Case 7

20-cv-02082-JAH-KSC Document 13 Filed 12/28/20 PagelD.185 Page 1 of 33

S. Edward Wicker (SBN 93057)
11440 W. Bernardo Court, Suite 300
San Diego, California 92127
Telephone: (760) 735-6100
edward@ewickerlaw.com

Gregory M. Garrison, Esq. (SBN 165215)
GREGORY M. GARRISON, APC

6886 Mimosa Drive

Carlsbad, California 92011

Telephone: (619) 708-1628
greg(@garrisonapc.com

Alexander E. Papaefthimiou, Esq. (SBN 236930)

PAPAEFTHIMIOU APC

1601 Carmen Drive, Suite 212D
Camarillo, California 93010
Telephone: (805) 366-3909
alex@aplitigation.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

AGRO DYNAMICS, LLC a Wyoming Limited
Liability Company,
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Vs.
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