(a), you must produce any data compilations from
which information can be obtained, including but not limited to deleted electronic mail messages
that can be recovered.

7. Pursuant to FRCP Rule 26(b)(5), if any document is withheld from production on
the basis of privilege, immunity or any similar claim, you must identify each such document by
specifying: (i) the name and title of the document's author(s); (ii) the name and title of the
person(s) to whom copies of the document were addressed; (ii1) the name and title of the
person(s) to whom copies of the document were sent; (iv) the dates on which the document was
written or otherwise produced, and the date on which it was mailed, sent, or otherwise delivered
to its addressee(s); (v) the number of pages; (vi) a brief description of the document’s nature and
subject matter; (vii) all grounds on which the document, or portion of the document, is being
withheld or redacted; and (viii) the present location of the document and all copies thereof. All
such documents and/or things shall be listed on a privilege log and the log shall be supplied at a
time and place to be agreed upon by counsel.

8. Any document bearing any marks that are not a part of the original text, or any

reproduction thereof, is to be considered a separate document for purposes of responding to the



following document requests. Moreover, if the documents are produced as they are kept in the
usual course of business, identical documents maintained in separate files must be produced.

9. Discovery requests are continuous in nature, and pursuant to FRCP 26(e),
defendants are under a duty to timely amend a prior response to a request for production if it
teams that the response is in some material respect incomplete or incorrect, or if any information
or documents are hereafter acquired.

10.  To the extent defendants object to any of the definitions or instructions set forth
herein as being inconsistent with any Federal Rule of Civil Procedure or the Local Rules of the
Court, state with specificity how defendants contend any such definition or instruction is

inconsistent with any such rule.

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

REQUEST NO. 1:

Produce all documents concerning, evidencing or relating to Jakson, Dental Tech, FIRST
Lab, and/or Imtec’s use of or sale of goods or services relating to the use of the technology
and/or procedure(s) described at United States Patent No. 7,108,511 from May 22, 2007 through
the present.

REQUEST NO. 2:
Produce all documents concerning, evidencing or relating to Jakson and/or Dental Tech’s

use of or sale of goods or services relating to the use of the technology and/or procedure(s)
described at United States Patent No. 7,108,511 from January 1, 2006 through May 22, 2007.

REQUEST NO. 3:

Produce all documents concerning, evidencing or relating to Jakson, Dental Tech, FIRST
Lab, and/or Imtec’s use of the service mark F.IR.S.T. from May 22, 2007 through the present.

REQUEST NO. 4:

Produce all documents, including but not limited to lab slips, invoices, purchase orders,
Worldwide Express shipping records and all other shipping records, billing records, scripts,
copies of checks, receipts, credit card authorizations, accounting records and records of accounts



receivable, relating to or evidencing all goods and services Dental Tech and/or Jakson provided
between January 1, 2006 and May 22, 2007.

REQUEST NO. 5:

Produce all correspondence, communications, emails, and other documents, including
attachments and enclosures, between: (1) any of the dentists identified at Exhibit A; and (2)
Dental Tech or Jakson, from January 1, 2006 through May 22, 2007

REQUEST NO. 6:

Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a copy of a solicitation or communication, with
enclosures, issued by Dental Tech and/or Jakson. Produce all lists, spreadsheets and other
documents identifying who Dental Tech and/or Jakson issued such solicitations or
communications to.

REQUEST NO. 7:

Produce copies of any and all mailings, brochures, price lists, shipping labels, lab slips,
coupons and solicitations (including correspondence and emails) Jakson and/or Dental Tech
issued to any of the dentists identified at Exhibit A between January 2001 and May 22, 2007,
along with all lists and other documents identifying which dentists were issued such mailings,
brochures, price lists, shipping labels, lab slips, coupons and solicitations (including
correspondence and emails).

REQUEST NO. 8:

Produce copies of all documents evidencing Jakson and/or Dental Tech’s provision of
goods or services to the dentists identified at Exhibit A prior to September 2003.

REQUEST NO. 9:

Produce copies of all documents evidencing or relating to goods or services Lighthouse,
Foundation Milling and/or Bison Dental Lab provided to the dentists identified at Exhibit A
between September 2003 and the present.

REQUEST NO. 10:

Produce copies of all correspondence, emails, agreements and communications between:
(1) Imtec Corporation and Jakson and/or Dental Tech; and (2) Ronald Bulard and Jakson and/or
Dental Tech from October 2006 to the present.

REQUEST NO. 11:

Produce a copy of the March 7, 2007 letter agreement between Imtec Corporation and
Jakson d/b/a Dental Tech Laboratories, LLC.



REQUEST NO. 12:

Produce all documents identifying funds received by Dental Tech and/or Jakson from any
of the dentists identified at Exhibit A (or entities they perform work for) between January 1,
2006 and May 22, 2007, including but not limited to the dates and amounts of all such payments.

REQUEST NO. 13:

Produce all documents establishing that F.ILR.S.T. Laboratories, LLC is or was a legal
division of Dental Tech Laboratories, LLC.

REQUEST NO. 14:

Produce all documents referenced in responding to plaintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories.

Dated: July 31, 2007
DUKE, HOLMAN, YAEGER

&P

w J. Beck Esq.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
1800 Main Place Tower
Buffalo, New York 14202
Tel.: (716) 855-1111

Fax: (716) 855-0327

TO:  Gregory Zini, Esq.
Damon & Morey
1000 Cathedral Place
298 Main Street
Buffalo New York 14202

CC: Jeffrey Stravino, Esq.
Hodgson Russ, LLP
One M&T Plaza, Suite 2000
Buffalo, New York 14203



DUKE, HOLZMAN, YAEGER & PHOTIADIS LLP
Gregory P. Photiadis, Esq. and

Matthew J. Beck, Esq.

1800 Main Place Tower

Buffalo, New York 14202

(716) 855-1111

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

TODD E. SHATKIN, DDS
SAMUEL SHATKIN, DDS, MD

Plaintiffs
V.

ANDREW JAKSON
IMTEC CORPORATION
DENTAL TECH LABORATORIES, LLC

and
FILR.S.T. LABORATORIES, L1L.C

Case No.: 07-CV-0332A(Sr)

Defendants

PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANTS
ANDREW JAKSON AND DENTAL TECH LABORATORIES, L1.C

Pursuant to Rules 26 and 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure ("FRCP"), plaintiffs
request defendants Andrew Jakson and Dental Tech Laboratories, LLC to serve written
responses to each of the plaintiffs’ Interrogatories under oath, in accordance with the definitions

and instructions that follow and within thirty (30) days of the date of service of these

Interrogatories.



DEFINITIONS

1. The term "communication” means the transmittal of information (in the form of
facts, ideas, inquiries or otherwise), and encompasses every medium of information transmittal,
including but not limited to oral, written, graphic, and electronic communication.

2, "Discussion” means any assembly, congregation, encounter, meeting or
conversation between or among two or more individuals for any purpose, whether or not
planned, arranged, or scheduled in advance. "Discussion” includes, without limitation, all oral
communications, whether or not in person, by telephone (including voicemails and similar
recordings), or otherwise, and electronic communications (including emails) between two or
more individuals.

3. "Employee" means any director, trustee, officer, employee, servant or partner of a
designated entity, whether active or retired, full-time or part-time, current or former, and

compensated or not.

4. "Representative” means any agent, consultant, expert, attorney, contractor or other
individual or entity engaged by the designated entity to perform some task or assignment for the
entity.

5. "Entity” means any corporation, company, partnership, proprietorship, joint
venture, trust, association or business, as well as any governmental unit.

0. "Individual" means a human being unless plaintiff cannot identify such individual
by name. In such case, "individual" shall mean the entity with which such individual was or is
employed, engaged or associated. “Individual” includes, without limitation, employees and

representatives.



7. "Person" means any natural person or entity, including but not limited to a group
of natural persons or entities.

8. The terms "document" or "documents" shall have the broadest meaning ascribed
to them by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 34(a). This shall include, without limitation, the
following items, whether printed or reproduced by any process, or written or produced by hand
or stored in computer memory, magnetic or hard disk or other data storage medium, and whether
or not claimed to be privileged, confidential or otherwise excludable from discovery, namely,
notes, letters, correspondence, communications, e-mails, telegrams, memoranda, summaries or
records of telephone conversations, summaries or records of personal conversations or meetings,
diaries, reports, laboratory and research reports and notebooks, recorded expenments, charts,
plans, drawings, diagrams, schematic diagrams, illustrations, product descriptions, product
analyses, requests for proposal, documents related to proposed or actual product improvements
or changes, users manuals or guides installation guides or manuals, technical descriptions or
specifications, product repair manuals or guides, photographs, video images, software flow
charts or descriptions or specifications, product functions descriptions or specifications, minutes
or records of meetings, summaries of interviews, repotts or investigations, opinions or reports of
consultants, reports of patent searches, patent appraisals, opinions of counsel, agreements,
reports or summaries of negotiation, brochures, pamphlets, advertisements, circulars, trade
letters, press releases, drafts of documents and all other material fixed in a tangible or electronic
medium of whatever kind known to you or in your possession or control. A draft of nonidentical
copy is a separate document within the meaning of this term.

0. "Referring to," "relating to," "referring or relating to,” "related to" and “pertaining

to” include the following: making reference to, concerning, comprising, evidencing, alluding to,



responding to, connected with, commenting on, with respect to, about, regarding, resulting from,
embodying, explaining, supporting, discussing, showing, describing, reflecting, analyzing,
constituting, setting forth, in respect of or having any logical or factual connection with the
subject matter in question.

10.  "Refer to" and "relate to" include the following: pertain to, make reference to,
concern, comprise, evidence, allude to, respond to, connect with, comment on, respect, are about,
regard, result from, embody, explain, support, discuss, show, describe, reflect, analyze,
constitute, set forth, or have any logical or factual connection with the subject matter in question.

11.  The singular includes the plural and vice versa, any use of gender includes both
genders, and a verb tense includes all other verb tenses where the clear meaning is not distorted
by addition of another tense or tenses.

12.  The term "any" or "each" should be understood to include and encompass "all."

13.  Whenever the conjunctive is used, it shall also be taken in the disjunctive, and
vice versa.

14.  "Jakson" means defendant Andrew Jakson.

15.  "Dental Tech" means defendant Dental Tech Laboratories, LLC, any agents,
employees, members, officers or representatives thereof and any other person or entity who
purported or purports to act on behalf of Dental Tech.

16. "FIRST" means F.LR.S.T. Laboratories, LLC.

17.  “Lighthouse” means Lighthouse Models, LLC, any agents, employees,
members, officers or representatives thereof and any other person or entity who purported or
purports to act on behalf of Lighthouse.

18.  “Foundation Milling” means Foundation Milling Centre, LLC, any



agents, employees, members, officers or representatives thereof and any other person or entity
who purported or purports to act on behalf of Foundation Milling.

19.  “Bison Dental Lab” means Bison Dental Lab, any agents, employees,
members, officers or representatives thereof and any other person or entity who purported or
purports to act on behalf of Bison Dental Lab.

INSTRUCTIONS

1. References to the singular shall include the plural and references to the plural
shall include the singular, as the context requires.

2. The words "and" and "or" shall be construed either disjunctively or conjunctively
as necessary to make the request inclusive rather than exclusive.

3. In responding to these Interrogatories, you are requested to furnish all information
in your possession, custody or control including all information in the possession, custody or
control of any person acting on your behalf.

4. Discovery requests are continuous in nature, and pursuant to FRCP 26(e),
defendants are under a duty to timely amend a prior response to a request for production if it
teams that the response is in some material respect incomplete or incorrect, or if any information
or documents are hereafter acquired.

5. To the extent defendants object to any of the definitions or instructions set forth
herein as being inconsistent with any Federal Rule of Civil Procedure or the Local Rules of the
Court, state with specificity how defendants contend any such definition or instruction is

inconsistent with any such rule.



INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

State whether Jakson, Dental Tech, FIRST Lab, or Imtec have made use of or sold goods
or services relating to or utilizing the technology and/or procedure described at United States
Patent No. 7,108,511 from May 22, 2007 through the present and identify all such cases by
customer and dentist name.

Response:

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

Identify all cases by customer and dentist name from January 1, 2006 through the present
wherein Jakson or Dental Tech made use of or sold goods or services relating to or utilizing the
technology and/or procedure described at United States Patent No. 7,108,511.

Response:

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

Identify any and all goods and services Dental Tech and/or Jakson provided to the
dentists identified at Exhibit A between January 1, 2006 and the present, including but not
limited to the dates thereof and the specific goods and services provided.

Response:

INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Identify all documents referenced in responding to, supporting your responses to or
relating to your responses to Interrogatory Nos. 1-3.

Response:



INTERROGATORY NO. 5:
Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a copy of a solicitation or communication, with
enclosures, issued by Dental Tech and/or Jakson. Identify all persons and entities who Dental

Tech and/or Jakson issued such solicitations or communications to.

Response:

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

Identify all goods or services Lighthouse, Foundation Milling and/or Bison Dental Lab
provided to the dentists identified at Exhibit A from January 1, 2006 to the present.

Response:

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:
Identify all funds received by Dental Tech and/or Jakson from the dentists identified at
Exhibit A (or entities they perform work for) between January 1, 2006 and May 22, 2007,

including but not limited to the dates and amounts of all such payments.

Response:

INTERROGATORY NO. 8:

Identify all documents referenced in responding to, supporting your response to or
relating to your response to Interrogatory No. 7.

Response:

INTERROGATORY NO. 9:

Identify all funds received by Lighthouse, Foundation Milling and Bison Dental Lab (and
all other entities which Dental Tech and/or Jakson hold an interest in) from the dentists identified
at Exhibit A (or entities they perform work for) between January 1, 2006 and May 22, 2007,
including but not limited to the dates and amounts of all such payments.

Response:



INTERROGATORY NO. 10:

Identify all documents referenced in responding to, supporting your responses to or
relating to your responses to Interrogatory No. 9.

Response:

INTERROGATORY NO. 11:

Identify all documents establishing that F.I.R.S.T. Laboratories, LLC is or was a legal
division of Dental Tech Laboratories, LLC.

Response:

Dated: July 31, 2007
DUKE, HOLMAN, YAEGER

& PHOTIADIS, LLP .
.
, fegor§ P. Photiadis, Esq.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
1800 Main Place Tower
Buffalo, New York 14202
Tel.: (716) 855-1111

Fax: (716) 855-0327

TO: Gregory Zini, Esq.
Damon & Morey
1000 Cathedral Place
298 Main Street
Buffalo New York 14202

CC:  Jeffrey C. Stravino, Esq.
Hodgson Russ LLP
140 Pearl St., Suite 100
Buffalo, New York 14203
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ‘ \ Qe \4 ED

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

TODD E, SHATKIN, et al,,

Plaintiffs,
v. _ Case No. 07-CV-0332(A)(M)
ANDREW JAKSON, et al,,

Defendants.

CONFIDENTIALITY STIPULATION AND ORDIER
Pursuant to Rule 26(¢) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the Court enters this

Confidentality Stipulation and Order upon the request of all of the parties hereto for the purpose
of assuring the confidentiality and protection of certain confidential and proprietary information
that may be disclosed by any party or by a third party to any party in the course of discovery in this
action.

1. As used in this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order, the term "Confidential
Information" inciudes any material or information that is disclosed by any party, or by a third party
to any party, in the course of discovery in this action that is deemed in good faith by the
disclosing party {or a party to this action if the disclosing party is 4 third party) to be confidential or
proprietary, and that has been designated as "Confidential" or "Attorney's Eyes Only"” in one or

more of the following ways:

- ---{Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]

(a) information set forth in an answer to a request for documents, a
subpoena, an interrogatofy or request for admission may be so designated by including a clear
statement in the answer that the answer is "Confidential" or "Attormey's Eyes Only";

(b} information contained in any document, summary or part thereof may
be so designated by making the word "Confidential” or "Attorney's Eyes Only" on the

document and all copies of it delivered to counsel for the receiving party, or by giving written



notice to counsel for the receiving party, describing the document or part thereof either

specifically or by category; and

...----{ Formatted: Bullets and Numbering |

(c) information contained in an answer to any question asked duting an
oral deposition may be designated "Confidential" or "Attorney's Eyes Only" by a statement
made on the record during the course of the deposition on the same day that the answer is given
or by a writing served by first class mail or overnight delivery within ten {10) business days
after the designating party receives the deposition transedpt.

(d) information contained in documents produced in response toa
subpoena duces tecum served upon a non-party to this action may be designated "Confidential"
or "Attorney's Eyes Only” by a patty to this action upon written notice to counsel for the
receiving party.

2. Confidential Information designated as "Confidential” that is disclosed by either
party or by # third party to any party during the course of discovery in this action:

(2) shall only be used by the parties to this action, their counsel, any
independent expert witnesses and advisors and consulting firms retained by a pacty to this action in
connection with the prosecution and defense of this action and for no other purpose;

(bI) shall not be published to the general public in any form by any party to this
action, their counsel, or any independent expert witnesses, advisors and consulting firms retained a
party to this action, nor used by any party to this action, their counsel, or any independent expect
witnesses, advisors and consulring firms retained by the receiving party for any business ot
commercial purpose; and

(¢} may be disclosed by counsel to the parties to this action only to the
following persons insofar as it is reasonably necessacy to the prosecution or defense of this

action:

______ { Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]

() attorneys of record for the parties to this action, including any



attorneys employed by a law firm of record that represents a party;

() secretarial, clerical and paralegal or smdent personnel

employed full-time or part-time by attorneys or a law firm that represents a party,
¢{ Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]

{iii) the receiving party or independent expert witnesses, advisors
and consulting firms retained by a party in connection with this action;
{iv) technical, secretaial, clerical or other personnel employed Rill-

time or part-time by independent expert witnesses, advisors and consulting firms of a party;

{v) court reporters or stenographers engaged to record deposition

.-{ Deleted: andq ]
testimony, and their employees;,
herero; and
{ Deleted: &) ]
{uilsuch other persons as may be authorized by agreement of the .2 Deleted: )

parties or by the Coust ulpon motion of any party pursuant to the provisions of Paragraph 6, below.
3. Confidential Information designated as "Attorney's Eyes Only" that is disclosed
by either party or by a thicd party to any party during the course of discovery in this action:

(2) shall be used only by counsel for the parties to this action, and any
independent expert witnesses, advisors and consulting firms retained by a party only for purposes
of this action;

(b) shall not be disclosed to the parties to this action themselves or to
their employees, officers or directors; and

(©) shall not be published to the general public in any form or used for any
business or commercial purposes by the any party to this action.

() shall be disclosed by counsel for 2 party to this action only to the
following persons insofar as it is reasonably necessary to the defense of this action:

{i) attorneys of record for a party to this action, including any



attorneys employed by a law firm of record that represents a party;

(ii) secretarial, clerical and paralegal or student personnel
employed fitll-time or part-time by attorneys or a law firm that represents a party;

(iif) independent expert witnesses, advisors and consulting
firms retained by a party in connection with this action;

(iv) technical, secretarial, clerical or other personnel
employed full-time or part-time by independent expert witnesses, advisors and consulting
fiems of a party;

(v) court reporters or stenographers engaged to record
deposition testimony, and their employees; and

(vi) such other persons as may be authorized by agreement of the
parties or by the Court upon motion of any party pursuant to the provisions of Paragraph 6 below.

4, The use of the designation "Attorney's Eyes Only" shall be made only upon a

good-faith assessment that the material covered by such designation represents confidential
commercial information of such a sensitive nature that its dissemination cannot adequately be

covered by the protections set forth in paragraph 2 above. The parties expressly agree that no

documents, information, testimony, records, and/or discovery responses (or portions thereof)

concerning or relating to any of the dentists/customers of FIRST Laboratories, LLC

specifically identified on the list attached hereto, including but not limited to documents,

information, testimony, records, and/or discovery responses concerning or relating to work

soligited from and/or performed (directly or indirectly) for such identified dentists/customers

will be designated “Attorney’s Eves Only” and hereby further apree that the same will be

subject to full disclogure,

5. Nothing.-in this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order shall preclude a disclosure of

information to any person who offered, prepared, previously had legal access to, was an addressee

P ‘{Deleted: -Section Break (Next Page)-]




of , received a copy of such information prior to the date of entry of this Stipulation and Order, or
participated in the creation, compilation ot production of such information,

6. In the event that any party desires that information designated as "Confidential” or
“Attorney's Eyes Only" be disclosed, communicated, discussed, or made available to any person
not otherwise authorized by this Confidentiality Stipulation and Oxder, the party wishing to
disclose, communicate, discuss, or make available such information must submit to counsel for the
designating party a written notice specifically identifying the information to be disclosed, and the
name, title, and business relationship of the persons to whom counsel wishes to make such
disclosure. Counsel for Fhe designating party shall have 15 days from the date of receipt of the
notification to object to the disclosure to any person identified therein. If counsel for the
designating party does not respond in writing to the written notice of disclosure within 15 days
after receipt thereof the persons named in the notice, subject to the terms and conditions of this
Confidentiality Stipnlation and Order, shall be entitled to receive the information specified in the
notice, but no other materials subject to this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order. If any counsel
for the designating party. responds and objects to the disclosure request, and the parties
subsequently are unable to agree on the terms and conditions of the requested disclosure, the party
seeking disclosure may file a motion or letter with the Coust, served on counsel for all other
parties, setting forth the basis for seeking such disclosure, in which case, the requested disclosure
shall only be made upon such terms as the Court shall provide.

7. A copy of this Confidentiality Stipulation 2nd Order, together with the

Acknowledgment agreeing to be bound by its terms in the form annexed hereto as Exhibit A,

disclosure of Confidential Information will be made. The provisions of this Confidentiality

Stipulation and Oxrder shall be binding upon each such person to whom disclosure is made.

{ Deleted: -Section Break (Next Page)-]

{ Deleted: be provided wich ]




Acknowledgment before any such person receives any Confidential Information.
8. Secondary documents, including but not limited to, notes, memoranda, analyses
and briefs that are prepared from any materials described herein that contain Confidential

Information shall be treated in the same fashion as the underlying materials.

‘_-,_.---{Formatted: Bullets and Numbering

9. If any party disputes the designation of information as "Confidential" or
"Attorney's Eyes Only," the party disputing the designation shall serve counsel for the
designating party a written notice specifically identifying the challenged designated and the
factual and legal basis for the challenge, Counsel for the designating party shall have 15 days
from the date of receipt of the notification to respond to the challenge. If counsel for the
designating party does not respond in writing to the written notice of challenge of designation,
then the party seeking to remove the designation may request relief from the Court upon notice to
counsel for all parties. Until the Court resolves the dispute, all materials designated as
"Confidential" or "Attorney's Eyes Only" shall be treated according to their designation. The
party in whose favor such application or motion is resclved by the Court may, in the Court's
discretion, be entitled to recover attorneys' fees and costs incurred in connection with such
application or motiorn.

10. The provisions of this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order shall not be
construed as preventing:

(2) any disclosure of Confidential Information by the parties designating
the information as such in any such other action; or

(%) any disclosure of Confidential Information to any judge, law clerk or
employee of this Court for purposes of this action.

11.  Before filing with the Court any pleading, motion, application, memorandum of
law, or other paper that in any manner quotes, paraphrases, attaches as an exhibit or otherwise

discloses information that has been designated by another party as Confidential Information, the



party that intends to file such pleading, motion, application, memorandum of law or other paper,
shall do so under seal or provide counsel for the designating party 15 days prior wrtten notice
specifically identifying the Confidential Information intended to be disclosed so that the
designating party may make a sealing application to the Court pursuant to Local Rule 5.4 if the

designating party deems that one is necessary. By way of this Oxder, the Court authorizes all

harties to file documents and other information desipnated as confidential and/or “Attorney’s

Eyes Only” pursuant hereto under seal.

12, The inadvertent production of information or documents by either party or by 2
third party to any party for inspeciion and copying shall not itself be deemed to waive any claim
of attorney-client privilege, or attorney work product protection that might exist with respect to
such document or other documents or communication, written or oral, including with limitation,
other communications refecred to in the documents or information produced.

13.  In the event any Confidential Information of a party or a third party is the subject a
subpoena or court order requiring its disclosure, the recipient of the subpoena or court order will
provide immediate notice to the disclosing party through its counsel. The recipient of the
subpoena or court order shall not object to the disclosing party’s appearance to protect its interest in
maintaining the information as confidential. The recipient of the subpoena or court order will not
respond to any such subpoena or court order until the disclosing party has a reasonable
opportunity to seek appropdiate relief from the Court, including but not limited to, 2 motion for a
protective order.

14.  Nothing in this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order shall preclude a party from

“Attornev’s Byes Only” information into evidence at

offering Confidential Information and/or
the trial of this action.
15.  Information received from persons or entities not a party to this action may be

designated as "Confidential” or "Attorney's Eyes Only" by a party to this action. Inadvertent



disclosure of any document or information shall not operate as a waiver of confidentiality, and any
party inadvertently d.iscllosing such information without first designating the information as
"Confidential" or "Attorney's Eyes Ounly" may do so upon learning of the disclosure. However,
any dissemination or disclosure of such later-designated information shall not be deemed a
violation of this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order until the information is designated as
"Confidential" or "Attorney's Eyes Oaly."

16. N othinlg in this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order shall be deemed to limit or
constitute a waiver of any Party's right to object to the production of any information on the basis
of privilege or for any other reason provided under applicable federal or state law.

17. All discovery materials, including, but not limited to, discovery material
desipnated as "Confidential" and/or "Attorney's Eyes Only" , and all copies thereof shall be
either destroyed or returned to the disclosing pasty or its counsel , per the disclosing party's
instrctions within, thirty (30) days of the conclusion of this litigation including any appeals.
Counsel for the receiving party discovery materials shall certify in writing to counsel for the
disclosing party that said discovery materials have been destroyed or retarned per the disclosing
party's instructions, or otherwise disposed of as ordered by the Court, within thirty (30) days of

the conclusion of this litigation including any appeals.




Dated: Buffalo, New York Dated: Buffalo, New York

October , 2007 October » 2007
William F. Savino, Esq. Gregory P. Photiadis, Esq.
Gregory Zini, Esq. Matthew J. Beck, Esq.
DAMON & MOREY ILLP DUKE, HOLZMAN, YAEGER & PHOTIADIS
1000 Cathedyal Place 1800 Main Place Tower Buffalo,
298 Main Street New York 14202
Buffalo, New York 14202 Telephone: 716-855-1111
Telephone: (716) 858-3750
\ Attorneys for Plaintiff’
Attorneys for Defendants TODD K SHATKINV and
ANDREW JAKSON and SAMUEL SHATKIN

DENTAL TECH LABORATORIES, INC.

Drated: Buffalo, New York

October 2007 Dated: Oklahoma City, Oklahoma

October , 2007

Jeffrey C. Stravino, Esg. William A. Johnson, Esq.

;igrll)SGtis'gi\TSEiItJes'lSOJ—aIP 140 Christa B. Richardson, Esq.
HARTZOG CONGER CASON NEVILLE, PC
Buffalo, New York 14202 )
Telenhone: 716-848-1394 201 Robert 8. Kerr Avenue, Suite 1600
L — * Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102
[ Attorneys for Defendants Telephone; 405-235-7000, ...
| FLRS.T.LABORATORIES, LLC .
Attorneys for Defendants
SO ORDERED: ' Dated: October 2007
Buffalo, New York
Hon. Jeterniah J. McCarthy, U.S5.M.J.
IMTEC CORPORATION

-#866258-
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

TODD E. SHATKIN, et al,

Plaintiffs,
v. ' Case No. 07-CV-0332(A)(Sp)
ANDREW JAKSON, et al,

Defendants.

AGREEMENT TO BE BOUND BY
CONFIDENTIALITY STIPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER

I, declare:

1. I am over the age of 18 years and have personal knowledge of the hereafter-stated

facts.

2. My address is

3. My present employer is

. and the address of my present employer is

4, My present occupation or job deseription is

5. I have received a copy of the Confidentiality Stipulation and Proposed Order
("Order") in this action.
6. I have carefully read and undesstand the provisions of the Order.

7. I hereby agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of this Order.

-

___,-{ Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]

‘[ Formatted: Bullets and Numbering ]



8. Durdng tlhc pendency and after final termination of this action and any related
proceedings, I will hold in confidence and not disclose to anyone not qualified under the Ordec
any "Confidential Information" {as such terms are defined in the Order) disclosed to me. I also
agree to be subject to the personal jurisdiction of the United States Distdct Court for the Western
District of New York with regard to any proceedings relating to the enforcement of the Order,

9. Iunderstand that any breach of this agreement may subject me to an action for
civil damages and other relief arising therefrom.

1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the foregoing is

true and correct and that this Declaration was executed on, 200__at
[Print Name]
[Signature]
41152045
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PRETERMINATION LIST OF FIRST LABORATORIES, LLC
"DENTISTS/CUSTOMERS TO BY SUPPLIED BY PLAINTIFFS AND ATTACHED
UPON APPROVAL OF ORDER BY COURT (NOTE — THIS WILL BE THE SAME

LIST ATTACHED AS AN EXHIBIT TO PLAINTIFFS’ QUTSTANDING
DISCOVERY DEMANDS TO DEFENDANTS JAKSON AND DENTAL TECH)



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

TODD E. SHATKIN, et al,
Plaintiffs,

v. Case No. 07-CV-0332(A) (M)

ANDREW JAKSON, et al,,

Defendants.

CONFIDENTIATLITY STIPULATION AND ORDER
Pursuant to Rule 26(c) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the Court enters this

Confidentiality Stipulation and Order upon the request of all of the parties hereto for the purpose
of assuring the confidentiality and protection of cettain confidential and proprietary information
that may be disclosed by any patty ot by a third party to any party in the course of discovery in this
action.

1. As used in this Confidentiality Stipulation and Otrder, the term "Confidential
Information" includes any material or information that is disclosed by any party, ot by a third party
to any party, in the course of discovery in this action that is deemed in good faith by the
disclosing party (or a party to this action if the disclosing party is a third party) to be confidential or
proprietary, and that has been designated as "Confidential" or "Attorney's Eyes Only" in one or
more of the following ways:

(a) information set forth in an answer to a request for documents, a
subpoena, an interrogatory or request for admission may be so designated by including a clear
statement in the answer that the answer is "Confidential” or "Attorney's Eyes Only";

(b) information contained in any document, summary or part thereof may
be so designated by making the word "Confidential" or "Attorney's Eyes Only" on the

document and all copies of it delivered to counsel for the recetving party, or by giving written



notice to counsel for the receiving party, describing the document ot part thereof either
specifically or by category; and

(c) information contained in an answer to any question asked during an
oral deposition may be designated "Confidential" or "Attorney's Eyes Only” by a statement
made on the record during the course of the deposition on the same day that the answer is given
ot by a writing setved by first class mail or overnight delivery within ten (10) business days
after the designating party receives the deposition transcript.

(d) information contained in documents produced in response to a
subpoena duces tecum served upon 2 non-patty to this action may be designated "Confidential"
or "Attorney's Ey‘es Only" by a patty to this action upon written notice to counsel for the
receiving party.

2. Confidential Information designated as "Confidential" that is disclosed by either
patty or by a third party to any party during the course of discovery in this action:

(a) shall only be used by the parties to this action, their counsel, any
independent expert witnesses and advisors and consulting firms retained by a party to this action in
connection with the prosecution and defense of this action and for no other purpose;

(b) shall not be published to the general public in any form by any party to this
action, their counsel, or any independent expert witnesses, advisors and consulting firms retained a
party to this actiorll, nor used by any party to this action, their counsel, or any independent expert
witnesses, advisors and consulting firms retained by the receiving party for any business ot
commercial purpose; and

() may be disclosed by counsel to the parties to this action only to the
following persons insofar as it is reasonably necessary to the prosecution or defense of this
acton:

(i) attorneys of record for the patties to this action, including any



attorneys employed by a law firm of record that represents a party;
| (i) secretarial, clerical and paralegal or student personnel

employed full-time or part-time by attorneys or a law firm that represents a party;

(iii) the receiving party or independent expert witnesses, advisors
and consulting fitms retained by a party in connection with this action;

(iv) technical, sectetarial, clerical or other personnel employed Rill-
time or part-time by independent expert witnesses, advisors and consulting firms of « party;

(v) court reporters or stenographers engaged to record deposition
testimony, and their employees;

(vi} the identified dentists /customers named on the list attached
hereto; and

(vii) such other persons as may be authorized by agreement of the
patties or by the Court upon motion of any party pursuant to the provisions of Paragraph 6, below.

3. Confidental Information designated as "Attorney's Eyes Only" that is disclosed

by either party ot by a third party to any party during the coutse of discovery in this action:

(a) shall be used only by counsel for the parties to this action, and any
independent expert witnesses, advisors and consulting firms retained by a party only for purposes
of this action;

(b) shall not be disclosed to the parties to this action themselves or to
theit employees, officets or directors; and

(c) shall not be published to the general public in any form or used for any
business ot commercial purposes by the any party to this action.

(d) shall be disclosed by counsel for a patty to this action only to the
following person.s insofar as it is reasonably necessary to the defense of this action:

(i) attorneys of record for a party to this action, including any



attorneys employed by a law firm of record that reptesents a party;

(i) secretarial, clerical and paralegal or student personnel
employed full-time or part-time by attorneys or a law firm that represents a party;

(il independent expett witnesses, advisors and consulting
firms retained by a patty in connection with this action; |

(iv) technical, secretaral, clerical or othet personnel
employed full-time or part-time by independent expert witnesses, advisors and consulting
firms of a party;

(v) court reporters ot stenographers engaged to record
deposition testimony, and their employees; and

{vi) such other persons as may be authorized by agreement of the
parties or by the Court upon motion of any party pursuant to the provisions of Paragraph 6 below.

4, The use of the designation "Attorney's Eyes Only" shall be made only upon a
good-faith assessment that the material covered by such designation represents confidential
commercial information of such a sensitive nature that its dissemination cannot adequately be
covered by the p‘rotections set forth in paragraph 2 above. The parties expressly agree that no
documents, information, testimony, records, and/or discovery responses (or portions thereof)
concerning or relating to any of the dentists/customers of FIRST Laboratories, LLC
specifically identified on the list attached hereto, including but not limited to documents,
information, testimony, records, and/or discovery responses concerning or relating to work
solicited from and/or performed (directly or indirectly) for such identified dentists/customers
will be designated “Attorney’s Eyes Only” and hereby further agree that the same will be
subject to full disclosure.
5. Nothing in this Confidentiality Stipulation and Otzder shall preclude a disclosure of

information to any person who offered, prepared, previously had legal access to, was an addressee



of , received a copy of such information ptior to the date of entry of this Stipulation and Order, or
participated in the creation, compilation ot production of such information.

6. In the event that any party desites that information designated as "Confidential" or
"Attorney's Eyes Only" be disclosed, communicated, discussed, or made available to any petson
not otherwise authotized by this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order, the party wishing to
disclose, communicate, discuss, or make available such information must submit to counsel for the
designating patty a written notice specifically identifying the information to be disclosed, and the
name, title, and b.usiness telationship of the petsons to whom counsel wishes to make such
disclosure. Counsel for the designating party shall have 15 days from the date of receipt of the
notification to object to the disclosure to any person identified therein. If counsel for the
designating party does not respond in writing to the written notice of disclosure within 15 days
after receipt thereof the persons named in the notice, subject to the terms and conditions of this
Confidentiality Stipulation and Otder, shall be entitled to receive the information specified in the
notice, but no other materials subject to this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order. If any counsel
for the designating party responds and objects to the disclosure request, and the parties
subsequently are unable to agree on the terms and conditions of the requested disclosure, the party
seeking disclosute may file 2 motion or letter with the Court, served on counsel for all other
parties, setting forth the basis for seeking such disclosure, in which case, the requested disclosure
shall only be made upon such terms as the Coutt shall provide.

7. A copy of this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order, together with the
Acknowledgment agreeing to be bound by its terms in the form annexed hereto as Exhibit A,
shall be delivered to each person within category 3 of paragraphs 2{c) and 3(d) above to whom
disclosure of Confidential Information will be made. The provisions of this Confidentiality
Stipulation and Otzder shall be binding upon each such person to whom disclosure is made.

Counsel for the non-disclosing party shall obtain and retain a signed copy of said



Acknowledgment before any such person receives any Confidential Information.

8. Secondary documents, including but not limited to, notes, memoranda, analyses
and briefs that are prepared from any matetials described herein that contain Confidential
Information shall be treated in the same fashion as the undetlying matetials.

9. If any party disputes the designation of information as "Confidential” or
"Attorney's Eyes Only," the party disputing the designation shall serve counsel for the
designating party a written notice specifically identifying the challenged designated and the
factual and legal basis for the challenge. Counsel for the designating party shall have 15 days
from the date of receipt of the notification to respond to the challenge. If counsel for the
designating party does not respond in writing to the written notice of challenge of designation,
then the party seeking to remove the designation may request relief from the Court upon notice to
counsel for all parties. Until the Court resolves the dispute, all materials designated as
"Confidential" or "Attotney's Eyes Only" shall be treated according to their designation. The
party in whose favor such application or motion is resolved by the Court may, in the Court's
discretion, be entitled to recover attorneys' fees and costs incurred in connection with such
application or motion.

10. The provisions of this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order shall not be
construed as preventing:

(a) any disclosure of Confidential Information by the parties designating
the information as such in any such other action; or

{(b) any disclosute of Confidential Information to any judge, law clerk or
employee of this Cout for putposes of this action.

11. Before filing with the Coutt any pleading, motion, application, memorandum of
law, ot other paper that in any manner quotes, paraphrases, attaches as an exhibit or otherwise

discloses information that has been designated by anothet patty as Confidential Information, the




party that intends to file such pleading, motion, application, memorandum of law or other papet,
shall do so under seal or provide counsel for the designating party 15 days prior written notice
specifically identifying the Confidential Information intended to be disclosed so that the
designating party may make a sealing application to the Court pursuant to Local Rule 5.4 if the
designating party' deems that one is necessaty. By way of this Order, the Court authorizes all
patties to file documents and othet information designated as confidential and/or “Attorney’s
Eyes Only” pursuant hereto under seal.

12, The inadvertent production of information or documents by either party or by a
third party to any party for inspection and copying shall not itself be deemed to waive any claim
of attorney-client privilege, or attorney work product protection that might exist with respect to
such document or othet documents or communication, written or otal, including with limitation,
other communications referred to in the documents or information produced.

13.  In the event any Confidential Information of a party or a third party is the subject 2
subpoena ot com;t order requiring its disclosure, the recipient of the subpoena or court order will
provide immediate notice to the disclosing party through its counsel. The recipient of the
subpoena or court order shall not object to the disclosing party's appearance to protect its interest in
maintaining the information as confidential. The recipient of the subpoena or court order will not
respond to any stich subpoena or court order until the disclosing party has a reasonable
oppottunity to seek appropriate relief from the Coutt, including but not limited to, 2 motion fot 2
protective order.

14.  Nothing in this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order shall preclude a party from
offering Confidential Information and/or “Attorney’s Eyes Only” information into evidence at
the trial of this action.

15.  Information received from petsons ot entities not a party to this action may be

designated as "Confidential" or "Attotney's Eyes Only" by a party to this action. Inadvertent



disclosure of any document or information shall not operate as a waiver of confidentiality, and any
party inadvertently disclosing such information without first ciesignau'ng the information as
"Confidential" or "Attorney's Eyes Only" may do so upon learning of the disclosure. However,
any dissemination or disclosure of such later-designated information shall not be deemed a
viclation of this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order until the information is designated as
"Confidential" or "Attorney's Eyes Only."

16. Nothing in this Confidentiality Stipulation and Order shall be deemed to limit or
constitute a waiver of any Party's right to object to the production of any information on the basis
of privilege or for any other reason provided under applicable federal or state law.

17. All discovery materials, including, but not limited to, discovery material
designated as "Confidential" and/or "Attorney's Eyes Only" , and all copies thereof shall be
either destroyed o returned to the disclosing patty ot its counsel , per the disclosing party's
instructions within, thirty (30) days of the conclusion of this litigation including any appeals.
Counsel for the receiving party discovery materials shall certify in writing to counsel for the
disclosing party t.hat said discovery materials have been destroyed or returned per the disclosing
party's instructions, or otherwise disposed of as ordered by the Court, within thirty (30} days of

the conclusion of this litigation including any appeals.



Dated: Buffalo, New York
October 2007

William F. Savino, Esq.
Gregory Zini, Esq.
DAMON & MOREY LLP
1000 Cathedral Place

298 Main Street

Buffalo, New York 14202
Telephone: (716) 858-3750

Attorneys for Defendants

ANDREW JAKSON and
DENTAL TECH LABORATORIES, INC.

Dated: Buffalo, New Yotk
October 2007

Jeffrey C. Stravino, Esq.
HODGSON RUSSLLP 140
Pearl Street Suite 100
Buffalo, New York 14202
Telephone: 716-848-1394

Dated: Buffalo, New York
October , 2007

Gregory P. Photiadis, Esq.

Matthew J. Beck, Esq.

DUKE, HOLZMAN, YAEGER & PHOTIADIS
1800 Main Place Tower Buffalo,
New York 14202

Telephone: 716-855-1111

Attorneys for Plaintiff
TODD K SHATKIN and
SAMUEL SHATKIN

Dated: Oklahoma City, Oklahoma
Qctober , 2007

William A, Johnson, Esq.

Christa B. Richardson, Esq.

HARTZOG CONGER CASON NEVILLE, PC
201 Robert S. Kerr Avenue, Suite 1600
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102

Telephone: 405-235-7000

Attorneys for Defendants
F.I R.S.T. LABORATORIES, LLC
Attorneys for Defendants
SO ORDERED: Dated: October 2007

Hon. Jetemiah J. McCarthy, U.S.M.J.

Buffalo, New York

#866258-

IMTEC CORPORATION
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

TODD E. SHATKIN, e a,
Plaintiffs,

. | Case No. 07-CV-0332(A)(St)

ANDREW JAKSON, et al.,

Defendants.

"AGREEMENT TO BE BOUND BY
CONFIDENTIALITY STTPULATION AND PROPOSED ORDER

I declare:
1. I am over the age of 18 years and have personal knowledge of the hereafter-stated

facts.

2. My address is

3. My present employer is

. and the address of my present employet is

4. My present occupation or job description is

5. T have received a copy of the Confidentiality Stipulation and Proposed Order

("Order") in this action.
6. I have carefully read and understand the provisions of the Order.

7. I hereby agtee to be bound by the terms and conditions of this Order.



8. Duting the pendency and after final tetmination of this action and any related
proceedings, I will hold in confidence and not disclose to anyone not qualified under the Order
any "Confidential Information" (as such terms are defined in the Order) disclosed to me. I also
agree to be subject to the personal jurisdiction of the United States District Court for the Westetn
District of New York with regard to any proceedings relating to the enforcement of the Order.

9.  Iunderstand that any breach of this agreement may subject me to an action for
civil damages and other relief arising therefrom.

I declare under penalty of petjury under the laws of the United States that the foregoing is

true and correct and that this Declaration was executed on _ 200__ at
[Print Name]
[Signature]
41152045
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PRETERMINATION LIST OF FIRST LABORATORIES, LLC
DENTISTS/CUSTOMERS TO BY SUPPLIED BY PLAINTIFFS AND ATTACHED
UPON APPROVAL OF ORDER BY COURT (NOTE - THIS WILL BE THE SAME

LIST ATTACHED AS AN EXHIBIT TO PLAINTIFFS’ OUTSTANDING
DISCOVERY DEMANDS TO DEFENDANTS JAKSON AND DENTAL TECH)



DUKE, HOLZMAN, YAEGER & PHOTIADIS LLP
Gregory P. Photiadis, Esg. and

Matthew J. Beck, Esq.

1800 Main Place Tower

Buffalo, New York 14202

(716) 855-1111

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

TODD E. SHATKIN, DDS
SAMUEL SHATKIN, DDS, MD

Plaintiffs
V.

ANDREW JAKSON

IMTEC CORPORATION

DENTAL TECH LABORATORIES, LLC
and

F.I.RS.T. LABORATORIES, LLC

Case No.: 07-CV-0332A(M)

Defendants

S N N N N N N N N N N N N N

PLAINTIFFS® MEMORANDUM OF LAW: (1) IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO COMPEL/QUASH; AND (2) IN OPPOSITION TO
DEFENDANT JAKSON AND DENTAL TECH’S MOTION FOR PROTECTIONS

The central issue in this case concerns Todd Shatkin, DDS’s termination of the
Licensing Agreement principally as a result of alleged diversion and unauthorized
practice of dentistry by defendant Jakson and Dental Tech, along with defendant Imtec’s
direction to ignore and condone the same. In connection with their discovery demands
and subpoenas, plaintiffs listed known pre-termination dentists/customers of FIRST Lab
and asked for specific documents and information relating to those customers in an effort
to investigate and audit the full extent of the alleged wrongful conduct.

The defendants have now agreed that the information requested in the document

demands, interrogatories and subpoenas to Jakson, Dental Tech and Lighthouse Models



will be produced in this litigation. (Jakson Subpoena Opp. MOL, pg. 1; Jakson Protective
Order MOL, pg. 4). However, the defendants seek to limit substantially all of that
production to “attorney’s eyes only” and have refused to exclude from that designation
any and all documents, testimony and other information concerning or relating to work
solicited from and/or performed for the identified FIRST Lab customers. In other words
the defendants refuse to allow the plaintiffs to participate in the investigation of the
alleged diversion and seek to limit their ability to confront their accusers.

Ironically, Jakson and Dental Tech state competition fears as the basis for their
refusal. This basis is ironic because it was Jakson and Dental Tech’s competition and
alleged diversion using this information that led to the termination of the Licensing
Agreement and this litigation in the first place.

Moreover, such fears are unfounded because these identified customers are
already known to plaintiffs and had repeated personal contact with the Shatkins. Plaintiffs
are fully familiar with the type of work needed by these customers (which they personally
worked with for several years) and the prices charged by Dental Tech (which are
expressly stated on the Dental Tech solicitation package sent to FIRST Lab customers
and generally standard in the industry). If Jakson and Dental Tech did not divert work
for their own account as alleged (as they contend), the records and information requested
without an “attorney’s eyes only” designation should simply reflect solicitations for and
work performed for the identified dentists under the account of FIRST Lab, which work
plaintiffs would already have knowledge of given that they were the reviewing/consulting

dentists and accounting personnel for FIRST Lab up to the date of termination.



In reality, Jakson and Dental Tech have refused to allow production of this
information without an “attorney’s eyes only” designation because they want to prevent
the persons with personal knowledge of work performed for the account of FIRST Lab
from participating in a full comparative investigation of their conduct and prevent them
from discussing the full extent of the services solicited and provided by Jakson and
Dental Tech with identified customers whom the Shatkins have a personal relationship
with. The relief requested by defendants attempts to severely handicap plaintiffs’
investigation of the circumstances (which is the sole reason defendants are requesting

such relief).

1. The Standard Which Must Be Met By Defendants

The standard pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. Proc. 26(c) in seeking a protective order
states that: “the moving party is required to establish good cause by a “particular and
specific demonstration of fact, as distinguished from stereotyped and conclusory

statements.”” The Bank of New York v. Meridien Biao Bank Tanzania Limited, 171

F.R.D. 135, 143 (S.D.N.Y. 1997) (internal citations omitted). Although certain
information may traditionally fall into categories warranting protection, whether it
actually merits protection in the particular case depends upon four factors:

the extent to which information is known outside the business;

the extent to which information is known to those inside the business;

the measures taken to guard the secrecy of the information; and
the value of the information to the business and its competitors.

Awnh e

1d. (citing Sullivan Marketing, Inc. v. Valassis Communications, Inc., 1994 U.S. Dist.

LEXIS 5824 at *4 (S.D.N.Y. 1994)).



“[Clustomer lists are generally not considered confidential information.” Iron

Mountain Information Management, Inc. v. Taddeo, 455 F. Supp. 2d 124, 138 (E.D.N.Y.

2006) (quoting H. Meer Dental Supply Co. v. Commisso, 269 A.D.2d 662, 664, 702

N.Y.S.2d 463, 465 (3rd Dept. 2000). However, when it is claimed that customer
information is confidential information qualifying as a trade secret then the customer
information must be considered in light of the following six factors which track those

required to obtain a protective order:

1. the extent to which the information is known outside of the business;

2. the extent to which it is known by employees and others involved in the
business;

3. the extent of measures taken to guard the secrecy of the information;

4, the value of the information to the business and its competitors;

5 the amount of effort or money expended by the business in developing the

information; and
6. the ease or difficulty with which the information could be properly
acquired or duplicated by others.

Ashland Management Inc. v. Janien, 82 N.Y.2d 395, 407 (1993).

The common thread uniting the six factors of a trade secret is the element of
secrecy. “[A] trade secret must first of all be a secret.” Id. “[A] substantial element of
secrecy must exist, so that, except by the use of improper means, there would be

difficulty in acquiring the information” Defiance Button Machine Co. v. C & C Metal

Products Corp., 759 F.2d 1053, 1063 (2nd Cir. 1985); H. Meer Dental Supply Co., 269

A.D.2d at 664, 702 N.Y.S.2d at 465 (moving party must demonstrate that customers are
not known in trade and information is only discoverable by extraordinary efforts).

Something which first qualifies as a trade secret is entitled to protection as such only as
long as it is maintained as a secret. “Accordingly, ‘the courts require that the possessor

of a trade secret take reasonable measures to protect its secrecy.”” Defiance Button




Machine Co., 759 F.2d at 1063. “[U]pon disclosure, even if inadvertent or accidental,
the information ceases to be a trade secret and will no longer be protected.” 1d.
(emphasis added).

In applying the trade secret factors, the factors are not necessarily given equal
weight. “[T]he last factor [- ease of acquisition or duplication -] will, in almost all

instances, be the most significant of the six.” Consolidated Brands Inc. v. Mondi, 638 F.

Supp. 152, 156 (E.D.N.Y. 1986).

1. Defendants Cannot Meet The Standard — Full Production Should Be
Compelled

In this case, the customer names and information defendants seek to designate as
“for attorney’s eyes only” is not a “secret,” is already known to plaintiffs and is easily
acquired by persons in the industry and the general public.

The names of these dentists are available to the public via basic internet research.
The names of these dentists are also available to the general public via online and hard
copy telephone books. The names of these dentists are also available via State licensing
agencies and membership lists for various dental trade organizations.

In addition, defendant Imtec itself (a 1/3 member of FIRST Lab) has purposefully
made the names of these dentists (and thousands more) available to the general public
and competitors worldwide via its website. More specifically, Imtec has posted on its
website a “locate a doctor” list containing thousands of dentists who are alleged to utilize
mini-dental implants. Anyone can go on that website and view an alphabetical list of such
dentists worldwide. (T. Shatkin Dec., Ex. A). The website contains thousands of names
A-Z. There is no password protection or other security codes needed to obtain access to

this website or the list.



Likewise, Jakson’s company (1/3 owner) Foundation Milling made the list of
FIRST Lab customers publicly available when it openly and purposefully published the
same on this Court’s docket (Docket # 21; J. Oppenheimer Aff., Ex. 1), which docket is
available to the public at large and competitors.

It should also be noted that a significant portion of the customer names and
information that the defendants now seek to protect as their own were derived by the
Shatkins personally through their dental implant work in advance of FIRST Lab’s
creation and through educational programs that they participated in. Todd Shatkin, DDS
has been placing implants and/or speaking on the subject for approximately 18 years.
Samuel Shatkin, DDS, MD has been placing implants and/or performing other oral
surgeries for more than 50 years. In addition, he has served as a lecturer at the University
of Buffalo and as an officer and/or active member of numerous medical and dental trade
organizations during his career. Todd Shatkin, DDS also started a website entitled
minidentalimplants.com in advance of the creation of FIRST Lab for purposes of
educating patients on dental implants and putting them in contact with dentists who
perform these services. The point is that plaintiffs have personal relationships with many
of the customers identified on the FIRST Lab list which caused them to become
customers of FIRST Lab in the first place and it is disingenuous for defendants to assert
that this customer base was a result of their efforts and/or is confidential or proprietary to
them.

The alleged information of dentists/customers defendants now suddenly
seek to protect over four (4) months after Samuel Shatkin FIRST, LLC began operation is

not entitled to trade secret status and/or protections. As demonstrated, the information is



and has purposefully been made public and has not been guarded for secrecy. In
addition, plaintiffs already have personal knowledge of these identified customers needs
as they personally serviced them for years. Likewise, defendants’ pricing information is
contained in the solicitation package sent to the customers at issue (which plaintiffs’ have
a copy of) and are already generally known to plaintiffs (i.e. Samuel Shatkin, DDS, MD
was the FIRST Lab Treasurer and paid hundreds of Dental Tech invoices during that time
period).

Moreover, per the terms of the parties” agreements, FIRST Lab was to wind up its
affairs upon the termination of the Licensing Agreement. In default of the agreements,
the defendants have failed and refused to do so to date. That does not, however,
automatically afford them a proprietary right in the alleged customer information of
FIRST Lab’s former customers. The defendants have not established that they have any
right (let alone an exclusive right) to continue using the customer information
post-termination. Likewise, the defendants have not established any right to continue
using the name F.I.R.S.T., which trade name Todd Shatkin, DDS personally developed in
advance of the creation of FIRST Lab when he first invented the patented procedure (i.e.
Fabricated Implant Restoration Surgical Techniques). This trade name was licensed to
FIRST Lab as part of the Licensing Agreement which was terminated by reason of
defendants’ material breach.

After the termination of the Licensing Agreement Samuel Shatkin, DDS, MD and
Todd Shatkin, DDS had every right to contact the dentists/customers formerly served by

FIRST Lab. To the extent that this customer information is alleged to be



confidential/proprietary (which plaintiffs dispute), per the terms of the Licensing
Agreement such confidentiality would expire upon the termination of the Licensing
Agreement (i.e. May 22, 2007). (Jakson Dec., Ex. B { 11). FIRST Lab was to dissolve
upon the termination of the Licensing Agreement, but the defendants have simply refused
to do so. Their default and refusal does not eliminate plaintiffs ability to use such
information.

In an effort to move this case forward, plaintiffs have included a revised
Confidentiality Stipulation and Order with their papers which the plaintiffs are agreeable

to executing provided that any and all documents, information and testimony concerning

or relating to the identified customers of FIRST Lab are excluded therefrom under the

terms set forth and not subject to any “for attorneys’ eyes only” designation. (Beck Aff.,

Ex. B). Defendants’ request for a protective order should be denied and they should be
compelled to fully respond to plaintiffs’ discovery demands and subpoenas.

Dated: October 12, 2007
Buffalo, New York

DUKE, HOLZMAN, YAEGER
& PHOTIADIS LLP

By:  /s/ Matthew J. Beck
Gregory P. Photiadis, Esq.
Matthew J. Beck, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs &
Identified Non-Parties
1800 Main Place Tower
350 Main Street
Buffalo, New York 14202
Telephone: (716) 855-1111




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

TODD E. SHATKIN, DDS ) Case No.: 07-CV-0332A(M)
SAMUEL SHATKIN, DDS, MD )
) DECLARATION OF
Plaintiffs ) TODD SHATKIN, DDS
Y. ) IN (1) SUPPORT OF
) PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION
ANDREW JAKSON ) TO COMPEL/QUASH;
IMTEC CORPORATION ) AND (2) RESPONSE TO
DENTAL TECH LABORATORIES, LLC ) DENTAL TECH’S
and ) MOTION FOR A
F.LRS.T.LABORATORIES, LLC ) PROTECTIVE ORDER
)
Defendants )
)
STATEQF NEW YORK )
) ) S8
COUNTY OF ERIE )

TODD SHATKIN, DDS, under penalty of perjury, declares the following:

1. I am a named plaintiff in this action and a ficensed dentist in the State of
New York. Isubmit this declaration in further support of the motion to compel and
quash filed by plainiiffs and in specific response to the responsive motion papers filed by
counsel] for Foundation Milling and counsel for Dental Tech and Andrew Jakson. This
declaration is also submitted in opposition to defendant Jakson and Dental Tech’s motion
seeking discovery protections. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by reference their motion to
compel/quash, filed September 25, 2007, and the supporting declaration of Todd E.
Shatkin, DDS, the declaration of Peter Wanat and plaintiffs” memorandum of law
(Docket # 20).

A, Jakson and Dental Tech’s Request For Protections Should Be Denied

2. The crux of Jakson and Dental Tech’s motions and responses are that

plaintiffs should be denied access to the names and information of dentists/customers



which FIRST Lab serviced prior to my termination of the Licensing Agreement and that
the plaintiffs themselves should not be allowed access to any of Dental Teeh’s records
and information as concerns work solicited from and/or performed (directly or indirectly)
tor dentists/customers identified on the list of FIRST Lab customers.

3. Defendants™ motion is flawed on many levels.

{1 The List Is Not A Protected Trade Secref

4, First, it is prepasterous for Jakson and Dental Tech to request that the
Court preclude plaintiffs knowledge of, possession of and/or use of an alleged customer
list and information based on competition fears. It was Jakson and Dental Tech’s
unlawful competition using this information that precipitated the termination in the first
place. FIRST Lab, Dental Tech, Jakson and Imtec have established no proprietary right
in this information as of the date of the termination of the Licensing Agreement. Per the
terms of the parties’ agreements, FIRST Lab was to wind up its affairs upon the
termination of the Licensing Agreement. In default of the agreements, the defendants
have failed and refused to do so to date. That does not, however, automatically afford
them a proprietary right in the alleged customer list. The defendants have not established
that they have ar;y right {let alone an exclusive right) to continue using the customer
information post-termination. Likewise, the defendants have not established any
right to continue using the name F.LR.S.T., which trade name [ personally developed in
advance of the creation of FIRST Lab when I first invented the patented procedure (i.c.
Fabricated Impiém{ Restoration Surgical Techniques). This trade name was licensed to
FIRST Lab as part of the Licensing Agreement which was terminated by reason of
defendants’ material breach.

5. Second, after the termination of the Licensing Agreement Samuel Shatkin,



DDS, MD and I had every right to contact the dentists/customers on that list. After
internet research, the letters attached to Jakson’s declaration were issued to those dentisfs
and approximately 2,000 others. To the extent that these 1,100-+/- names are alleged to
be confidential/proprietary (which I do not believe they are), per the terms of the
Licensing Agreement such confidentiality would expire ypon the termination of the
Licensing Agreement (i.e. May 22, 2007). (Jakson Dec., Ex. B 4 11). Moreover, FIRST
Lab was to dissoéve upon the termination of the Licensing Agreement, but the defendants
have simply refused to do so. Their default and refusal does not eliminate our ability to
use such information.

6. The names of these dentists are available fo the public via basic internet
research and via'oniine and hard copy telephone books.

7. The names of these dentists are also available via State licensing agencies,

3. Likewise, the names of such dentists are available via numerous trade
association membership lists, including but not limited to the American Dental
Association, the Academy of General Dentistry, the American Academy of Cosmetic
Dentistry, etc.

9. In addition, defendant Imtec itself has purposefully made the names of
most, it not all, of these 1,100+/- dentists (and thousands more) available to the general
public and competitors worldwide via its website. Imtec has posted on its website a list
confaining thousands of dentists worldwide who are alleged to utilize mini-dental
implants. Anyone can go on that website and view an alphabetical list of such dentists
worldwide. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of nationwide dentists listed on that
website with last-names beginning with the letter A. The website contains thousands of

names A-Z. There is no password protection or other security codes needed to obtain

[



access to this w:ébsite or the list. This example “A” list was printed by a law clerk
associated with my attorneys’ firm solely to establish to the Court that such information
has been made publicly available.

10.  Likewise, Jakson’s company (1/3 owner) Foundation Milling made this
list publicly avaﬂable when it openly and purposefully published the same on this Court’s
docket (Docket # 21, J. Oppenheimer Aff., Ex. 1), which docket is available to the public
at large and competitors.

11.  Finally, it should also be noted that a significant portion of the customer
names and information that the defendants now seek to protect as their own were derived
by me and my father personally through our dental work in advance of FIRST Lab’s
creation and through educational programs that we participated in.

I2.  Ihave been placing implants for approximately 1§ vears and began
speaking on the subject of implants at conferences and seminars in advance of FIRST
Lab’s existence and continue to do so. My father has been placing implants and
performing other oral surgeries for more than 50 years. In addition, he has served as a
lecturer and associate professor of surgery at the University of Buffalo and as an officer
of several dental-and medical trade organizations. 1 also started a website entitled
minidentalimplants.com in advance of the creation of FIRST Lab for purposes of
educating patients on dental implants and putting them in contact with dentists who
perform these services throughout the nation. My father and I have personal relationships
with many of the customers identified on the FIRST Lab list which caused them to
become customers of FIRST Lab (and Imtec) in the first place. Defendants’ knowledge
of this fact is evidenced by the terms of the Licensing Agreement which called for me to

provide referrals and customer names to Imtec. (Jakson Dec., Ex. B ¥ 10).



13, The alleged list of dentists/customer names and information defendants
now seek to protect over four (4) months after my father started Samuel Shatkin FIRST,
LLC is not entitled to trade secret protections.

14.  No protections should be granted.

15.  Defendants actions are a contrived attempt to avoid my termination of the
Licensing Agreement principally as a result of Jakson and Dental Tech’s diversion of
business to their-own account. Evidencing the same, now for the first time many
years after | developed the patented technology, defendant Jakson now generically
claims via a proposed Amended Answer that he actually invented the patented
technology. Jakson played no role whatsoever in inventing the technology and procedure
and this new after-the-fact position is clearly another desperate attempt to avoid the
consequences of his wrongful diversion. Contrary to defendants’ current position, the
Licensing Agreement {which was signed by Jakson) expressly states that “Shatkin has
conceived an idea and concept for fabricated implant restoration of teeth. . .” and refers to

it as *Ius [Shatkin’s] invention and intellectual property.” (Jaksoen Dec., Ex. B).

(ii)  No Information Concerning Or Relating To Work Solicited From Or
Performed For The Identified Dentists/Customers Should Be Subject To A Protective
Order

[6.  Defendants Jakson and Dental Tech also seek a Protective Order

attempting to avoid the disclosure of information and documents o plaintiffs personally

(i.e. “For Attorney’s Eyes Only™).



17.  Surely my father and I are entitled to fully confront our accusers.

18,  Documentation and testimony before the Court demonstrates that Jakson
and Dental Tech actively solicited work from the identified FIRST Lab customers. The
extensive solicitation package issued by Dental Tech is before the Court and
demonstrates, among other things, that Dental Tech: (1) represented FIRST Lab as a
“division of Dental Tech:” (2) issued blank lab scripts, mailing labels and coupons for
submission of cases directly to Dental Tech: (3) undercut the prices of FIRST Lab; and
(4) represented cettain representatives of Dental Tech who are not licensed to be
treatment planner(s) and implant specialist(s). (T. Shatkin, 9/24/07 Dec., Ex. D). Peter
Wanat testified that he was specifically ordered by Jakson to send this Dental Tech
solicitation package, among other things, to FIRST Lab customers. (Wanat Aff).

19, Likewise, Dental Tech, Imtec and FIRST Lab issued misleading
solicitations concerning my father and I to customers after the Licensing Agreement was
terminated. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a copy of a solicitation issued by defendants
post-termination.

20.  Plaintiffs are entitled to investigate the full extent of Jakson and Dental
Tech’s efforts to divert business for their own account. Such investigation will not only
include a review of all of the documents produced by defendants as relates to these
identified customers, but will also include contacting some or all of the identified dentists
to defermine the full extent of all work solicited and performed by Dental Tech,
Foundation Milling and/or Lighthouse Models for these customers. Not being able 10
review documents or discuss these issues with counsel would severely handicap our

ability to fully investigate the extent of Jakson's conduct and confront our accusers



{which is exactly why and the only reason defendants are seeking the requested
protections).

21.  These are customers that Samuel Shatkin, DDS, MD and/or T had personal
contact and consultation with. Both Samuel Shatkin, DDS, MD and I are fully familiar
with this sophisticated business and are in a better positien to review the accuracy and
extent of the technical services Dental Tech provided for its own account to these specific
FIRST Lab customers.

22.  As plaintiffs have repeatedly conveyed, in order to move things forward
we are agreeable o designating information produced by Dental Tech and Jakson as
confidential under the terms provided by my attorneys. However, we will not agree to
any designation of documents, testimony or other information relating to identified
FIRST Lab customers as “for attorneys’” eyes only.”

23.  Defendants’ concern with the production of this information to plaintiffs
and now their request for protections are telling.

24, Plaintiffs already have knowledge of the work Dental Tech performed for
the account of FIRST Lab through the date of wermination (i.e. Samuel Shatkin, DDS,
MD was the consulting/reviewing dentist and performed accounting functions for FIRST
Lab).

25, If Jakson and Dental Tech did not divert business from the identified
customers as alleged, there would be no cause for concern (i.e. Dental Tech and Jakson
would simply be turning over information already known to us personally - - work
performed for the account of FIRST Lab).

26.  To the contrary, Dental Tech and Jakson have fought for months to avoid

turning over this information and now seek to do so only if the parties who have personal



knowledge of the work performed for the account of FIRST Lab and personal
relationships with the identified customers are precluded from reviewing the same or
otherwise participating in a full investigation and audit of the circumstances.

27.  Defendants’ request is unwarranted and is merely another attempt to
hinder and avoid the complete audit plaintiffs’ have been requesting for approximately
eight (8) or more months (pre-termination and post-termination).

28.  Asindicated in the Affidavit of Matthew J. Beck, in order to move the
case forward we will agree to a limited Confidentiality Stipulation and Order provided
that any and all documents. information and testimony concerning or relating to the
identified customers of FIRST Lab is excluded therefrom under the terms set forth and

not subject to anv “for attorneys’ eves only” designation. A copy of a revised Order is

attached to the Affidavit of Matthew J. Beck at Exhibit B. Placing an “aitorney’s eves
only” designation on information pertaining to specifically identified dentistsicustomers
serves no purpose as such custorners and the services they need are already known.
Defendants insist on such designation with respect to these known dentists/customers
simply to hinder and handicap a fully informed audit by plaintiffs.

B.  Plaintiffs’ Motion to Quash Jakson And Dental Tech'’s Subpoena On M&T
Bank Should Be Granted

29.  Finally, defendant Jakson and Dental Tech’s retaliatory subpoena served
on M&T Bank should be quashed. In a harassing response to plaintiffs’ efforts to
conduct the requ'es-tcd audit, defendants Jakson and Dental Tech immediately served an
extremely generic subpoena duces tecum upon M&T Bank seeking all open and closed

account records of Aesthetic Associates Centre; MDI Center of America; XL Dent



knowledge of the work performed for the account of FIRST Lab and personal
relationships with the identified customers are precluded from reviewing the same or
otherwise participating in a full investigation and audit of the circumstances.

27.  Defendants’ request is unwarranted and is merely another atiempt to
hinder and avoid the complete audit plaintiffs’ have been requesting for approximately
cight (8) or more months (pre-termination and post-termination).

28.  As indicated in the Affidavit of Matthew J. Beck, in order to movethe
case forward we will agree to a limited Confidentiality Stipulation and Order provided
that any and all documents. information and testimony concerning or relating to the
identified customers of FIRST Lab is excluded therefrom under the terms set forth and

not subject to any “for attorneys’ eves only” designation. A copy of a revised Order is

attached to the Affidavit of Matthew J. Beck at Exhibit B. Placing an “attorney’s eyes
only” designation on information pertaining to specifically identified dentists/customers
serves no purpose as such customers and the services they need are already known.
Defendants in_siét on such designation with respect to these known dentists/customers |
simply to hinder and handicap a fully informed audit by plaintiffs.

B.  Plaintiffs’ Motion to Quash Jakson And Dental Tech's Subpoena On M&T
Bank Should Be Granted

29.  Finally, defendant Jakson and Dental Tech’s retaliatory subpoena served
on M&T Bank should be quashed. In a harassing response to plaintiffs’ efforts to
conduct the requested audit, defendants Jakson and Dental Tech immediately served an
extremely generic subpoena duces tecum upon M&T Bank seeking all open and closed

account records of Aesthetic Associates Centre; MDI Center of America; X1 Dent



Laboratories, LLC; International Academy of Mini Dental Implants; Samuel Shatkin,
DDS, MD, PC and Samuel Shatkin FIRST, LLC.

30.  This subpoena is technically defective as it does not contain the language
required by Fed. R. Civ. Proc. 45(C) & (D). Moreover, entities named the International
Academy of Mini Dental Implants and MDI Training Center do not exist and/or do not
hold accounts at M&T Bank.

31.  Inaddition, this subpoena is addressed to the accounts of entities that have
no relationship to the issues at hand whatsoever.

32.  Nowhere in their pleadings or supporting motion papers do the defendants
alfirmatively demonstrate how these various non-party entities or their bank records bear
any relevance or relationship to this case whatsoever.

33. Defendants generically state that:

The counterclaims of Jakson and Dental Tech allege, inter alia, that
Todd Shatkin and Samuel Shatkin diverted FIRST business away
from FIRST and Dental Tech, that Todd Shatkin and Samuel
Shatkin converted FIRST’s monies and assets to their own use,
that Todd and Samuel Shatkin engaged in acts of unfair
competition, and that Samuel Shatkin overpaid himself as a FIRST
consultant while he was the treasurer of FIRST.

{Jakson Opp. MOL, pg. 5-6).

34, Nowhere is any mention whatsoever made of Aesthetic Associates Centre;
MDI Center of America; International Academy of Mini Dental Implants; and Samuel
Shatkin, DDS, MD, PC. Nowhere is any demonstrative evidence put forth to support the
basis for defendants’ subpoenas as relates to these non-party entities. Moreover, Samuel

Shatkin FIRST LLC did not even begin operation until after the termination of the

Licensing Agreement and the institution of this litigation by plaintiffs. Also, neither Todd



Shatkin, DDS nor Samuel Shatkin, DDS, MD hold an interest in XL Dent Laboratories,
LLC.

35,  Inaddition, by way of recent responses to Dental Tech and Jakson’s
document demands and interrogatories, plaintiffs agreed to produce the records
identifying all the funds paid to Todd Shatkin, DDS and Samuel Shatkin, DDS, MD via
FIRST Lab. Likewise, plaintiffs are agreeable to producing copies of ali pre-termination
accounting -rccoras from FIRST Lab in their possession.

36.  However, plaintiffs are not agreeable to producing the confidential bank
records of other non-party entities which are wholly unrelated to this dispute.

37.  Samuel Shatkin, DDS, MD, P.C. d/b/a Acsthetic Associates Centre is an
entity that has béen owned exclusively by and operated by my father Samuel Shatkin,
DDS, MD since 1971. There are no specific allegations asserted in Dental Tech’s
counterclaims or motion papers concerning that entity whatsoever. That business
includes medical services as well as dental services. Moreover. that company services
and receives payment directly from patients (who are entitled to confidentiality) as
opposed to other dentists and entities. The financial records requested in Jakson's generic
subpoena request private/confidential commercial and financial information. Samuel
Shatkin, DDS, MD, P.C. is entitled to privacy in its banking records as they bear no
relevance to the present digpute and are confidential.

38. As to Samuel Shatkin FIRST, LLC, only if the defendants first establish
that the termination was invalid should they be entitled to obtain any private financial
information concerning Samuel Shatkin FIRST, LLC. This entity only began operation
aftér the termination of the Licensing Agreement. Its financial records post-date the main

issue in this case and only become relevant if their claim of wrongful termination first

10



succeeds. This Court should therefore quash Jakson and Dental Tech’s subpoena on this
basis as well.

39.  Finally, defendants’ motion with respect to the Mini-Dental Implant
Centers of America (i.e. the only other identified entity eithier plaintiff owns an interest in.
which does banking at M&T Bank) is also unfounded, speculative and completely
unsupported on the present motion by any affirmative proof. That entiiy bears no
relationship whatsoever to the dispute at hand. There is no mention of that entity
whatsoever in Jakson and Dental Tech’s counterclaims. Defendants served a subpoena
requesting its bank records solely to annoy and harass plaintiffs. Thus, on this additional
basis, defendant Jakson and Dental Tech’s subpoena should be quashed.

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs request that the Court compel complete responses to the
outstanding subpoenas issued by plaintiff; compel complete responses (o the outstanding
document demands plaintiffs issued to Jakson and Dental Tech; quash the subpoena
issued to M&T Bank by defendant Jakson and/or Dental Tech; deny Foundation
Millings’ motion to quash the subpoenas issued to it and its bank by plaintiffs; and deny
Jakson and Dental Tech’s motion for protections.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct

Dated: October 15, 2007 QZ;Z g ; g' 7 .
< N A /.g ]

/s/ Todd E. Shatkin. DDS
Todd E. Shatkin, DDS
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IMTEC Corporation Page 1 of 3

If your country is not
highlighted on our map you

may use our advanced
search below to locate a

doctor nearest your area.

You may search for a doctor by Country, State, ZIP,
or City.

‘-ggfuch re#é%s‘
oW
Scroll down for search results,

Ronald Bulard, D.D.S.,
IMTEC Instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor L. Sendax, D.D.5.
IMTEC Instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park South Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-753-2775

Search Results Below

Locate a doctor search results for : united states
You may search for 2 doctor by Country, State, or City.

Michael Di Tolla, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Glidewell Labs

4141 Mac Arthir Blvd
Newort Beach, California 92660

httn:/fwww . imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.nhp?str=united%20states 10/10/2007
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United States of America

Telephone Number: 945-440-2659
Fax Number; 948-440-2644

Jeff Farmer, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

1535 W. Northfield Blvd. # 10
Murfreesboro, Tennessee 37129
United States of America

Telephone Number: 615-895-3232
Fax Number: 615-893-3224

Stephan Gant, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Yorktown Family Dentistry
2001 South Tiger Drive
Yorktown, Indiana 47386
United States of America

Telephone Number: 765-759-2273
Fax Number:

John Haze, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar}

258 Baldwin Road
Parsippany, New York 07054
United States of America

Telephone Number: 973-263-9180
Fax Number: 973-263-1855

James Miller, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

1305 Hwy 2 West
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864
United States of America

Telephone Number: 208-263-6806
Fax Number: 208-265-2231

Brent Swinney, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

7373 E 21st St
Indianapolis, Indiana 46219
United States, America

Telephone Number: 317-357-7373
Fax Number; 317-353-2330

Thomas Walker, Dr \/
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

2012 Cahaba Crest Drive
Birmingham, Alabama 35242
United States of America

Telephone Number: 2059959992
Fax Number:

http:/fwww.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united%20states 10/10/2007
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Harold Wingo, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

N 2965 Qak Lane
Clintonville, Wisconsin 54929
United States of America

Telephone Number: 715-823-6918
Fax Number:

Joe A Gillespie, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

The Dental Implant Centre'

1051 Johnnie Dodds Suite A

Mount Pleasant, South Carolina 29464
United States of America

Telephone Number: 8433889690
Fax Number: 8433889703

Jordan Aalter, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar}

803 Kennedy Blvd
Bayonne, New Jersey 07002
United States of America

Telephone Number: 2013356604
Fax Number; 2013391331

Previous Next>>
Patients Guide fo Implants | Frequently Asked Questions | Glogsary | Testimonials | Locate a Doctor

IMTEC Corporativn & 2003 | Leaa! Notice | Contact Informatian
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IMTEC Corporation Page 1 of 3

If your country is not
highlighted on our map you

may use our advanced
search below to locate a

doctor nearest your area.

Advanced Search

753)

b
You may search for a doctor by Country, State, ZIP,
or City.

Scroll down for search resuits.

Ronald Bulard, D.D.S.,
IMTEC Instructor
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor I. Sendax, D.D.S.
IMTEC instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park South Suite14B
MNew York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-753-2775

Search Results Below

Locate a doctor search results for : united states
You may search for a doctor by Country, State, or City.

Theodore Aaronson, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

305 E. 55th Street Suite 204
New York, New York 10022

htto://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united statecs&startpos=10&nump=... 10/10/2007
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United States, America

Telephone Number: 212-688-7722
Fax Number: 212-355-4701

ABDUL ABDULWAHEED, DR
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

LUX DENTAL

505 WASHINGTON ST
QUINCY, Massachusetts 02169
United States of America

Telephone Number: 6176395942
Fax Number:

Sue Aber, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar}

320 S. 4TH Street
Mcalster, Oklahoma 74501
United States of America

Telephone Number: 9184230091
Fax Number:

Sue Aber, Dr.
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

SUE B. ABER, DDS,PC
320 S. 4th St

McAlester, Oklahoma 74501
United States of America

Telephone Number: 9184230091
Fax Number: 9184230348

Michael Abernathy, DDs
{This doctor has aftended an IMTEC Seminar)

2410 Highgate Drive
McKinney, Texas 75070
United States, America

Telephone Number; 972-542-1046
Fax Number: 972-542-0121

Donald Abramowitz, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

72-15 112th Street
Forest Hills, New York 11375
United States of America

Telephone Number: 7185444477
Fax Number: 7188974828

Stevfen Abrams DMD, Dr
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

140 US Hwy 46 Suite B
Budd Lake, New Jersey 07828
United States of America

Telephone Number: 9736918200
Fax Number:

http://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=10&nump=... 10/10/2007
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Robert Abramson, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

1179 Newbridge Rd.
N. Bellmore, New York 11710
United States, America

Telephone Number: 516-221-2271
Fax Number: 516-221-6856

Arthur Acker, Dr.
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

200 Capri Istes Blvd.
Venice, Florida 34292
United States of America

Telephone Number: 9414843885
Fax Number: 9414841506

Robert Ackerman, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Quality Family Dental
10200 W. Emerald #105
Boise, Idaho 83704
United States of America

Telephone Number: 2083767954
Fax Number:

<< Previous Next =3
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MENBER IR,

If your country is not
highlighted on our map you

may use our advanced
search below to locate a

doctor nearest your area.

Advanced Search

You_may search for a doctor by Country, State, ZIP,

o e e

Scroll down for search results.

Ronaid Bulard, D.D.S.,
IMTEC Instructer
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor I, Sendax, D.D.S.
IMTEC Instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park South Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-753-2775

Search Results Below

Locate a doctor search results for : united states
You may search for a doctor by Country, State, or City.

Jose Acosta Zuevas, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

10232 Stathos Dr.
Elk Grove, California 95758

htto://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=20&nump=... 10/10/2007
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United States, America

Telephohe Number: 916-685-4966
Fax Number:

Jonathan Acuncion, DMD
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

941 E. Main Street
Mt. Joy, Pennsylvania 17552
United Sitates, America

Telephone Number: 717-653-8558
Fax Number: 757-653-6588

Lawrence Adam, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Adam Associates PC

102 N Pike Rd

Sarver, Pennsylvania 16055
United States of America

Te]ephoﬁe Number: 7243531521
Fax Number: 7242853748

Phil Adams, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

260 Walnut Street
Centreville, Alabama 35042
United States of America

Telephone Number: 2059264698
Fax Nurl?ber: 2059264696

Michael Adams, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

107 Tow'n Hall 8q
Falmouth, Massachusetts 02540
United States of America

Telephone Number: 5085482442
Fax Number:

LLoyd Adkins, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

PO Box 488
Richwood, West Virginia 26261
United S;ates of America

Te]ephoﬁe Number: 3048466341
Fax Number: 3048466627

Sam Adli(isson, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Univ, of Texas, Dental Branch- Houston
2811 Bermuda Dunes

Missouri City, Texas 77459

United States of America

Telephone Number: 7135004140
Fax Number: 71 35004353

http://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=20&nump=... 10/10/2007
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Mohamed Adt, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Dental Care Partners

115 8. Moorland Rd.
Brookfield, Wisconsin 53005
United States of America

Telephone Number: 262-785-1402
Fax Number: 262-785-0146

Richard Adrio, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Adrio Orthodontics

209 Breckebridge Lane
Louisville, Kentucky 40207
United States of America

Telephone Number: 5028950474
Fax Number: 5028952223

Abel Aguilar, Dr
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar}

404 West Perry Street
Manchester, Georgia 31816
United States of America

Telephone Number: 7068468404
Fax Number:

<< Previous Next >
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If your country is not
highlighted on our map you

may use cur advanced
search below to locate a

doctor nearest your area.

Advanced Search

You may search for a doctor by Country, State, ZIP,
ar City.

seaich '=tt;.
l b?ow reisults: |

Scroll down for search results.

Ronaid Bulard, D.D.S.,
IMTEC Instructor
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor i. Sendax, D.D.S.
IMTEC Instructor
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar}

30 Central Park South Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-753-2775

Search Results Below

Locate a doctor search results for : united states
You rnay search for a doctor by Country, State, or City.

Jorge Aguirre, Dr
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar}

CDA

1900 NW 97th Ave.
Miami, Florida 33172

http://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=30&nump=... 10/10/2007
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United States of America

Telephone Number: 7865234455
Fax Number:

Farooq Ahmad, Dr.
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Dr. Ahmad, DDS MBA, Inc.
43057 margarita rd
temecula, California 92592
United States of America

Telephone Number: 9515066872
Fax Number:

Irffan Ahmad, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

3192 S. John Young Pkwy. Suite B
Kissimmige, Florida
United States of America

Telephone Number: 4078705151
Fax Number:

Arrash Ahmadnia, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

PO Box 668
Licking, Missouri 65542
United States of America

Telephone Number: 7144235273
Fax Number:

Arrash Ahmadnia, Dr
{This doctor has aftended an IMTEC Seminar)

PO Box 668
Licking, Missouri 656542
United States of America

Telephone Number: 7144235273
Fax Number:

Michael Aiello, Dr
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Garden State Dental

1200 Hooper Ave

Toms River, New Jersey 08753
United States of America

Telephone Number: 7322400045
Fax Number:

Michael Aiello, Dr.
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

1200 Hooper Ave
Toms River, New Jersey 08753
United States of America

Telephone Number: 7322400045
Fax Number:
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Sherif Albert, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Serminar}

#2 Orland Square Mall
Orland Park, lllinois 60462
United States of America

Telephone Number: 708-4035468
Fax Number; 708-403-9552

Charles Albury, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

2400 Patterson St., Suite 316
Nashville, Tennessee 37203
United States, America

Telephone Number:
Fax Number:

Charles Albury, Jr., DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Southeastern Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery
2400 Patterson St., Suite 316

Nashville, Tennessee 37203

United States of America

Telephone Number: 6153273534
Fax Number: 6153273552
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AN RESOURCES - BROMUCTS P ONLINE BN me . MEMBERINED,

If your country is not
highlighted on our map you

may use our advanced
search below to locate a

doctor nearest your area.

Advanced Search

You may search for a doctor by Country, State, ZIP,
or City,

1 gﬁé&h !e‘suitsg .
Scroll down for search resuifs.

Ronald Bulard, D.D.S.,
IMTEC Instructer
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor |. Sendax, D.D.S.
IMTEC Instructor
(This dogctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park South Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-753-2775

Search Results Below

Locate a doctor search results for : united states
You may search for 2 doctor by Country, State, or City.

Dany Alcantara, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

568 Broadway
Long Branch, New Jersey 07740

htto://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=40&nump=... 10/10/2007
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United States, America

Telephone Number: 732-923-9559
Fax Number: 732-923-0509

Stephanie Aldrich, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Stephanie L Aldrich, DDS LLC
1000 S Clev-Mass Rd Ste 13
Fairlawn, Ohio 44333

United States of America

Telephone Number: 3306667440
Fax Number: 3306667430

Sonia Alex, DDS
{This doctor has aftended an IMTEC Seminar)

Dental Care Partners

6020 East 82nd Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46250
United States of America

Telephone Number: 317-578-0460
Fax Number:

Alex Alexander, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

480 W. Webb Ave.
Burlington, North Carolina 27217
United States of America

Telephone Number: 336-228-7576
Fax Number:

Tameko Alford, BDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Affordable Dentures

1267 38th Ave North, Space 19, Plantation Point Plaza
Myrtle Beach, South Carolina 20577

United States of America

Telephone Number: 843-448-3810
Fax Number:

Mahmoud Ali, DDS, MS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

smile dental center

422 Second Av,

New York, New York 10010
United States of America

Telephone Number: 2128894181
Fax Number: 2128894181

Luis Alicea, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

1 Santa Anastacia St.
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00926
United States of America

Telephone Number: 7872933861
Fax Number: 787-293-3861
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Barton Allen, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar}

700 N, Pearl Street Ste 218N
Dallas, Texas 75201
United States, America

Telephone Number: 214-969-0280
Fax Number: 214-969-5304

James Allen, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

250 Beauvior Road
Biloxi, Mississippi 39531
United States, America

Telephone Number: (228) 385-3038
Fax Number: (228) 385-3077

Pavid Allen, Dr.
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

AA Dental Care, P.C.
407 S. 48th Street
Quincy, lllinois 62305
United States of America

Telephone Number: 2172289467
Fax Number: 2172280131
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If your country is not
highlighted on our map you
may use our advanced
search below to locate a

doctor nearest your area,

Advanced Search

‘You may search for a doctor by Country, State, ZIP,
or City.

. e resulls
Jsasrosse

Scroll down for search results.

Ronaid Bulard, D.D.5.,
IMTEC Instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor §. Sendax, D.D.5.
IMTEC Instructor
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park South Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-753-2775

Search Results Below

Locate a doctor search results for : united states
You may search for a doctor by Country, State, or City.

William Allen, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar})

13901 Coastal Highway #4
Ocean City, Maryland 21842

http://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?sir=united states&startpos=50&nump~=... 10/10/2007
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United States of America

Telephone Number; 4102501559
Fax Number:

Brandon Allen, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

307 B. E Clinton
Athens, Texas 75751
United States of America

Telephone Number: 903-675-3811
Fax Number: 903-675-9289

Gene Allen, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

680 Gail Gardner Way
Prescott, Arizona 86305
United States of America

Telephone Number: 928-445-9233
Fax Number; 928-445-1758

William Alli, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

ASPEN Dental

5700 Youngstown-Warren Rd.
Niles, Ohio 44446

United States of America

Telephone Number: 3306523900
Fax Number: 3306523913

Owen Allison, DMD
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

100 8. 18th St
Lancaster, Pennsylvania 17512
United States of America

Telephone Number: 7172857033
Fax Number; 7176843110

gary Allred, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

1050 W. Hayward Dr.
Mt. Vernon, Missouri 65712
United States of America

Telephone Number; 417-466-7184
Fax Number: 417-466-4081

Jeffrey Almony, DDS,MD
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Oral & Maxlllofacial Surgery Clinic
3620 Chagford Lane

fayetteville, North Carolina 28306
United States of America

Telephone Nurnber: 9102615795
Fax Number: 9104234325

http://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=50&nump=... 10/10/2007
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Susan Almusa, Dr.
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Milwaukee Northwest

11711 W Burleigh St.
Wauwatosa, Wisconsin 53222
United States, America

Telephone Number: 414-771-6877
Fax Number:

Ken Alongi, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar}

602 Davis Cir
Huntsville, Alabama 35801
United States of America

Telephone Number; 2565395323
Fax Number: 2565394749

William Althoff, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

176 E. Dundee Rd.
Wheeling, lHlinois 60090
United States of America

Telephone Number: 8474595890
Fax Number; 8474595897
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MENBER INFD
OMLINEMELP 45

If your country is not
highlighted on our map you

may use our advanced
search below to locate a

doctor nearest your area.

Rhtatetts

Advanced Search

—

{goy;

You may search for a doctor by Country, State, ZIP,
aor City.

l: m&&h rasults

Scroll down for search results.

Ronaid Bulard, D.D.S,,
IMTEC Instructor
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 68

Qklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor |. Sendax, D.D.S.
IMTEC Instructor
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park South Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-763-2775

Search Results Below

Locate a doctor search resuits for : united states
You may search for a doctor by Country, State, or City.

Winston Alvarez, Dr
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

self
575 Bronx River Rd.
Yonkers, New York 10704

httn:/fwww.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=60&nump=... 10/10/2007
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United States of America

Telephone Number: 9147762756
Fax Number;

Richard Alvarez, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

1050 West Hayward Dr.
Mt. Vernon, Missouri 65712
United States, America

Telephone Number:
Fax Number:

Carlos Alvarez, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

7360 SW 24th Street
Miami, Florida 33155
United States of America

Telephone Number: 305-261-6108
Fax Number: 305-261-6440

Jorge Alvarez, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

310 n Wilmont #205
Tucson, Arizona 85711
United States of America

Telephone Number; 520-722-1655
Fax Number: 520-722-1972

Richard Alvarez, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

PO Box 328
Checotah, Oklahoma 74426
United States of America

Telephone Number: 9184733700
Fax Number:

Kambiz Amadi, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

2500 Overland Ave Suite A
Los Angeles, California 90064
United States, America

Telephone Number: 310-202-6040
Fax Number:

David Amaro, Dr.
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

David Amaro, D.D.S.
13776 S.W. 152nd Street
Miami, Florida 33177
United States of America

Telephone Number: 3052558855
Fax Number: 3052339777

hitp://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=60&nump=... 10/10/2007



IMTEC Corporation Page 3 of 3

Francias Amato, DMD
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

200 Hospital Ave. Suite 1
Jefferson, North Carolina 28640
United States of America

Telephone Number: 336-246-7473
Fax Number: 336-246-4885

Francis Amato, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Dr. Francis X Amato ill, DMD, PLLC
200 Hospital Ave Suite 1

Jefferson , North Carolina 28694
United States of America

Telephone Number: 3362467473
Fax Number: 3368464895

John Amburgey, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar}

Dixie Dental Center
28668 U S Hwy 98
Daphne, Alabama 36526
United States of America

Telephone Number: 2516266140
Fax Number: 2516266471
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MEMEER N

If your country is not
highlighted on our map you
may use our advanced
search below to locate a
doctor nearest your area,

Advanced Search

You may search for a doctor'y Country, State, ZIP,
or City.

search ipsults
J e

Scroli down for search results.

Ronald Bulard, D.D.S.,
IMTEC Instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor |. Sendax, D.D.S.
IMTEC Instructor
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park South Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-753-2775

Search Results Below

l.ocate a doctor search results for : united states
You may search for a doctor by Country, State, or City.

Henry Amen, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

9721 4th Ave.
Brooklyn, New York 11209

hitp://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=70&nump=... 10/10/2007
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United States of America

Telephone Number: 718-836-7612
Fax Number: 718-836-2484

P Amin, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar})

Westside Mall Office Building Suite 221
Kingston, Pennsylvania 18704
United States, America

Telephone Number: 570-288-8456
Fax Number: 570-288-8457

Vivek Amin, DMD
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

21875 Three Notch Rd.
Lexington Park, Maryland 20653
United States, America

Telephone Number: 301-863-7077
Fax Number: 301-863-5069

Corbin Amman, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Affordable Dentures

1350 S. Gutensohn
Springdale, Arkansas 72762
United States of America

Telephone Number: 4798722700
Fax Number: 4798722722

Eric Amundson, DDS
{This doctor has aftended an IMTEC Seminar)

Affordable Dentures
2810 Sharper Rd. Ste. 17
Tallahassee, Florida
United States of America

Telephone Number: 850-385-5188
Fax Number: 850-385-8455

Oscar Amuz, P
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Cypress Village Famili Dental
7415 Miami Lakes Drive
Miami Lakes, Florida 33014
United States of America

Telephone Number: 3055120066
Fax Number: 3058265466

Bongmin An, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

431 stanford ave.
Medford, Oregon 97504
United States of America

Telephone Number: 5417728280
Fax Number:

htto://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=70&nump=... 10/10/2007
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Ana Andel, Dr
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Rio Dental

7580 plaza taurina

el paso, Texas 79912
United States of America

Telephone Number: 9154491991
Fax Number:

ANA ANDEL, DR
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

RIO DENTAL

5673 upper valley rd.

el paso, Texas 79932
United States of America

Telephone Number: 9154491991
Fax Number:

Robert Anderson, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

526 W, Mullan Ave
Waterloo, lowa 50701
United States, America

Telephone Number: 319-234-2775
Fax Number; 319-236-1748
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SHOP ONEINE MO e

If your country is not
highlighted on our map you
may use our advanced
search below to locate a
doctor nearest your area.

Advanced Search

{go

You may search for a doctor by Country, State, ZIF,
or City.

Scroll down for search results,

Ronaid Bulard, D.D.5.,
IMTEC Instructor
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor |. Sendax, D.D.5.
IMTEC Instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park South Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-753-2775

Search Results Below

Locate a doctor search results for : united states
You may search for a doctor by Country, State, or City.

Mark Anderson, Dr
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Mark W. Anderson, DDS, MS, PC

909 N. Logan Ave.
Danville, lllinois 61832

hitn-/www imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=80&nump=... 10/10/2007
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United States of America

Telephone Number: 2175970252
Fax Number; 217-446-8696

Trent Anderson, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Hastings Dental Associates
106 6th Street West
Hastings, Minnesota 55033
United States of America

Telephone Number: 6514379812
Fax Number: 6514803404

Mark Anderson, Dr
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Mark W. Anderson, DDS, MS, PC
909 n> Logan Ave

Danville, llinois 61832

United States of America

Telephone Number: 2174468696
Fax Number: 2174461969

Lauren Anderson, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Lauren Anderson, DDS, Inc.
6420 Commerce Av.

IRohnert Park, California 94928
United States of America

Telephone Number: 7077954523
Fax Number:

Terese Andino, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

310 S Allen
Monahans, Texas 79756
United States of America

Telephong Number: 432-943-3192
Fax Number: 432-943-3182

John Andre, DD3
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

10863 West Broad St.
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060
United States of America

Telephone Nurnber: 8043468330
Fax Number: 8043468367

John Andre, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

208 B Elm Ave
Louisg, Virginia 23093
United States of America

Telephone Number: 5409670777
Fax Number: 5409673686

htto://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=80&nump=... 10/10/2007
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John Andrews, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

24 W, Strett
Boothbay Harbor, Maine 04538
United States, America

Telephone Number: 207-633-2128
Fax Number: 207-633-2302

John Andrews, Dr
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

228 Middle Road
Boothbay Harbor, Maine 04538
United States of America

Telephone Number: 2076332128
Fax Number:

Cesario Angeles, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

apdc

13161-3 Black Mountain Rd.
San Diego, California 92129
United States of America

Telephone Number: 8585385387
Fax Number: 8585385463
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If your country is not
highlighted on our map you
may use our advanced
search below to locate a
doctar nearest your area.

Advanced Search

You may search for a doctor by Country, State, ZIP,

searchresulls or City.

l, below

Scroli down for search resulis.

Ronaid Bulard, D.D.S.,
IMTEC Instructor
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor I. Sendax, D.D.S.
IMTEC Instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park Scuth Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel; 212-753-2775

Search Results Below

Locate a doctor search results for : united states
You may search for a doctor by Country, State, or City.

Jorge Angulo, Dr
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Jorge R Angulo, DDS

743 N Ferncreek Ave.
Orlando, Florida 32803

htto://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=90&nump=... 10/10/2007
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United States of America

Telephone Number: 4078962881
Fax Number: 4078975389

Antonio Anisz, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Quiality Dental Care Inc
2150 Tamiami Tr #19

port charlotte, Florida 33948
United States of America

Telephone Number: 8416276300
Fax Number; 9416266319

Eugene Antenucci, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Huntington Bay Dental

222 East Main Street
Huntington, New York 11743
United States of America

Telephone Number: 6314250300
Fax Number: 6314252830

Eugene Antenucci, Dr.
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Huntington Bay Dental

222 East Main Street
Huntington, New York 11743
United States of America

Telephone Number: 6314250300
Fax Number: 6314252850

Eugene Antenucci, Dr
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Huntington Bay dental

222 East Main Street
Huntington, New York 11743
United States of America

Telephone Number: 6314250300
Fax Number: 6314252850

Eugene Antenucci, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

222 East Main Street
Huntington, New York 11743
United States of America

Telephone Number: 631-425-0300
Fax Number: 631-425-2850

Fadi Aoun, DMD
{This doctor has aftended an IMTEC Seminar)

Orlando Dental Services

5736 North Orange Blossom Trail
Crlando, Florida 32810

United States of America

Telephone Number: 4072925390
Fax Number: 4072925389

hitp://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=90&nump=... 10/10/2007
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Jack Arch, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

234 Paca St.
Cumberland, Maryland 21502
United States of America

Telephone Number: 3017226130
Fax Number:

Homayoun Ardjmand, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar}

14701 Via Bettona suite 215
San Diego, California 81913
United States of America

Telephone Number; 858-759-7658
Fax Number: 619-421-9216

Kambiz Ardjmand, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

4230 30th Street
San Diego, California 92104
United States of America

Telephone Number: 619-282-1007
Fax Number: 619-282-9409
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If your country is not
highlighted en our map you
may use our advanced
search below to locate a

doctor nearest your area.

You may search for a docter by Country, State, ZIP,
or City.

l gglarch rasuits
on
Scrolt down for search results.

Ronald Bulard, D.D.S,,
IMTEC Instructor
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor §. Sendax, D.D.S.
IMTEC instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park South Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-753-2775

Search Results Below

Locate a doctor search results for : united states
You may search for a doctor by Country, State, or City.

Jorge Arenas, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

12177 pembrek rd
pembrok pines, Florida 33025

httn/Awww. imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=100&nump... 10/10/2007
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United States of America

Telephone Number: 9544360555
Fax Number:

Karen Armstrong, DMD
(This doctor has atiended an IMTEC Seminar)

3160 Henderson Drive
Jacksonville, North Carolina 28546
United States of America

Telephone Number: 9103465600
Fax Number: 9103465396

Daniel Armstrong, DMD
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Esthetic Dentistry of Maine
192 Western Avenue

South Portland, Maine 04106
United States of America

Telephone Number: 2077731703
Fax Number: 2077730268

Mark Arnett, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

1405 Dudley Drive
Murray, Kentucky 42071
United States of America

Telephone Number: 270-753-6327
Fax Number: 270-753-6386

Scott Arnold, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

3304 Cierra Circle
Tampa, Florida 33629
United States, America

Telephone Number: 513-689-1529
Fax Number: 813-802-8118

Mark Arooni, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Lakeview dental care
1949 W. Ray Rd. Suite 26
Chandler, Arizona 85224
United States of America

Telephone Number: 4808551200
Fax Number; 4807266381

Vikas Arora, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

140-80 Beech Ave Apt#bF
Flushing, New York 113585
United States of America

Telephong Number: 9177105859
Fax Number:
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Ronnie Arrington, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

1714 E Broad Ave
Albany, Georgia 31705
United States of America

Telephone Number: 229-435-5176
Fax Number; 229-435-0417

Antonio Arriola, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Professional Dental S
1231 W44 PL

Hialeah, Florida 33012
United States of America

Telephone Number: 3055569919
Fax Number: 3053643779

Pavel Arutyunyan, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

501 S Glendale Ave. Suite B Crystaldent
Glendale, California 92126
United States of America

Telephone Number: 858-693-8448
Fax Number: 858-693-8449
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If your counfry is not
highlighted on our map you
may use our advanced
search below to locate a

doctor nearest your area.

Advanced Search

You may search for a doctor by Country, State, ZIP,
or City.

' ch result
‘m&w esuis

Scroll down for search resuits.

Ronald Bulard, D.D.S.,
IMTEC Instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar} New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of Ametrica Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor |. Sendax, D.D.S.
IMTEC Instructor
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park South Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-753-2775

Search Results Below

Locate a doctor search results for : united states
You may search for a doctor by Country, State, or City.

Stanley Asensio, Dr.
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

2144 Whisper Lakes Blvd.
Orlando, Florida 32837

htto://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=110&nump... 10/10/2007
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United States of America

Telephone Number: 4074387177
Fax Number:

Robin Ashford, DDS
{This doctor has aftended an IMTEC Seminar)

Ashford Dental [ne.

2177 Godby Rd. Ste D
College Park, Georgia 30349
United States of America

Telephone Numnber: 4047633326
Fax Number: 4047633073

Helen Ashford, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Ashford Family Dental
6415 E. Livingston Ave
Reynoldsburg, Ohio 43068
United States of America

Telephone Number: 6148662656
Fax Number: 6143647560

Douglas Ashman, DDS
(This doctor has atiended an IMTEC Seminar)

Douglas C. Ashman, DDS

1485 W. Warm Springs Road Suite 104
Henderson, Nevada 88014

United States of America

Telephone Number: 7029382010
Fax Number:

David Aswell, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

115 Third Ave. N. W.
Carbon Hill, Alabama 35549
United States of America

Telephone Number: 2059244371
Fax Number:

Joseph Atkins, DDS
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

221 State St. Suite 102
Madison, West Virginia 25130
United States of America

Telephone Number: 304-369-1695
Fax Number: 304-369-1706

Steve Atkinson, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Atkinson Dental Clinic
1491 E 10th Strest
Rolla, Missouri 65401
United States of America

Telephone Number: 5733642868
Fax Number: 5733641089

htto://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=110&nump... 10/10/2007
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Steven Atkinson, Dr.
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

1491 E. 10th St.
Rolla, Missouri 65401
United States of America

Telephone Number; 5733642868
Fax Number:

Khaldoun Attar, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

2261-4 Wingate Way NW
Canton, Chio 44708
United States of America

Telephone Number; 208-349-6722
Fax Number: 330-280-8277

KHALOUN ATTAR, OWNER
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

sundental& denture

5801 telegraph RD,suite 1
toledo, Chio 43612
United States of America

Telephone Number: 4194784440
Fax Number: 4194784856
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If your country is not
highlighted on our map you

may use our advanced
search below to locate a

doctor nearest your area.

Advanced Search

You may search for a doctor by Country, State, ZIP,
or City.

Scroll down for search results.

Ronaid Bulard, D.I.5.,
IMTEC Instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park Scouth, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10018
2401 North Commaerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor 1. Sendax, D.D.5.
IMTEC Instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park South Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-753-2775

Search Results Below

Locafe a doctor search results for : united states
You may search for & doctor by Country, State, or City.

Deborah Austin, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

420 North Alexander St.
Plant City, Florida 33563

htto://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=120&nump... 10/10/2007
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United States of America

Telephone Number: 8137525520
Fax Number; 8137591820

Robert Austin, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Northwood Family Dentistry

510 Northwood Road

Lexington, South Carolina 29212
United States of America

Telephone Number: 8033593215
Fax Number: 8033598664

Bryan Austin, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

3201 Club Manor Suite A
Maumelle, Arkansas 72113
United States, America

Telephone Number: 501-851-6262
Fax Number: 501-851-3766

Jerome Austriaco, DD3
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Dental Care Professionals
650 E. Higgins, 1S
Schaumburg, lllinois 60173
United States of America

Telephone Number: 8473103100
Fax Number: 8473100347

Cliff Auten, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

305 AS Bosque , PO Box 1576
Whitney, Texas 76692
United States of America

Telephone Number: 2546943114
Fax Number:

Clifford Auten, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar}

305A S Bosque
Whitney, Texas 76692
United States of America

Telephone Number: 2546943114
Fax Number: 2546947084

Daniel Avant, Dr
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

685 Citadel Dr. E. 312
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80909
United States of America

Telephone Number: 7195961363
Fax Number: 7195961571

http://www.imtec.com/demo/locate_a_doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=120&nump... 10/10/2007
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Daniel Avant, Dr
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

685 Citadel Dr. E. 312
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80909
United States of America

Telephone Number: 7195961363
Fax Number: 7195961571

Paul Avery, Dr
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

280 Colfax PO Box 297
Bennett, Colorado 80016
United States of America

Telephone Number: 3036443386
Fax Number:

lofif Avezbadalav, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

63-84 Saunders St.
Regal Park, New York 11374
United States of America

Telephone Number: 718-997-7767
Fax Number; 718-997-8657
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If your country is not
highlighted on our map you

may use our advanced
search below to locate a
doctor nearest your area.

Advanced Search

You may search for a docter by Counlry, State, ZIP,
or City,

1 ggjwi:;h resudts
oW
Scroll down for search results.

Ronald Bulard, D.D.8,,
IMTEG instructor
(This doctor has attended an [MTEC Seminar) New York
30 Central Park South, Suite 6B

Oklahoma New York, New York 10019
2401 North Commerce United States of America
Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401

United States of America Tel: 212-371-3488

Tel: 580-226-0410

Victor L. Sendax, D.D,S.
IMTEC Instructor
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

30 Central Park South Suite14B
New York, New York 10019
United States of America

Tel: 212-753-2775

Search Resulis Below

{ ocate a doctor search results for : united states
You may search for a doctor by Country, State, or City.

Jose Avila, DMD
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar}

Coast Dental

88086 Sheldon Chase Dr
Tampa, Florida 33635

hitn://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=130&nump... 10/10/2007
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United States of America

Telephone Number: 7279424144
Fax Number: 7279430940

Ali Awwad, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

321 Rutherford
Detroit, Michigan 48228
United States, America

Telephone Number: 313-727-7227
Fax Number: 313-584-8815

Kamran Azmoudeh, DD$S
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

1200 Farmers Lane
Santa Rosa, California 95405
United States of America

Telephone Number: 707-576-1416
Fax Number: 77-576-3902

Hagop Babikian, DDs
{This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

10980 Warner Ave.
Fountain Valley, California 92708
United States of America

Telephone Number: 714-964-0433
Fax Number: 714-965-5354

David Backus, Dr.
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

Self

4720 Jackman Rd.
toledo, Ohio 43612
United States of America

Telephone Number: 4194761484
Fax Number:

Philip Badalamenti, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

29810 Harper
St. Clair Shores, Michigan 48082
United States of America

Telephone Number: 5862935200
Fax Number: 5862937350

Anthony Badeoo, DDS
(This doctor has attended an IMTEC Seminar)

701 Village at Stones Crossing
Easton, Pennsylvania 18045
United States, America

Telephone Number: 610-923-8340
Fax Number; 610-823-8342

http://www.imtec.com/demo/locate a doctor.php?str=united states&startpos=130&nump... 10/10/2007
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F.IR.S.T. Laboratories, LLC

AN IMPORTANT UPDATE FROM F.I.R.5.T. LABORATORIES

"The original F.LR.S.T. Labs works exclusively with long-term MDI implants.”

Please ailow us to dear up the confusion. Drs, Todd and Samuel Shatkin -
are no longer affiliated with F.LR.S.T. Laboratories, LLC, They have formed a
competing company, Samuel Shatkin FIRST, LLC, and now recommend ‘
transitional mini-implants instead of long-term IMTEC Sendax MDI implants,
Please read the following Information carefully to ensure you are not
unknowingly influenced to place an implant that may put you at risk
of Hability.

The Intra-Lock "MDI” implant Shatkin FIRST now recommends is only
accepted by the FDA as a transitional implant. That means under FDA
guidelines, the Intra-Lock "MDL" implant can only be used for a
maximum of one year after placement {see FDA 510K KO21818
attached). Shatkin FIRST is also promoting the Intra-Lock "MILO" implant,
which is only accepted by the FDA to stabilize dentures and replace central and
lateral incisors {FDA 510K number KO50970). These are critical detalls of which
you as the treating ciinician should be aware.,

The IMTEC Sendax MDI implant Is accepted by the FRA for long-term
use. That means MDI implant treatment plans have no time
restrictions (see FDA Sincerely, 510K K031166 atiached), That is why
the original F.L.R.S.T. Laboratories has always offered and wilt continue to offer
services using IMTEC Sendax MDI Implants,

We at IMTEC and F.LR.S.T. Laboratories understand one of the most valuable

- sarvices F.LR.S.T. Labs provides is credible consultation. That's why Dr. Victor
1. Sendax, developer of the IMTEC Sendax MDI implant, and Dr. Ronald Bulard,
Chairman of the Board of IMTEC Corporation, are now ready 1o assist you as
F.LR.S.T. Laboratories case consultants.

Dr. Sendax and Dr, Bulard lock forward to helping you find the same success
with the IMTEC Sendax MDI system they have enjoyed for many years. We
hope you enjoy the confidence that comes from knowing F.LR.S.T, Labs
technicians are guided by the knowledgeable and skilled Andrew Jakson,
F.LR.S.T. Labs Co-owner and Lab Director, and that as always, the original
£.LR.S.T. Labs-works excusively with fong-term MDI implants.

Please place your F.IR.5.T. Labs order today by calliing 1-877-EASYMDI (327-
9634) or by faxing your order to'716-839-8004.

httn://Www.mdiﬁrst.com/



CERTIFICATION OF SERVICE

I herby certify that on October 151 electronically filed the foregoing Affidavit of
Matthew J. Beck (1) In Support of Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel; (2) In Response to Dental
Tech’s Motion for a Protective Order; and (3) in Opposition to Foundation Millings® Motion to
Quash; Plaintiff’s Memorandum of Law (1) In Further Support of Plaintiff’s Motion to
Compel/Quash; and (2) In Opposition to Defendant Jakson and Dental Tech’s Motion for
Protections; and Declaration of Todd Shatkin, DDS in (1) Support of Plaintiff’s Motion to
Compel/Quash; and (2) Response to Dental Tech’s Motion for a Protective Order with the Clerk
of the Western District Court using its CM/ECF system, which would then electronically notify
the following CM/ECF participants on this case:

- Gregory Zini, Esq.
Damon & Morey
Attorneys for Defendants Jakson and Dental Tech
1000 Cathedral Place
298 Main Street
Buffalo New York 14202

Jeffrey C. Stravino, Esq.
. Hodgson Russ LLP
Attorneys for Defendants Imtec and F.I.R.S.T. Laboratories, LLC
140 Pearl St., Suite 100
Buffalo, New York 14203

Randolph C. Oppenhiemer, Esq.
Attorney for Foundation Milling Centre, LLC
Oppenheimer Law Office
. 70 Niagara Street, Suite 108
Buffalo, NY 14222

I also certify that copies of the foregoing were served upon the following by Fed-Ex
overnight delivery service:

HSBC Bank
Attn: Legal Processing
. One HSBC Center
9" Floor
Buffalo, New York 14203

M&T Bank

Legal Document Processing
PO Box 844

Buffalo, NY 14240

/s/ Matthew J. Beck, Esq.
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