
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

 
CASE NO.: 

RODENSTOCK GmbH, 
 
 Plaintiff,  
 
vs. 
 
NEW YORK OPTICAL INTERNATIONAL,  
INC., d/b/a TUSCANY EYEWEAR, 
 
 Defendant. 
_____________________________________/ 

COMPLAINT FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF IN AID OF ARBITRATION 

 
 Plaintiff Rodenstock GmbH (“Rodenstock”) for its Complaint against Defendant New 

York Optical International, Inc. d/b/a Tuscany Eyewear (“Tuscany”) alleges: 

NATURE OF THE ACTION 

 Rodenstock brings this action against Tuscany to maintain the status quo for the 

limited period until an arbitrator can be appointed in pending, binding arbitration proceedings (the 

“Arbitration”) that Rodenstock has commenced against Tuscany in accordance with the arbitration 

agreement (the “Arbitration Agreement”) contained in the parties’ now-terminated November 

2016 distribution agreement (the “Distribution Agreement”).1  While the parties agreed to resolve 

“[a]ll disputes arising in connection with” the Distribution Agreement through arbitration in 

Germany, the Arbitration Agreement contains an express carve-out authorizing “each Party to 

obtain interlocutory injunctions . . . before the US courts for seizing immediate measures against 

infringements of the [Distribution] Agreement which brings the other party into a position that 

                                                 
1 A redacted copy of the Distribution Agreement is attached as Exhibit A. 
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might not be remedied by conducting an arbitration proceeding[.]”  This carve-out covers precisely 

the type of preliminary injunctive relief Rodenstock seeks in this action. 

 As explained in further detail below, Rodenstock commenced the Arbitration 

against Tuscany in Germany pursuant to the Arbitration Agreement to vindicate its rights under 

the Distribution Agreement following Tuscany’s refusal to pay for multiple deliveries by 

Rodenstock of licensed, premium Porsche Design-branded eyewear under the Distribution 

Agreement.  As a result of Tuscany’s failure to pay and other breaches of the Distribution 

Agreement, Rodenstock previously had terminated the Distribution Agreement, effective no later 

than April 30, 2018.  Tuscany continues to owe payment to Rodenstock for thirteen deliveries of 

Porsche Design-branded eyewear from December 2017 to April 2018.   

 Rodenstock seeks to expeditiously resolve the parties’ dispute in the Arbitration 

while simultaneously safeguarding the uninterrupted, continued distribution of its licensed Porsche 

Design eyewear in the United States through Rodenstock’s U.S. affiliate—Rodenstock’s sole 

authorized U.S. distributor of Porsche Design eyewear following Rodenstock’s termination of the 

Distribution Agreement.  Critically, on September 26, 2018—less than a month from the date of 

this filing—the eyewear industry will convene in Las Vegas for a major trade fair called Vision 

Expo West (“Vision Expo West” or the “Expo”).  The Expo will provide a unique and critically 

important opportunity for Rodenstock to showcase and reinvigorate its U.S. distribution business 

for Porsche Design products—provided that Tuscany, which is a registered exhibitor at the Expo, 

does not interfere with or disrupt Rodenstock’s marketing activities there.   

 This action is the only means by which Rodenstock can obtain timely and effective 

relief to preserve the status quo at this juncture, because no arbitrator has yet been appointed in 

the Arbitration and Rodenstock is precluded from seeking interim relief in the Arbitration until the 
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appointment of the arbitrator has been completed—a process that is expected to take at least until 

the end of September, and possibly well into October 2018.  In all likelihood, therefore, the 

arbitrator will not be appointed until after the Expo is already over (or at best immediately before 

the Expo takes place, such that Rodenstock cannot obtain timely relief from the arbitrator).   

 In the interim, and until such time as an arbitrator is afforded the opportunity to 

consider interim relief in the Arbitration, Rodenstock respectfully asks this Court to enjoin 

Tuscany from engaging in further conduct that threatens to undermine the eventual resolution in 

the Arbitration and impair Rodenstock’s efforts to establish a suitable alternative distribution 

system for Porsche Design in the United States.  As detailed below, Tuscany’s recent behavior 

shows that Tuscany is engaged in further, ongoing breaches of the Distribution Agreement, 

including, but not limited to (1) engaging in heavily-discounted sales of unpaid Porsche Design-

licensed eyewear products that remain in Tuscany’s inventory, (2) terminating appropriate client 

service for Porsche Design products, and (3) failing to promote Porsche Design as premium 

eyewear.   

 Rodenstock has a clear contractual right under the Distribution Agreement to 

repurchase any remaining inventory from Tuscany; and when it agreed to act as an exclusive 

distributor of Porsche Design, Tuscany accepted conditions of its distributorship designed to 

maintain and develop Porsche Design’s reputation as a high-quality, premium product.  However, 

Tuscany has failed to provide Rodenstock with an itemized inventory of Porsche Design products 

and promotional material that it currently possesses (as required under Article 27(3) of the 

Distribution Agreement) and has improperly conditioned any agreement to return unsold inventory 

to Rodenstock on Rodenstock’s compliance with additional, extra-contractual, and baseless 

payment demands by Tuscany.  At the same time, Tuscany has begun a discounted liquidation 
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program for its remaining product inventory while refusing to provide appropriate customer 

service to purchasers of Porsche Design eyewear, in contravention of its obligations under the 

Distribution Agreement and to the detriment of the brand’s image in the marketplace.  In doing so, 

Tuscany has thwarted Rodenstock’s repurchase rights under the Distribution Agreement, wrested 

control of Rodenstock’s distribution plan, and undermined Rodenstock’s Porsche Design 

marketing strategy. 

 Tuscany’s continued, unauthorized sale and promotion of premium Porsche Design 

eyewear in contravention of the Distribution Agreement at steep discounts, and without 

appropriate customer service, will cause irreparable harm to Rodenstock’s efforts to establish its 

U.S. affiliate as the sole authorized distributor for Porsche Design eyewear in the United States, 

and it will diminish and tarnish the value of Porsche Design’s premium brand.  The narrowly 

tailored injunctive relief Rodenstock seeks will prevent Tuscany from engaging in further 

marketing and sales of any Porsche Design eyewear that remains in Tuscany’s inventory, thereby 

preserving the status quo for the limited period until an arbitrator has been appointed in the 

Arbitration and can determine the need for continued interim relief.   

PARTIES 

 Rodenstock is a German corporation with its principal place of business in Munich, 

Germany. 

 According to records on file with the Florida Secretary of State, Tuscany is a 

Florida corporation with its principal place of business at 12960 West State Road 84, Davie, 

Florida 33325.   
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

 This Court has subject matter jurisdiction under the Federal Arbitration Act 

(“FAA”), 9 U.S.C. § 201 et seq., and more specifically under §§ 202 and 203, to grant the relief 

requested by Rodenstock.  The Distribution Agreement relates to a commercial transaction within 

the meaning of § 202, and it is between a German citizen, i.e., Rodenstock, and a citizen of the 

United States, i.e., Tuscany.  Accordingly, this action falls under § 202, and it is deemed to arise 

under the laws and treaties of the United States as provided in § 203.   

 The Court also has diversity jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1332, as the parties are 

of diverse citizenship and the amount in controversy exceeds $75,000, exclusive of attorneys’ fees, 

interest, and costs. 

 The Court has personal jurisdiction over Tuscany under Fla. Stat. 48.193 because 

Tuscany (a) is incorporated in Florida and maintains its principal place of business in that state; 

(b) operates, conducts, engages in, or carries on a business or business venture in Davie, Florida 

and has an office or agency in Davie, Florida; and/or (c) breached a contract in Florida by failing 

to perform acts required by the Distribution Agreement that were to be performed in the state. 

 Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(2) and (3) because a 

substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the claim occurred in this district and/or 

there is no other district in which this action may otherwise be brought and Tuscany is subject to 

this Court’s personal jurisdiction with respect to such action in this district. 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

The Parties’ Business History 

 Rodenstock is Germany’s leading manufacturer of ophthalmic lenses and frames.  

The company produces and sells eyeglasses, sunglasses, and eyeglass frames worldwide.  Of 
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particular relevance to this dispute, Rodenstock is licensed to manufacture Porsche Design-

branded eyewear and distribute Porsche Design-branded eyewear on a global basis. 

 Tuscany is an eyewear manufacturer and retailer in the United States.  Tuscany 

manufactures, markets, and sells its own eyewear lines, as well as marketing and selling other 

manufacturers’ brands. 

 Beginning in 2007, Rodenstock and Tuscany maintained an ongoing business 

relationship.  Over the course of their relationship, the parties entered into two prior distribution 

agreements (which expired) before entering into the Distribution Agreement that gives rise to the 

Arbitration and this action.  The territory covered by the parties’ earlier distribution agreements 

included parts of South America and the Caribbean.  However, because North America (especially 

the United States) was a particularly important region to the licensor of the Porsche Design brand, 

the territory covered by the instant Distribution Agreement was limited to the United States and 

Canada to focus sales activities on those two markets.   

 In November 2016, Rodenstock and Tuscany negotiated and executed the 

Distribution Agreement, with effect from January 1, 2017.  Under the contract, Rodenstock 

extended to Tuscany an exclusive distributorship for its Porsche Design-branded products in the 

United States and Canada.  To preserve and promote the prestige of the Porsche Design brand, the 

contract established certain requirements and standards with which Tuscany’s marketing and sales 

activities had to comply.   

 In the Distribution Agreement, Tuscany expressly recognized that “Rodenstock has 

a high reputation in the field of top-class design and high quality eyewear products” and “has 

established a substantial reputation and goodwill in the ‘Rodenstock’ name and several licensed 

brand names for eyewear products.”  Distribution Agreement, “whereas” clauses 1 & 2.  
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Accordingly, the Distribution Agreement required Tuscany to distribute the Porsche Design 

products “as Premium and high class by Premium stores only,” and to comply with Rodenstock’s 

guidelines “with regard to the way in which the [Porsche Design] Products are displayed, presented 

and sold.”  Distribution Agreement, Art. 9(1) & 9(11). 

 The Distribution Agreement also includes the Arbitration Agreement, pursuant to 

which the parties agreed to resolve any disputes under German law and in accordance with the 

Arbitration Rules of the German Institution of Arbitration (“DIS”).  In full, the Arbitration 

Agreement (and related choice of law clause) provide as follows: 

Art. 29 – Governing Law and Jurisdiction 

1. This agreement, including its validity and interpretation, and any contracts 
entered into in fulfillment of this agreement, shall be governed by German law with 
the exception of the U.N. Law on International Sales of Goods. 

2. All disputes arising in connection with this Agreement or its validity shall be 
finally settled in accordance with the Arbitration Rules of the German Institution 
of Arbitration (DIS) without recourse to the ordinary courts of law.  The place of 
arbitration is Munich, Germany.  The language used in arbitration proceedings is 
English.  The number of arbitrators is 1 (one).  The applicable substantive law shall 
be the law of Germany.   

3. The arbitral award is final and binding upon both parties.  Each party will be 
responsible for their own attorney’s costs.  During the arbitration, the two parties 
should still carry out partial contract terms which are not arbitrated. 

4. Notwithstanding the foregoing each Party may obtain interlocutory injunctions 
(“einstweiligen Rechtsschutz”) before the US courts for seizing immediate 
measures against infringements of the Agreement which brings the other party into 
a position that might not be remedied by conducting an arbitration proceeding (e.g. 
infringement of Intellectual Property Rights of the Licensor or Rodenstock). 

 Accordingly, the Arbitration Agreement expressly provides that interim relief in 

aid of the Arbitration may be obtained in the U.S. courts (including this Court).  This carve-out 

authorizing the parties to seek judicial relief pending resolution of any arbitration was necessary 

because interim relief is not available under the procedural rules of the DIS until after the 

appointment of the arbitrator.   
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 Beginning in early 2017, Rodenstock began to ship Porsche Design-branded 

products to Tuscany pursuant to the Distribution Agreement.  Rodenstock shipped Porsche Design 

products to Tuscany on thirteen occasions between December 2017 and April 2018.  However, the 

payment due dates for all thirteen shipments passed without Tuscany ever paying for any of these 

deliveries. 

Rodenstock’s Termination of the Distribution Agreement 

 In February 2018, Rodenstock wrote to Tuscany requesting that Tuscany remedy 

certain ongoing violations of the Distribution Agreement, including actions by Tuscany that either 

damaged or failed to promote the premium reputation of the Porsche Design brand.  In addition, 

Rodenstock requested that Tuscany timely pay outstanding invoices for products it had already 

delivered.   

 At that time, although Tuscany’s breaches would have allowed Rodenstock to 

terminate the Distribution Agreement in its entirety, Rodenstock instead elected to terminate only 

the exclusivity of Tuscany’s distributorship in the hope that the parties might find a way to continue 

their business relationship on a non-exclusive basis if Tuscany remedied its breaches of the 

Distribution Agreement. 

 But Tuscany failed to pay any of the overdue amounts it owed to Rodenstock, nor 

did Tuscany cure any of its other breaches of the Distribution Agreement.  Consequently, 

Rodenstock wrote to Tuscany again on April 18, 2018, identifying the latter’s continued violations 

of the Distribution Agreement and demanding payment of outstanding invoices: 

As per today … the amount of unpaid invoices amounts to EUR 380,545.72.  From 
that amount, an amount of EUR 170,347.97 (excl. interests of default) is overdue 
since 15 March 2017.  We expect the payment of the overdue amounts plus interests 
of default (5 percentage points above the base rate of the European Central Bank) 
within the next 10 days after receiving this letter.  Otherwise, we reserve our rights 
to terminate the distribution agreement in full.  
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 On April 30, 2018, after Tuscany failed to remit payment of the overdue amounts 

within this final 10-day deadline, Rodenstock terminated the Distribution Agreement for cause.  

Tuscany was in arrears on Rodenstock’s Porsche Design deliveries from at least December 2017 

and continues to owe Rodenstock EUR 380,545.72 (equivalent to $445,295.57 as of the date of 

this filing) for these deliveries. 

 Under Article 27 of the Distribution Agreement, where (as here) Rodenstock has 

terminated the contract for cause, Rodenstock retains the express contractual right to repurchase 

Tuscany’s remaining inventory of Porsche Design eyewear.   

The Pending Arbitration in Germany 

 After terminating the Distribution Agreement, Rodenstock initiated the Arbitration 

on June 11, 2018 seeking confirmation of its contractual rights, including damages for Tuscany’s 

failure to pay the amounts due and owing to Rodenstock in the aggregate sum of EUR 380,542.72 

(not including interest) and other breaches.   

 As of the date of this filing, no arbitrator has been appointed in the Arbitration.  The 

parties have agreed on a procedure for appointing the sole arbitrator, including a September 10, 

2018 deadline for attempting to reach agreement on the appointment.  If the parties identify an 

arbitrator in that timeframe, they will inform the arbitral institution (the DIS) under whose auspices 

the Arbitration is being conducted.  The DIS will then contact the candidate to conduct a conflict 

check, resulting in a further delay of approximately two weeks before the chosen candidate can be 

appointed.  On that basis, approximately the end of September is the earliest date that the arbitrator 

appointment reasonably may be expected to be completed.  

 If the parties cannot agree on a candidate, however, the DIS will have to appoint 

one.  The DIS appointment would take a further approximately three to four weeks, as the parties 
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will be afforded an opportunity to comment on the DIS’s choice of arbitrator after the chosen 

candidate has confirmed his or her independence.   

 Once appointed, the arbitrator will hold a case management conference as soon as 

possible following his or her appointment – in principle within twenty-one days.  At that time, the 

procedural timetable for the Arbitration will be established.  In any event, an award likely will not 

be issued in the Arbitration for at least three to four months. 

Tuscany’s Recent Conduct Threatening the Outcome of the Arbitration 

 After initiating the Arbitration, Rodenstock became aware that Tuscany is 

attempting to liquidate the balance of its inventory of Porsche Design products at sharply reduced 

prices.  Tuscany appears intent on achieving a quick sale to recover what revenue it can following 

Rodenstock’s termination of the Distribution Agreement.  If left unchecked, Tuscany’s actions 

threaten to irreversibly diminish Rodenstock’s efforts to establish and develop new distribution 

and marketing channels for Porsche Design eyewear in the United States, consistent with the 

brand’s premium reputation and pricing.  

 First, Rodenstock’s United States-based, majority-owned affiliate Rodenstock 

USA LLC (“Rodenstock USA”)—the new distributor for Porsche Design in the United States—

has become aware that Tuscany is improperly marketing Porsche Design eyewear to its customers 

at approximately a 40% discount to list prices.  Such heavy discounting damages the brand because 

it indicates an inability for Porsche Design to command premium pricing, and it directly 

contravenes the parties’ agreed-to marketing plan for Porsche Design eyewear.  At the same time, 

Tuscany is refusing to provide appropriate customer service for any Porsche Design products it 

has sold (and continues to sell), thereby further damaging the brand’s reputation in the market.  

Tuscany’s unauthorized, heavily discounted liquidation and marketing violates Tuscany’s 
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unequivocal obligation under the Distribution Agreement to follow Rodenstock’s guidelines “with 

regard to the way in which the [Porsche Design] Products are displayed, presented and sold,” 

including in Tuscany’s customer’s outlets, (Distribution Agreement, Art. 9(2), (11)) and 

additionally harms Rodenstock USA’s own promotion and marketing efforts, which emphasize 

the premium quality and prestigious reputation of Porsche Design products.   

 Second, following Rodenstock’s termination of the Distribution Agreement, 

Tuscany has continued to falsely hold itself out as the exclusive distributor for Porsche Design 

products in the United States.  Specifically, Rodenstock learned that Tuscany is registered as an 

exhibitor at Vision Expo West, a leading industry event scheduled for September 26-29, 2018 in 

Las Vegas, and that Tuscany has been falsely promoting itself in connection with that event as the 

exclusive Porsche Design distributor.  Importantly, Rodenstock USA also will be an exhibitor at 

Vision Expo West, promoting and selling Porsche Design eyewear as the true exclusive distributor 

of the brand. 

 Vision Expo West is a unique opportunity for Rodenstock to launch a new strategic 

marketing initiative for Porsche Design eyewear, and to gain the attention of the luxury eyewear 

market.  The expo is one of two related, annual worldwide conferences and exhibitions for eyecare 

and eyewear—the other event being “Vision Expo East” in March in New York City.  These two 

trade-only events draw more than 30,000 industry members every year and market themselves 

together as “the complete event for ophthalmic professionals, where eyecare meets eyewear and 

education, fashion and innovation mingle.”  More than 4,000 fashion and luxury eyewear brands 

participate, offering eyewear buyers the most complete view of the optical industry.  Vision Expo 

West anticipates registering over 500 exhibitors.  Participation at Vision Expo West is a critical 

component of Rodenstock’s revised Porsche Design initiative. 
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 On August 20, 2018, undersigned counsel for Rodenstock wrote to the event 

organizers for Vision Expo West demanding that they remove Tuscany’s representation on the 

event’s website that Tuscany is the exclusive distributor for Porsche Design in the United States 

(along with several other countries).  On August 22, 2018, counsel for the event organizers 

responded that—following consultation with Tuscany—the incorrect marketing representation had 

been removed.  While this was a small step in ending some of the false representations Tuscany 

has made, it does not go nearly far enough because Tuscany is still holding itself out as a distributor 

of the Porsche Design brand. 

 In the same August 20 letter to the event organizers for Vision Expo West, 

undersigned counsel additionally demanded that the event organizers take all necessary steps to 

prevent Tuscany’s unauthorized sale of Porsche Design eyewear, or improper use of the Porsche 

Design trademark, at the Expo.  In his August 22 response, counsel for the event organizers 

declined to do so at this stage but emphasized that the event organizers “would absolutely comply 

with any court orders, injunctions, or definitive legal documentation advising that Tuscany 

Eyewear cannot sell any Porsche Design products.”  For this reason, too, the relief Rodenstock 

seeks in this action is critical to avoid irreparable harm to Rodenstock’s ongoing efforts to 

introduce Rodenstock USA to the market as the new, exclusive distributor for Porsche Design 

products in the United States. 

COUNT I 
Claim for Preliminary Injunction Pursuant to 9 U.S.C. §§ 202-203 

 
 Rodenstock re-alleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in Paragraphs 

1 through 36 as though fully alleged herein. 

   Rodenstock seeks this preliminary injunction in good faith to preserve the status 

quo and allow the arbitrator to fully adjudicate the dispute between Rodenstock and Tuscany in 
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the Arbitration.  Rodenstock requests that Tuscany be enjoined from marketing itself as a Porsche 

Design distributor and selling its remaining inventory of Porsche Design products, thereby 

diminishing the value of the brand and damaging Rodenstock USA’s efforts as the new distributor 

of Porsche Design eyewear in the United States, until an arbitrator has been appointed and afforded 

the opportunity to consider the need for continued interim relief. 

 Rodenstock will suffer irreparable harm unless Tuscany is enjoined.  Tuscany has 

already extended substantial discounts to Porsche Design customers while refusing to provide 

appropriate customer service, marketed itself as the exclusive distributor for Porsche Design at 

Vision Expo West, clearly intends to market and sell Porsche Design eyewear at Vision Expo 

West, and has engaged in marketing and promotion that undermine Rodenstock’s own plan to 

distribute Porsche Design as a premium brand. 

 Rodenstock’s marketing and distribution efforts in the United States will be hurt by 

Tuscany’s false marketing as the exclusive distributor of Porsche Design and fire sale liquidation 

because the Porsche Design brand will be of diminished reputation and value. 

 The need for an immediate preliminary injunction is particularly urgent because 

Rodenstock cannot seek interim relief in the Arbitration until an arbitrator has been appointed.  

Accordingly, Rodenstock has no adequate remedy at law because it cannot pursue substantive 

relief in this (or any other) Court due to the binding Arbitration Agreement, nor can Rodenstock 

obtain the relief it seeks in the Arbitration at this juncture.  At the same time, relief is required 

prior to the Vision Expo West event taking place on September 26-29.     

 Because Tuscany has repeatedly violated the terms of the Distribution Agreement, 

Rodenstock is likely to succeed in the Arbitration.  It is undisputed that Rodenstock made thirteen 

deliveries of Porsche Design eyewear to Tuscany for which Tuscany never made payment.  In 

Case 0:18-cv-62054-WPD   Document 1   Entered on FLSD Docket 08/29/2018   Page 13 of 15



 

 14

addition, Tuscany failed to comply with its contractual duty to enhance (and indeed now actively 

threatens) the reputation of the Porsche Design brand.  

 The irreparable damage to the Porsche Design brand and Rodenstock USA’s 

marketing efforts caused by Tuscany’s contract breaches far exceeds any harm to Tuscany if it 

were enjoined.  Maintaining the status quo by enjoining Tuscany’s sales and marketing of Porsche 

Design until an arbitrator can determine the need for continued interim relief will not harm 

Tuscany.  Indeed, the parties specifically contemplated and expressly agreed in the Distribution 

Agreement that either party could seek such relief. 

 Nor will granting the preliminary injunction Rodenstock seeks cause harm to any 

others.  Because the dispute is between private parties to a contract, it does not affect the public 

interest.  Moreover, the public interest is advanced by preventing Tuscany from flagrantly 

breaching the terms of its contract with Rodenstock. 

 Rodenstock has been, and will continue to be, irreparably harmed by Tuscany’s 

unlawful actions.  

RELIEF REQUESTED 

WHEREFORE, Rodenstock respectfully requests that this Court: 

1. enter a preliminary injunction prohibiting Tuscany from selling its remaining 

inventory of Porsche Design eyewear and marketing itself on its website, at Expo West and other 

trade shows, or in any other form of marketing or advertising as the exclusive distributor of 

Porsche Design eyewear, until thirty days after the DIS notifies the parties that an arbitrator has 

been appointed in the Arbitration;  

2. award Rodenstock its costs pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1920; 

3. enter judgment in Rodenstock’s favor; and 

4. award such other and further relief as the Court deems proper. 
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Dated: August 29, 2018 

     s/Janet T. Munn  
     Janet T. Munn, Esq. 
     Fla. Bar No.: 501281 
     Email: jmunn@rascoklock.com 
     RASCO KLOCK PEREZ & NIETO, P.L. 
     2555 Ponce de Leon Blvd., Suite 600 
     Coral Gables, Florida 33134 
     Telephone: 305.476.7101 
     Facsimile: 305.476.7102 
 
     AND OF COUNSEL 
 
     s/Andreas A. Frischknecht  
     Andreas A. Frischknecht, Esq.* 
     Email:  Andreas.Frischknecht@chaffetzlindsey.com 
     Theodore R. Debonis, Esq.* 
     Email:  Ted.Debonis@chaffetzlindsey.com 

CHAFFETZ LINDSEY LLP 
 1700 Broadway, 33rd Floor 
     New York, New York 10019 
     Telephone:  212.257.6900 
     * Pending Filing of Motion for Pro Hac Vice Admission 

 
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF RODENSTOCK 
GMBH 
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