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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO -
HID GLOBAL CORPORATION, : 1 e 2
9292 Jeronimo Road : CASE"NO. '
Irvine, California 92618 :
Plaintiff,

e JUDGE GAUGHAN
KEITH R. LEIGHTON, ‘ lVlAlJ JUD(Jt HEMANN

214 Mariner’s Circle : JURY DEMAND

Apartment G : ENDORSED HEREON
Sheffield Lake, Ohio 44054 :
Defendant.
COMPLAINT

Plaintiff HID Global Corporation (“HID"), for its Complaint against Defendant Keith R.
Leighton (“Leighton™), alleges as follows:
THE PARTIES
1. HID is a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of
Delaware. with a principal place of business at 9292 Jeronimo Road, Irvine, California 92618.
2. Leighton is an individual residing in this judicial district at 214 Mariner’s Circle,
Apartment G, Sheffield Lake, Ohio 44054.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

3. This is an action for breach of contract and unjust enrichment. This Court has
subject matter jurisdiction over these claims pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1332 and 1367. HID and

Leighton are citizens of different states, and the amount in controversy. exclusive of interest and

costs, exceeds $75,000.
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4, As a resident of the State of Ohio and of this judicial district. Leighton is subject
to personal jurisdiction in this judicial district.

5. This Court is the proper venue for this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(a)(1)
because Leighton resides in this judicial district.

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

6. HID is a leader in the sale of contactless and contact access control cards and
readers for the security industry. Its access control products include 13.56 MHz contactless and
contact smart cards, 125 KHz proximity cards, Mifare cards and Weigand cards (referred to
hereinafter as "RFID cards™). HID’s card and reader technologies are utilized in diverse
applications including security access control, network log-on security. vehicle identification,
cashless vending, time and attendance. and biometric verification, among other things.

7. HID is the successor-in-interest to an entity formerly known as Indala
Corporation (“Indala™). which was a Delaware corporation with its principal place of business
located in San Jose. California. Indala was a subsidiary of Motorola, Inc. (“"Motorola™) during
the relevant time period and was engaged in the RFID card business. Through a September 27,
2001 Asset Sale Agreement. HID acquired all of the assets and rights of Indala and Motorola
used in connection with the business of developing, manufacturing, marketing. selling and
servicing the RFID products of Indala and Motorola. Thus, as a result of this transaction, HID is
the owner of and successor-in-interest to any and all assets related to Indala and/or Motorola’s
RFID business, including contract rights.

8. Leighton purports to be the sole inventor of several United States patents relating
to processes for the manufacture of RFID cards, including U.S. Patent Nos. 5.817.207 (“'the ‘207

Patent™), 6,036,099 (“the "099 Patent™), 6,214,155 (“‘the *155 Patent"), 6.441,736 ("the 736
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Patent”) and 6,514,367 (“the *367 Patent”) (collectively, the “Leighton Patents™). The Leighton
Patents are related to and claim priority from U.S. Provisional Patent Application No.
60/005,685, which was filed by and on behalf of Leighton on October 17. 1995.

9. In or about February 1993, Leighton met with certain employees of Motorola
and/or Indala in San Jose, California, to discuss the possibility of Leighton working or consulting
with Motorola in the production of certain RFID cards. As of that time, Leighton asserted that
he had broad experience in the lamination of plastic cards generally, although he did not have
any specific experience laminating electronic elements into plastic cards, which was the focus of
Motorola’s project.

10.  Motorola and Leighton ultimately reached an agreement in February 1995,
whereby Leighton would provide consulting services to Motorola for four weeks. Leighton, in
turn, would be paid $7.500 for the four weeks of consulting, plus a bonus of $1,500 if he
successfully developed a lamination process that could produce more than 10,000 RFID cards
before the end of the four-week period. Motorola also agreed to spend $500 in connection with
up-front materials and supplies requested by Leighton for the project. A copy of the Motorola
Purchase Order is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit A. Leighton. in turn.
agreed to provide certain “deliverables” to Motorola upon completion of the project, including a
specification of the materials. processes, procedures and equipment used by Leighton in
producing the requested RFID cards.

1. To memorialize their agreement. Motorola issued a purchase order to Leighton.
dated March 2, 1995, which incorporated by reference a F ebruary 22, 1995 letter agreement. an
“‘up front item list” of materials requested by Leighton, a “Confidentiality Agreement.” and the

list of deliverables to be provided to Motorola by Leighton. A copy of the Confidentiality
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Agreement is incorporated herein and attached hereto as Exhibit B. Leighton signed the
Confidentiality Agreement, dated February 23, 1995, and the list of deliverables, dated March

22, 1995.
12. The Confidentiality Agreement includes, in part. the following provisions:

In consideration of my engagement by Motorola. Inc. (**Motorola™). as a
Consultant/Contractor for programs or products as directed by Motorola, and in
consideration of the compensation paid to me for my services in the course of
such engagement. I understand and agree to the following provisions for the
protection of the property rights of Motorola:

1. I will promptly and fully communicate in writing to an Executive Officer
of Motorola or its nominees. all inventions. innovations and ideas developed or
conceived by me. whether solely or jointly with others at any time during the
entirc period of my engagement with Motorola, and which inventions. innovations
and ideas relate to the actual and anticipated business activities of Motorola, or
result from. or are suggested by. work which I do for Motorola. I agree to assign
and hereby assign to Motorola as its exclusive property the entire right. title and
interest in all such inventions, innovations and ideas. 1 will. at all times during
my engagement with Motorola, and after the termination of my engagement for
any reason, assist Motorola in every proper way but entircly at Motorola’s
expense. to obtain and maintain for Motorola’s benefit patents, copyrights. and
other legal protection in any and all countries for the above-mentioned invention,
innovations. and ideas. . . . . [ agree that all such inventions, innovations, and ideas
are and will remain the property of Motorola whether or not patented. . . . [ agrce
to keep. maintain and make available to Motorola, written records of all such
inventions. innovations, and ideas, and to submit promptly to such written
records. and supplemental oral disclosures, to designated representatives of
Motorola. . ..

2. That I will maintain strictly confidential and not publish. disseminate. or
disclose to others, data and information of Motorola which I may originate or of
which [ learmn during my period of engagement with Motorola and which is of a
confidential or secret nature, including but not limited to product. machine. and
process developments. whether patentable of not, manufacturing “know-how™,
formulas. designs. photographs, plans. specifications. . . . .

13. Leighton began consulting for Motorola in late March 1995, and concluded his

engagement on or about May 5, 1995.
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14.  Motorola paid Leighton the full $7,500 compensation required under the Purchase
Order. Motorola also purchased the $500 worth of up-front supplies requested by Leighton for
the project. Motorola did not pay Leighton the $1,500 bonus, however, because he failed to
produce 10,000 cards and to supply the required deliverables, including but not limited to
documentation of the specifications and processes he developed for Motorola during the period
of his consultancy.

15.  On or about May 19, 1995, Leighton sent a letter and invoice to Motorola
explaining why he believed he was entitled to the S1500 bonus. Motorola responded on or about
July 12, 1995. explaining that Leighton had not earned the bonus because he had not satisfied the
bonus conditions set forth in the Purchase Order and/or related documents.

16. Less than one week after receiving Motorola’s letter. and unbeknownst to
Motorola at the time, Leighton began contacting other businesses who he thought might be
interested in RFID card developments, touting his “innovations™ and even providing samples of
cards that he produced at Motorola to evidence his capabilities in an attempt to gain employment
with these businesses. These activities by Leighton were revealed to HID over the last twelve to
eighteen months as the result of the discovery process and related briefing in separate. ongoing
litigation.

17. On or about October 17. 1995. and unbeknownst to Motorola at the time.
Leighton filed U.S. Provisional Patent Application No. 60/005,685. which relates to a hot
lamination process for manufacturing RFID cards. The provisional patent application ultimately

issued as the *207 Patent. the first in the series of the interrelated Leighton Patents.
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18.  Between his departure from Motorola in May 1995 and the filing of the
provisional patent application in October 1995, Leighton did not have access to any equipment
or materials needed to develop or produce RFID cards.

19.  The Leighton Patents reflect and embody “inventions, innovations and ideas
developed or conceived™ by Leighton during the period of his consulting engagement with
Motorola. and/or resulting from, or suggested by, work that Leighton performed for Motorola.

20.  Each of the Leighton Patents issued in the name of Keith R. Leighton,
individually and personally. Leighton subsequently assigned certain interests in and to the
Leighton Patents to several third parties.

21. Inor about June 2003, Leighton and those third parties to whom he had assigned
interests in the Leighton Patents purported to assign their rights and interests in the Leighton
Patents to Leighton Technologies, LLC (**Leighton Technologies™). which was formed to acquire
and enforce the Leighton Patents against third parties. Members of Leighton Technologics
include, among others. Leighton and General Patent Corporation International, a patent
enforcement company.

22.  Beginning in or about August 2003, and continuing through May 2005, HID
received correspondence sent on behalf of Leighton Technologies accusing HID of infringing
one or more of the Leighton Patents.

23. At considerable expense, HID conducted independent analysis of the Leighton
Patents. including an evaluation of the basis for Leighton Technologies’ infringement allegations
and whether the Leighton Patents are valid and enforceable. Based upon these evaluations. HID
determined that the Leighton Patents are invalid for failure to meet the patentability requirements

of 35 U.S.C. §§ 101, 102 and/or 103. In addition. as a result of its investigation of Leighton



Case 1:07-cv-01972-PAG Document1  Filed 07/02/2007 Page 7 of 14

Technologies” infringement allegations, HID discovered Leighton’s former relationship to
Motorola and his contractual obligations related thereto. HID, therefore, determined that it is not
liable for infringement of the Leighton Patents and, in fact. is the rightful owner of the Leighton
Patents by virtue of the Motorola/Leighton agreements discussed in Paragraphs 10-12. supra.
Before receipt of the Leighton Technologies™ patent infringement demand letters. neither HID
nor Motorola had reason to believe that Leighton violated his contractual obligations to
Motorola.

24, Leighton Technologies, however. continued to maintain that HID is liable for
infringement of one or more of the Leighton Patents, demanding payment of licensing fees under
threat of legal action.

25.  Asaresult of the threat of legal action by or on behalf of Leighton Technologies,
HID filed a declaratory judgment action in the United States District Court for the Central
District of California. seeking declaratory, injunctive and monelary relief in an effort to defend
against and defeat Leighton Technologies’ baseless infringement allegations. which stem entirely
from inventions that were assigned to Motorola by Leighton in 1995 and are. therefore, assets to
which HID is the successor-in-interest.

26.  Asaresult of the conduct of Leighton complained of herein. including but not
limited to defending against the patent infringement threats and claims of Leighton

Technologies, HID has incurred attorneys’ fees, costs and expenses in excess of $ 2,000,000 to

date.
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COUNT ONE
BREACH OF CONTRACT (DUTY TO NOTIFY)

27.  HID realleges and incorporates herein by reference all of the allegations set forth
in Paragraphs 1 through 26 above as if such allegations were set forth fully and specifically
herein.

28.  Motorola and Leighton entered into a legally binding agreement regarding the
terms and conditions of Leighton’s consultancy, which included the Confidentiality Agreement
accepted and signed by Leighton.

29.  Motorola performed its duties and obligations under the terms of the agreement.
including but not limited to payment of $7,500 to Leighton for his work.

30.  Leighton breached his obligations under the Confidentiality Agreement by failing
to “promptly and fully communicate in writing to an Executive Officer of Motorola or its
nominees, all inventions. innovations and ideas developed or conceived by [him]. whether solely
or jointly with others at any time during the entire period of [his] engagement with Motorola. and
which inventions. innovations and ideas relate to the actual and anticipated business activities of
Motorola. or result from. or are suggested by, work which [he did] for Motorola™ and by failing
to “keep. maintain and make available to Motorola, written records of all such inventions,
innovations. and ideas, and to submit promptly to such written records. and supplemental oral
disclosures. to designated representatives of Motorola.”

31.  Leighton's failure to comply with the foregoing provisions of the Confidentiality
Agreement prevented Motorola from, among other things. evaluating the patentability of
Leighton’s “inventions, innovations and ideas developed or conceived by [him],” perfecting its

assigniment in the patents that issued from those “inventions. innovations and ideas developed or
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conceived by [him].” and exploiting them, if appropriate, to Motorola’s financial and
competitive advantage.

32.  HID is the successor-in-interest to Motorola’s rights under Leighton’s
Confidentiality Agreement.

33.  Asaresult of Leighton's breach of the Confidentiality Agreement. HID has been
and will continue to be harmed. damaged and injured, including but not limited to the lost
opportunity to patent and exploit the “inventions, innovations and ideas developed or conceived
by” Leighton. damage to the value of its intellectual propertyv rights. and the attorneys” fees and
costs incurred by HID in defending against Leighton Technologies’ charges of patent
infringement based on technology that rightfully belongs to HID. as successor-in-interest to
Motorola.

COUNT TWO
BREACH OF CONTRACT (DUTY TO ASSIGN)

34.  HID realleges and incorporates herein by reference all of the allegations set forth
in Paragraphs 1 through 33 above as if such allegations were set forth fully and specifically

herein.

35. Motorola and Leighton entered into a legally binding agreement regarding the
terms and conditions of Leighton’s consultancy, which included the Confidentiality Agreement

accepted and signed by Leighton.

36.  Motorola performed its duties and obligations under the terms of the agreement.
including but not limited to payment of $7,500 to Leighton for his work.

37. Leighton breached his obligations under the Confidentiality Agreement by failing
to recognize and respect his obligation to “assign and hereby assign to Motorola as its exclusive

property the entire right. title and interest in all such inventions, innovations and ideas” and to
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“assist Motorola in every proper way but entirely at Motorola’s expense, to obtain and maintain
for Motorola’s benefit patents. copyrights, and other legal protection in any and all countries for
the above-mentioned invention, innovations, and ideas.” Specifically, Leighton violated the
foregoing provisions of the Confidentiality Agreement by at least applying for and obtaining the
Leighton Patents in his own name and subsequently assigning rights and interests in those
patents to third parties other than Motorola, which directly contradicts his acknowledgement and
agreement that “all such inventions, innovations, and ideas are and will remain the property of
Motorola whether or not patented.”

38.  Leighton’s failure to comply with the foregoing provisions of the Confidentiality
Agreement prevented Motorola from establishing its rights in and to the patents that issued as a
result of Leighton’s “inventions, innovations and ideas developed or conceived by [him],”
perfecting its assignment in the patents that issued from those “inventions, innovations and ideas
developed or conceived by [him].” and exploiting them, if appropriate, to Motorola’s financial
and competitive advantage.

39.  HID is the successor-in-interest to Motorola’s rights under Leighton’s
Confidentiality Agreecment.

40.  Asaresult of Leighton’s breach of the Confidentiality Agreement, HID has been
and will continue to be harmed, damaged and injured, including but not limited to the lost
opportunity to exploit the Leighton Patents and related technology itself, damage to the value of
its intellectual property rights, and the attorneys’ fees and costs incurred by HID in defending

against Leighton Technologies’ charges of patent infringement based on patents that Leighton

previously assigned to HID. as successor-in-interest to Motorola.

10
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COUNT THREE
BREACH OF CONTRACT (CONFIDENTIALITY)

41.  HID realleges and incorporates herein by reference all of the allegations set forth
in Paragraphs 1 through 40 above as if such allegations were set forth fully and specifically
herein.

42.  Motorola and Leighton entered into a legally binding agreement regarding the
terms and conditions of Leighton’s consultancy, which included the Confidentiality Agreement
accepted and signed by Leighton.

43, Motorola performed its duties and obligations under the terms of the agreement.
including but not limited to payment of $7.500 to Leighton for his work.

44.  Leighton breached his obligations under Paragraph 2 of the Confidentiality
Agreement by publishing. disclosing and disseminating to third parties confidential business data
and information of Motorola which Leighton originated or\ learmned during the period of his
consultancy with Motorola. including but not limited to sample RFID cards produced by
Leighton during his consultancy with Motorola and information regarding the structures.
processes and procedures used for the production thereof.

45. HID is the successor-in-interest to Motorola’s rights under Leighton's
Confidentiality Agreement.

46.  Asaresult of Leighton's breach of the Confidentiality Agreement, HID has been
and will continue to be harmed. damaged and injured, including but not limited to the damage to
the value of its intellectual property rights and the risk that one or more of the businesses with
whom Leighton shared Motorola's information used and acted upon it to Motorola's detriment.

which in turn harms HID as Motorola’s successor-in-interest.

11
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COUNT FOUR
UNJUST ENRICHMENT

47.  HID realleges and incorporates herein by reference all of the allegations set forth
in Paragraphs 1 through 46 above as if such allegations were set forth fully and specifically
herein.

48.  In failing to abide by his duties and obligations under his 1995 agreements with
Motorola. including by not limited to the Confidentiality Agreement, Leighton retained for
himself assets and property rights that rightfully belong to HID as Motorola’s successor-in-
interest.

49.  Leighton exploited the assets and property rights he improperly withheld from
Motorola and personally profited therefrom in the form of investment, licensing and royaity
income despite his knowledge of his obligations to Motorola.

50.  Any investment, licensing or royalty income earned by Leighton through the
exploitation of the Leighton Patents or any other inventions, innovations or ideas developed or
conceived by him at any time during the entire period of his engagement with Motorola is
revenue that belongs to HID as Motorola’s successor-in-interest.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE. HID prays that the Court enter an Order for Judgment as follows:

A, That the Court find that Leighton breached his obligations under the 1995
agreements:

B. That HID be awarded damages it has suffered as a result of Leighton’s breach of
contract, including but not limited to attorneys’ fees, costs and expenses incurred in defending

against the patent infringement threats and claims of Leighton Technologies. in an amount to be

proven at trial, but not less than $ 2,000,000;
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C. That Leighton be ordered to account for all revenues and profits realized as a
result of his improper assertion of ownership rights in the inventions, innovations and/or ideas
developced or conceived by Leighton during his engagement with Motorola;

D. That HID be awarded damages equal to the revenue earned by Leighton as a
result of his improper assertion of ownership rights in the inventions. innovations and/or ideas
developed or conceived by Leighton during his engagement with Motorola;

E. That HID be awarded its costs incurred in prosecuting this action; and

F. That such other and further relief be awarded to HID as the Court deems just and

appropriate.

13
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

HID requests a trial by jury on all issues so triable.

Respectfully submitted,

/ 7 ‘7@/%5

oseph &. Dattilo (0010398)
Charles D. Price (0065399)
Michael P. O’Donnell (0078390)
Brouse McDowell

1001 Lakeside Ave.: Suite 1600
Cleveland. Ohio 44114

(216) 830-6830—Phone

(216) 830-6807—Facsimile
jdattilo@brouse.com
cprice@brouse.com
modonnell@brouse.com

OF COUNSEL

Edward Wood Dunham
WIGGIN and DANA LLP
One Century Tower

265 Church Street

New Haven, CT 06508
Telephone: (203) 498-4400
Facsimile: (203) 782-2889
edunham@wiggin.com

Carrie A. Hanlon

WIGGIN and DANA LLP
400 Atlantic Street
Stamford, CT 06901
Telephone: (203) 363-7600
Facsimile: (203) 363-7676
chanlon@wiggin.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff
HID GLOBAL CORPORATION

684538
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- CORFIDENTIALITY AGREEMERT

In consideration of my engagement by Hotorola, Inc.
(“Hotorola®), as a Consultant/Contractor for programs or products
as directed by Motorola, and in consideration of the compensation
paid to me for my services In the, course of such engagenent, I
undexstand and agree to the following provisions for the protection
of the property rights of Motorolas

1. I will promptly and fully comunicate in writing to an
Executive officer of Hotorola or its nominees, all inventions,
innovations and ideas developed or conceived by me, vhether
golely or jointly with others at any time during the entire
period of my engagement vwith Motorola, and which inventions,
innovations and ideas relate to the actual and anticipated
business activities of Hotorola, or result from, Oor are
suggested by, work which I do for Motorola. I agree to
assign and hereby assign to Hotorola as its exclusive
propexty the entire right, title and interest in all such

- inventions, innovations and ideas, I will, at all times
during my engagement with Motorola, and after the ternination
of my engagement for any reason, assist Motorola in every
proper way but entirely at Motorala's expensas, toc obtain .and
maintain for Hotorola's benefit patents, copyrights, and other
legal protection in any and all countries for the above~
mentioned invention, innovations, and ideas. When requested,
I will execute all papers, provide proper assistance and do e
all things that may reasonably be required in order to protéct
and maintain the rights of Heotorola in such inventions,
inncvations, and ideas. T agree that all such inventions,
innovations, and ideas are and will remain the property of
Hotorola vhether or not patented. I agree to keep, malntain
and make available to Motorola, written records of all such
inventions, innovations, and ideas, and to submit promptly
such written records, and supplemental oral disclosures, -
to designated representatives of Motorola. I agree that the
obligations of this paragraph 1 will be binding upon my heirs,
executors and administrators, and may be transferred by °
Hotorola,

2. That I will maintain strictly confidential and not publish,
disseninate, or disclose to others, data and information of
Hotorola which I way originate or of which I learn during
ny period of engagement with Hotorola and which is of a
confidential .or secret nature, including but not limited to
product, machine, and process developments, whether patentable
or not, wmanufacturing “know-how", formulas, designs,
photographs, plans, specificatlons, drawings, sketches,

EXHIBIT

tabbies
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schematics, parts lists, computer software, cost and pricing
practices, customer lists, records of customer requirements
and usages, personnel records, company financial records, and
the like., I will only use such data and information as
required in and for the performance of work for Motorola. I
acknovledge that my obligation not to use, publish or
. otheruise disclose suych data and Inforwation of Motorola to
aothers continues after termination of wmy engagement with
Hotorola. Upon termination of mwy period of engagement vith
Hotorala for any reason whatsoever, I will not take with wne
or remove documentary waterlal of Motorola on such data and
information, or any record or copy thereof in whole or part.

3.  The obligations in paragraph 2 do not apply to any such data

: or information which Js, or becomes, publicly available
othervise than through breach of this Agreement. I agree that
during my pericd of engagexent with Motorola I may originate
or learn of such data and information. through visual, oral,
or documentary weans. I agree that the obligations in these
paragraphs 2 and J are fair and reasonable, and are essential
for the protection of the property rights of Motorola. HWith
respect to any such data and information which is in 2
physical or documentary fomm, I agree that the obligations in
these paragraphs 2 and J are binding upon ny heirs, executors,
and administrators, and may be transferred by Hotorola. This
Agreenent replaces any existing agreement between Motorola and
me regarding patents and/oxr confidential information and may
not be modified except jin writing with approval of an
Executive Qfficer of Motorola or its nominees.

KA
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO

Civil Categories: (Please check gne category only).

1. V] General Civil
2. [ ] Administrative Review/Social Security
3. [] Habeas Corpus Death Penalty

*If under Title 28, §2255, name the SENTENCING JUDGE:

CASE NUMBER:

RELATED OR REFILED CASES. See LR 3.1 which provides in pertinent part: “If an action is filed or removed to this Court
and assigned to a District Judge after which it is discontinued, dismissed or remanded to a State court, and
subsequently refiled, it shall be assigned to the same Judge who received the initial case assignmentwithout regardfor
the place of holding court in which the case was refiled. Counsel or a party without counsel shall be responsible for
bringing such cases to the attention of the Court by responding to the questions included on the Civil Cover Sheet."

This actionis [ _|RELATED 1o another PENDING civil case. This action is D REFILED pursuant to LR 3.1.

If applicable, please indicate on page 1 in section VI, the name of the Judge and case number.

In accordance with Local Civil Rule 3.8, actions involving counties in the Eastern Division shall be filed at any of the
divisional offices therein. Actions involving counties in the Western Division shall be filed at the Toledo office. For the
purpose of determining the proper division, and for statistical reasons, the foliowing information is requested.

ANSWER ONE PARAGRAPH ONLY. ANSWER PARAGRAPHS 1 THRU 3 IN ORDER. UPON FINDING WHICH
PARAGRAPH APPLIES TO YOUR CASE, ANSWER IT AND STOP.

(1) Resident defendant. If the defendant resides in a county within this district, please set forth the name of such
county

COUNTY: Lorain County, OH

Corporation For the purpose of answering the above, a corporation is deemed to be a resident of that county in which
it has its principal place of business in that district.

2) Non-Resident defendant. If no defendant is a resident of a county in this district, please set forth the county

wherein the cause of action arose or the event complained of occurred.
COUNTY:

(3) Other Cases. if no defendant is a resident of this district, or if the defendant is a corporation not having a principle
place of business within the district, and the cause of action arose or the event complained of occurred outside
this district, please set forth the county of the plaintifPs residence.

COUNTY:

The Counties in the Northern District of Ohio are divided into divisions as shown below. After the county is
determined in Section lll, please check the appropriate division.

EASTERN DIVISION
D AKRON (Counties: Carroll, Holmes, Portage, Stark, Summit, Tuscarawas and Wayne)
CLEVELAND (Counties: Ashland, Ashtabula, Crawford, Cuyahoga, Geauga, Lake,
Lorain, Medina and Richland)
D YOUNGSTOWN {Counties: Columbiana, Mahoning and Trumbull)
WESTERN DIVISION
] 'I TOLEDO {Counties: Allen, Auglaize, Defiance, Erie, Fulton, Hancock, Hardin, Henry,

Huron, Lucas, Marion, Mercer, Ottawa, Paulding, Putnam, Sandusky, Seneca
VanWert, Williams, Wood and Wyandot)



