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(c) Prejudgment and post-judgment interest on such monetary relief; 

(d) Equitable relief in the form of restitution and/or disgorgement of all 
unlawful or illegal profits received by Defendant as a result of the 
anticompetitive conduct alleged in herein; 

(e) An injunction restoring competitive market conditions by requiring 
Valeant to divest itself of the OrthoK assets of Paragon and/or B&L; 

(f) Other appropriate injunctive relief; 

(g) The costs of bringing this suit, including reasonable attorneys’ fees; and 

(h) All other relief to which Plaintiff and members of the Class may be 
entitled at law or in equity. 
 

Dated: December 22, 2015   LITE DEPALMA GREENBERG, LLC 
 
 
         /s/ Bruce D. Greenberg   

Bruce D. Greenberg 
570 Broad Street, Suite 1201 
Newark, NJ  07102 
Telephone: (973) 623-3000 
Facsimile: (973) 623-0858 
bgreenberg@litedepalma.com 
 
THE PAYNTER LAW FIRM PLLC 
Stuart M. Paynter (pro hac vice pending) 
1200 G Street N.W., Suite 800 
Washington, DC  20005 
Telephone: (202) 626-4486 
Facsimile: (866) 734-0622 
stuart@paynterlawfirm.com 
 
Celeste H.G. Boyd (pro hac vice pending) 
1340 Environ Way 
Chapel Hill, NC 27517 
Telephone: (919) 307-9991 
Facsimile: (866) 734-0622 
cboyd@paynterlawfirm.com 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Tru-Form Optics, Inc. 
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LOCAL CIVIL RULE 11.2 CERTIFICATION 
 

Pursuant to Local Civil Rule 11.2, I hereby certify that the matter in controversy is not 

related to any other action, pending arbitration or administrative proceeding currently pending in 

any court. 

I hereby certify that the following statements made by me are true.  I am aware that if any 

of the foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, I am subject to punishment. 

Dated: December 22, 2015   LITE DEPALMA GREENBERG, LLC 

 
 
         /s/ Bruce D. Greenberg   

Bruce D. Greenberg 
570 Broad Street, Suite 1201 
Newark, NJ  07102 
Telephone: (973) 623-3000 
Facsimile: (973) 623-0858 
bgreenberg@litedepalma.com 
 
THE PAYNTER LAW FIRM PLLC 
Stuart M. Paynter (pro hac vice pending) 
1200 G Street N.W., Suite 800 
Washington, DC  20005 
Telephone: (202) 626-4486 
Facsimile: (866) 734-0622 
stuart@paynterlawfirm.com 
 
Celeste H.G. Boyd (pro hac vice pending) 
1340 Environ Way 
Chapel Hill, NC 27517 
Telephone: (919) 307-9991 
Facsimile: (866) 734-0622 
cboyd@paynterlawfirm.com 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Tru-Form Optics, Inc. 
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