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INTHE UNITED STATES DIETRICT COURT
FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNEA

="v09-06429 I (SS¥)

Clomes M

COMPLAINT FOR VEDERAL
TRANHEMARK INFRINGEMENT:

STATE TRADEMARK

INFEINGEMENT, FELERAL LNFAIR
COMITITION, STATE LINFAIR
COMPTETITION: FEDEEAL TRAIHMARK
LIS AN STATE TRADEMARK
NITION

Plant fE IO BLGEIEY & COL GUNMAKERS, INC. (heremnalicr referred 1o

as CPlameft} complaims and alleges as follows:
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1. This wetion arises under the Lankam Act, as amended (15 US.CL §§
LHI4, 111G, 1117, 1E25(a), and 11235(c)); California Gusiness & Professions Code
G L4320, PRI, 1T, et seg, and 7300 and Califorma common law.

{ Jurisdiction ts proper under 15 USC0§ 21 and 28 TLR.C0 85 1331, 1338{4) and
133%(h), Junsdicion is alse proper pursuant to this Court's supplemental
Jurisdicton as providled in 28 LLS.CL§ 367 o that the state law claims alleged
herein are so related ey the Tederal elaims that they form part o the same ease or
cantioversy umder Agticle [ of the Umited SLdes Constiiution,

2. Venue 15 proper o this ladicial Dasteiet under 28 1150 83 1391 (b)
and 139Tichin thal Befendants markets its bustness lo costomers within this
Jwehicial Disarict via the internet and ecvenls or omtissions giving tise o the claims
including resulting damages ocourred herein.

THE PARTIES

u Californie corporation, having its principal place of business at located a0 506
Linne Road, Suite B3, Pase Robles, CA 93446, PlamtlT s 1he exclusive owner of
the tedenuirks which fonge the bases of this action,

1 a. PMlamnn ¥ is infoemed and believes, and on such basis alleges, that
p Detendant JOHIN KIGBY & CO(GUNMAKERS), Ll (hercinafier individoal ly

WEMHL RS JWW N | 15 B DDl W 2
CERNEL A

3. Blami JOHN RIGBY & CO. {GUNMAKERS), INC, (“Plaintff) 13 |
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LK. Company Defendant™) 15 o 11K, comapany |, having its principal place of
business at Vicaruge House - 58-60 Kensington Chorch Strect - Kensington -
London WE 4B, UK, and 15 conducting business in Califuruia via the [niemet,
including this Judicial Iistrict and 15 likewise conducting specific acts comglained
of in this complant e Calilomia, including this Judicial Distrgt,

b Plamudt s informed and belicves, and on such basis allepes, 1ha
Defendant PETER NERVING (hereinalter individually “Nerving™) 15 a Denmark
citizen, resiling and domiciled at Roennedeve) 4, Rocnnrede 4083, DK, and is
canducting bosiness i Califormia vig the Intemet, including this Judicenl Distnict
el 1= hkewise conducting specific acts complained of in this complaint in
Calitormia, including this Judiciat Dhastrige.

e PlamiedV ssonformed and believes, aid an such hasis allepes, that
Defendant MARK NEAL {hereinaficr indvvadually “Neal™ is a United Kingdom
crtizen, residing and domcileed ar Vicorapge House - 38-60 Kensington Church
Street - Kensington - London W8 4D, UK. and 15 conducting business in
Califernia via the inlemet, including this fudicial Dastrict and s lkewise
conducting specific acts complaimed of in s complaint in Califormia, including
this fudicial Enstruct.

d. Plaintiff is sgnorant of the wue names and capacitics of Delendants suwd
herein as DOES 1 - 1), melusive, and therefore sues said Delendants by such
fictitious names, Plaintitt will amend this Complant to allege said Defendants®

IS 0% D3 K RN WX N
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true names and capacittes when ascenamed.

¢, Plannft v informeit and believes, and on such basis alleges that vach of
the atorementioned Deferdants acted at all imes alleped herein as the agent,
employer, representative, and/or aller ezo of the other Defandans: 15 responsible in
some manner for the occerrences alleged herein; and caused the injuries alleged

herein. The Defendants together wath the lioes shall bereinafier be relerred to

col lectively as “Melendants,” |

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS
PLAINFIFF AND THE JOHN RIGBY & CO. MARKS

a. Phanufl custern makes, manutactures, sells, distribules, advertises, ane
leenses vanous bypes ol pfles, shotgons and sommumiiion uoder 115 world renowned
JOHMN RIGEY & OO trdemarks

{1, Flamntiff wilizes it JOHN BLGEY & CO mrademarks i vanious
cambinations on its products, o sales catalogs and in advertising and macketing
materials o identify thent as originating fram Plamtiff

7. Plainn (Fs OHN RIGRY & CO. marks are extremely well-known in

the United States, the United Kingdom and worldwide, This high level of nummne

 recognition among the public gives these marks luerative appeal.

k, In addition to the longstanding, interanonal vse and goodwill
mentioned above, Plamt 0 bis registered s JONEN RIGEY & CO. marks at the

Linited Staes Federal level, and in the Unied Kingdom. Presently, Plaintid?is {he

VMHILAASE [RA LD bR DWW K 1 5
"LOMAIFL Al
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I | owner of the following ULS, Federally Registered trademacks, amang others: No.

Fad

1386739 for the mark JOHN RIGEY & CO3 owhich was registered with the USPTO
4 | ondarch 18, 1986 Jor Rifles, Shotguns and Ammumbon i [nfermational (lass ]3.15r
5 LN 1411231 For the mark RIGBY™S which was registered with the USPTO on

Seplember 30, 1956 for Rifles, Shatguns and Aammunition e Intecrnational Class
T -

s | 13 }im! T‘Ilﬂ. 500755 Tor the mark TR 5T, 1733, which was registered with the

LSFTO on September [6, 2008 for the following goods: Rifles, Shotguns and

[KE ;.
Arnmunition in International Class 13,7

11
12 U Flaretidls above referenced tademarks are hereinulier collecively
131 referred to as the “JOHN RIGEY & OO, Marks.” |
14
s 1k For almost three contunics Plamu it and it predoecessors i interest
5

16 [ have made puns upon which men have staked there Lves, wcluding hunnng ridles,
“hest' sidelock shovguns and other fircanms for mare serious situations. Righy s
quality and relialality has been such that Joho Eipby & Coo has recetved Royal

70 | Warrants from five Brtish Monarghs dating from the Cighteenth Centery o the

21
present day.
22
. E1. D adiitiom o vhis worldwide fame and goodwitl dating hack to the

z¢ p 17007, as a result of Plaintiff's effons through adverhising, promotions, sales, and

23 - . C

custumer service, as well as favorabe recommendaiions by PlaintidTs customers,
20
27 Plaanuidt™s JOHN RIGEY & 00 products have achweved enormaous popalanity

28 | ameng the peblic. As a resul ol these cftonts and Plaintf's and its predecessons in |

UL L INRRRA N 0 S BT L R Y LT A RO R O
CCRAFT Al
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U dterest’s exclusive use of the JOIN RIGEBY & C0. Marks, the JOHN RIGBY & |

ks

COh Marks have acquired substanual poodwill and sccondary meaning for i long

g | rerod of time, serving as an indicator of PlainnfY as the source of origin ol its

S products.
<]

B2 Byvinue of the JORN RIGEY & COL Marks” inheren distinctiveness
-

g | and acquered secondary meaning; the long duration and intemational usage I

1 exclusively by Plaint i€ and its predecessors in tnterest of the JOUN RIGBY & OO,
Marks for rifles, shotguns and ammuninon, and related products and secvices;

2 | Plaentiffs extensive advertising and publicity of the JOHN RIGBY & CO. Marks;

31 and the extremely Tngh degree of recogmtion of the mark in the trading arcas aned
4

channels of trude used by Plainti?: the 30N RIGIEY & 0O, Marks, and each of
I5

16 | them are Bamous under 15 U156 § 1123003 1) of the Federal Trademark [Dilution

7 b Actof 1995,

18

o Defendants’ Unlawiul Conduct: Trademark infringement,

a0 Unfair Competition and Tradenmark Dilution

2] 13 Plantifi 1s informed and belweves, and an such basis alleges, thar

22

o Dotendants market and selb custom made riftes and shotpuns under the name JOIIN

24§ REGERY & CO(GUNMAKERS), 111 and JNG, RIGERY & €0, and have

- : e : : :
improperly registered the intringing domain aame waww johnngbylondon. com w
2
e | sl competing knock-off products,
)
23 14, Plaintitf 15 informed and belicves, and on such basis alleges, that
KNGS [HH X ] s 5 EEW N 1 i
YT Aadn
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Defendants have advertised their services wsing the JOHN RIGBY & O, Marks in
interuitivnal magazines and on the Internet, where consumers confuse its products
ad services witle PlainnfFs products sedid night alongside one anather and in search
resulrs,

15, Defendants have no night, license or other authority from Plaintiff 1o
use any of the JOHN RIGEY & CO0. Marks Tor any purpuase.

L6, Delendants knew of the JOHN KIGEY & CO. Marks and that the
stne were owned by someone ather than themselves; knew that the JOHMN R1GEBY
& OO0 Marks were distimetive and Famous; and koew that Erefendanis had not
received any autharity fram Plaintiff o use the JOVIN RIGEY & CO. Marks or any
other marks confusingly sinular theredo, for any pumoses.

17, Prefendants” welaw el serivities result inivreparable injury and damage
o Tlaintift™ s reputation.

18, Additionably, Befendants” unigwful activitics injure the public by
depriving the public of the right to be free of conlusion 1 the marketplace.

1% Plamtift s informed amd believes, aid on such basis alleges, that
ifendant has deliberately, willfully, and malwously used the JOHN RIGEY &

C O Macks i onder Lo trade on the poodwall 1hat Flaintiff has attained in the JOHM

RIGEY & CO Marks, to ditute the JOHN RIGBY & 0. Marks and to confuse the
pubhic tngo believing that Detfendants” unauthorized use is lleensed or autharieed by
Elannidl,

RLLHTEATF R A S LLAT TR o h. Sl

OO MLAEST
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FERST CLAIM FOR RELIGE

{lFederal Trademark Intnngement}

20 Thes cham tor rebet anses under 15 10.5.C. § 1114 and 15 alleged
against alf Defendants.

21 Plainmtilf reaflcge the altegations in paragraphs | through b9 of ths
Cromplanl as thewgrh folly ser Forh herein.,

220 Plamdilf is the vwier of the Pederally Regisiered trademarks, inchuding
the JOHMN RIGBY & OO0 Marks <et foith above. These trademarks are imberenely
histinclive and have, i additwn, seguired substantial poodwill and secondary
meaning.

230 Plainnff s suformed and beheves, and on such basis allepes, that
Defendints are using marks contusingly similar o identical 1o the JOHN RIGIY &
OO Marks

24, Defendams have not been authorized by Plaintift to use any JOHN
RIGEY & CO. Marks or any mark simlar thereto, for any purpose whatsogver,
ncheitng the use of the KON RIGEY & CO.O Marks in connection witl shotguns,
rifles or any products of any kind.

250 Defendanes” wanthonzed use of the JOIIN RIGEBY & CO. Marks or
any mark similar thereto s lthely W confuse the publi as e the souree, angin,
sprmsomship and alliliatnon of the poods sold by Defendais.

2. Defendants” unauthorieed use 15 hikely lending the public 1 belicve

r et LA X HERITUSA A X ] i
Lkl AT
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Defendanty’ poeds are sponsored by Plamnff, or with the penmission, approval or
endorsement of Plantife

27, Defendanls” unlawiul actreitics injure the public by depriving the
public of the right to be free from confusion i the marketplace.

28, By resson of this unauthorized usc of the JOHN RIGERY & OO
Marks, Defendanes have unlawfully and wrongtully denived, and will continue io
unlawully and wrongfully derive, income and profits Brom these infringing acts,
amed PlainnnfT bass sustained, and will continue to sustain, substantiak injury, loss and
damage 1 ae amount according Lo proal.,

2%, Plaintittis informed and believes, and on such basis alleges, that this
nfringing use by Defendants has been deliberale and wallful, entaeling Maintft o
tncreased dammaocs and aitomeys fees,

300 Plaintift s indormed and belicves, and on such basis allepaes, unless
restramed and enjoined by thes Court, Detendants wil continue to inlringe
Plaintitt™s irademark rights and canse confusion, deception and nastake among the
trade amd the conserning public as 1o te source and spansorship ol the services
pravided and sold by Defendants.

310 Defendants” actvitics have caused Plantiftirreparable injury and
wnkess Defendants’ acts are mmedaucty and permanently ecnpmned, Detendants wil)
continue W use the JOHN RTGRY & CO. Marks, thas continuing © infringe upon
Flamtiff s righus.

WEKNT AR | T Ry 00N 5 | |l
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32, Plantitf has no adequate remedy at law.

SECOND T AIMTOR RELIEF

(Californea Urademack Infinpement)
33, This ¢laim for relict arises under California Business & Professions
Code § 14320 and Califormia commuon law and s atbered against alb Defendants,
34, Plainilt vealleges the allegations in patagraphs 21 through 32 of ths

Complaint as though tully set forth herein.

350 Plannilt s the vwner of commen law trademarks, and federally

registered trademarks, wcluding the JO0HN RIGLIEY & OO Marks sct Torth above,

These trademarks are inherently distinctive and have. in addition, acquired

L substantial goodwill and secondary meaning.

d6. Defenduns’ unauthoreed use of marks confusingly similar to U
JOHIN REGRY & (0O, barks is hikely to contuse the public as to the seurce, ongin,
sponsorship and afiihiation of the poods sold by Defondans,

37, Delendants have infringed upon PlaintiM0s rights by using marks
confusingly siemilar W the JORN RIGBY & CO, Marks in connection with their
poods well afier Plaintff had uzed the JOUIN RIGEY & OO Marks and made themn
Famaours.

3. By rearon of this unautharkzed wse of marks conlusiogly simear to the
Plaunnit™s Marks, Defendants have unlawfully and wronglelly derived, and will

contine to unlawfully and wrangflly derive, income and profies from these

RV L e LT H T S L L A | !
FODNI ML AT i
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infringing acts, and Plaintitt has sustained, and will cottinue to sustain, substantial
mmury, loss and damapee e an amounl accordhing to proet.

39 Plamtiffis informed and believes, and oo such hasis alleges, that this
initinging use by Defendants his been deliberate and williul, cntitling Plaintitt o
mcreased damapes and atlorncys Toes.

40, Plamtiff 15 informed and believes, and oo such hasis alleges, unless
restrained and enjoined by this Court, Defendants will continue to infringe
FlantdT's trademiark rights and cause conluswon, decention and mostake among the
trade and the conswming publtc as to the saouree of the goods sald by Defendants.

41, [Defendant=" actevines have caused Plamti T irreparable injury and
unless Delendants’ acts are immediately and permanently enjoined, Plamef will
vontinue o suffer ieeparable hano and mgury.

4

L]

lammtilt has no adequate remedy at law

THIRD CLALM FOR RELIEEF

(Federal Uinfair Competition)
A3 Ths clann for rehel amses onder 15 1250708 1125000 and 15 alleged
against all Defendants,
44, Plambiff reallepes the allepatwns oo parszraphs 34 through 42 of this
Complaim as though fully sen torth herein.
45 As alleged previously, PlamUdT 15 the mwaner of the JOHN RIGEY &
O, Marks, which rademarks have acquired =ubstantiat poodwilll and secondary

b I TR R T TIPS s N L1
IRATT AL
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meaning,

46, As also elleged above, Detfendants have used marks confusingly
similar o the JOUN RIGEY & CO. bMarks in connection with Defendants”
competing guns, withow! permission or awthority from Plaitlt.

47, Delendants have not ohlaned from Plaint il any license or other
permission to wse any of the JOIN RIGEBY & OO Marks or marks canfusingly
simnilar therete for any purpose whatsoever.

43, Defendanes’ uneuthorsed use of marks confusingly similar to the
JOHN RTGBRY & CO. Marks, constitules a false designation of origin and false or

migleading ecpresentatim of Bct, which is likely to canse confusion, mistake, ar 1o

afhation al the goods sold by Delendants,
44 Defendants” above-mentioned use of the JOHN BICGIRY & OO, Marks,
and marks confusingly simular thereto constitute violanans of Section 43(a) of the

lanham Act {15 LS. & 1125(a)).

to unlawlully and wrongfully derive, income and profits from these acts of talse
designation ol origin and false represealation, and PMawintft has sustaimed, and wall
conbimue o sustain, substantial injury, boss and damage in an amount to be proven
at 1mal.

51, Defendams' gotivities have caused Plaintil T irreparable impury and

HELUTIRRR R A LA IR RS LR N | 4

FUCR L AL

decerve customers and potental customers as o e source, ongin, sponsorship and

500 Defendants have unlawbully and wronpgfully derived, and will continue |
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urlless Defendants' acts ane immiedaately and permanently enjoined, Plaind 1 will
continue to sutter imeparable harm and injury.

52 Plmntift has no adequate remedy @ law.

FOURTH ClLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Califomia Uniair Competition)

53, This clwm for rehiel anises under the Calitornia Business &
Professions Code §817200 ef seg. and 17500 and is alleged apainst all Defendants.

3, Plaimntt realleges the allegations in paagraphes 44 throuzh 52 of 1ty
Comnplamt ws Lhough Tully st Fonh herein,

5% Pedendants' conduct is wnfair and deceptive behavior pursued o the
course of therr husinesses i dal their actions were likely 1o deceive present and
rotentid custemers of PDetendants and of Plaingidt

6. Defendants have willfully decwded 1o unfairly compete with Plaintiff
by tnsapproprting Plaintilts proprictary Marks by unbawfully using marks
confustngly simitay to Plamiifs proproetary marks in an attempt to tade on
p Plaintitt™s gocdwill and confuse constmers as 0 the source, onigin, sponsorship
and affittation of the goods sold by Defendants,

57 Defendanis have unlawfully detived incemne and profies from their
activities and will contimue w so denve income and profits from their acts ol unfair
competition, and Plaintifi hay sustained, and will continue 1o sustain, substantial

jury, loss and damage it an ameunl aceordimg 1 proct,

MU R LR 1 S TH RS ] 13
LA AN
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38 Defendans’ activities have caused Plaintifl irreparable injury and
enless Defondams' aets are immediately and permanently enjoined, Plantiff wll
conlinue to suffer ireparable hann and injury,

32 Plaintiff has no adequale reomaedy at law,

FIFVH CLAIM FOR RELIEE

(Federal Trademark Thlution)

Bd.  This claim for relied anses under 15 VLS SE125(c) and is alleped
dpainsl all Delemdants,

61, Plaintedi realleges the alleganons in paragraphs 54 through 59 of rhis
Complatnt as though folly sci fiorth heren.

2. Plaintiffis the owner of the JOBN RIGEY & CO, Marks. set (orth
above. These trademarks are anherently distinetive, have acguired substantial
rocdwill and secondary meanmg, and are Tamous within the meaning of 15 LS C
FEIZ50e) 1Y of the Federal Trmdemark Dilution Act of 1995,

63, Defendants are using marks confusingly sinilar (o the JOHN RIGBY
& COL Marks wathout avthomzation trom Plaind fFin connection with the custom
manufacture and sale of puns.

bd.  Defendants have not been authortzed by Plaiouff to use any of the
JONN RIGEY & CO. Marks or any marks conlusingdy simidar thereto for any
purpese whatsoever, including the manulaciure and sale of guns.

3, Dekendants’ use of marks conlusingly similar 1o the JOHN RIGBY &

¥

HGLEITRR 0 LW R IR L EY LR E N b A '
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O Marks dilutes the marks by essening their capacity o identily and distuneuish
Plainti ff's poods in the steeam of commerce.

G, Defendants” use of macks confusingly sumilac G the JOHN RIGIEY &
CO Macks oceurred only aficr the marks had bocome famous.

67, By reason of this unauthorized wse of marks confusingly similar to the
JOHN RIGBY & (O, Marks, Defendants have vnlaw/lully and wrong fully denved,

ancd wili comtinue Lo unlawlulty and wrongtully derive, income and profits foorm

- these diluting acts, and Plamuf has sustamed, and wall contimue 1o sustain,

substantialb imyury. foss and damage in an amount according o proofl.

68, Plamtdd s mformed and beheves, and on such basis alleges that,
through this use, Detendants deliberately and willfully intended to trade on the
poocand] that Plamntifl has attained imothe JOHN BICGRY & OO0 Marks aned 1o cause
chilutiem of the JOHN RIGBY & OO, Marks, entitling PPlaimift w imercased
damages and attomneys fees.

6. Plannilt s informed and beligves, and on such basis alleges that,
unless restrained and enjomed by tns Courd, Defendiants wilb contomee o use marcks
confusmgly simlar to the HOHN RIGBY & CO Marks, thus continuing o cause
the dilution ol the JOLIN RIGBY & OO Marks,

700 Delendants' activites have cavsed Plaintift ireparable injury and
unless Delendants’ acts are immaediately and pennanently enjoincd, Plaintitt wll
comtinue tor suflfer ireeparihle barm amd inpury.

HLERNERAT A A R TEE I E R RN, A [ =
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71, PlamaddT has no adequate remedy at law.

sIATH CLAIM OF RELIEF

(Califoma Trademark higtnen)

72, This claim for reliel anses under California Business & Professions
Code § 14330, and 15 alleged sgonst alb Defendants,

P Planad¥ reallepes the allegations of pacagraphs 61 through 71 of this
Complaint as though fully zet fornh herein.

T4, Plamf¥ 15 the owner of common law mademarks, and federally
registered rademarks, wcluding the JOHMN RIGBY & (0 &arks set Torlh abave,
These trademarks are inherenby distincoree and bave, in addition, acquired
substantial goadwill and secondary meanminz.

A, Plainnff s informed amd beheves, and on soch basis alleges that
Dicfendants, with full knowledge of e pubbic eecogntron of the [OHN RIGBY &
COL Macks, baave wsed macks conlosiogly somlac i the JOHN RIGBEY & CO,
Marks on their poods, on their website, and in Internet marketing of products
witlud aulthomiation from PlamiidT.

Ta.  The aforementioned actons of Defendanms have caused, and are hkely
(o continuee W cause, mgury o Phaonofts business and professional repusation and (o
hiluke the distinctive quality of the JOLIN RIGEY & CO. Marks i valation of
Scction 4330 of the Califorme Business & Projessions Codde.

77 Delendants’ activities have caused Plamtiff irreparable imury and

WEHERLSDE L 1 g A TN LY I
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unless Defendants’ acts are immediately and permanently enjoined, Plainei ff will
contimie to suffer trmeparihle harm and mguey.
78, Plaintiff has no adequate remedy ot law.
WHEREFORE, Flaintiff pravs tor judpment against Defandants as follows:
1. That the Court 1ssoe a preliminary injunclion resiraming, cnpemng and

prafbiung Defendants, and therr oflicers, ageols, cmployees aml allormeys, and any

perscn in active cancert or participation with them or who are acting under their
clirection, and cach of them, from ehe Following:

{a)  diluting the JOIN RIGEY & OO Marks and damagime Plaimiifs .
gondwall, reputation and besiness velaed theret,

{Iy)  using the JOHN RIGEBY & CO0 Maiks in any manner or form or any
rark confusingly sumlar thereto, including but oot Bmited o JOHN RIGEY & €0,
(OGLINMAKERS), LT, and INC RIGEY &OCO, and from causing, contrbuting o
or pactiwipating m, the unsuthorieed display ondfor distobubion of the JOHN
RIGRHY & OO, Marks 1o the public in connection with any service or praoduct,

{c)  enpaging i conducl which tends talsely (o represent o s likely o
confuse, meslead or deceive members of the public,

(dy  Otherwize unfncly competing with Plamn T i gny manoger, and

{e)  Cantinuing o perfomm in any manner whatsoever any of the other acts
complaied of m elos Congpliint;

2. That this Coutt ssue a permanend imunction, proehibiimg Deflendants
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L3 from directly or indirectby diluting or infonging the JOHN RIGBY & CO. Marks in

: LdnTa

{4 any manoer ot form or any mark confusinghby similar thereio, including but not
4 1 lmited o JOHIN RIGRY & CO(GUNMAKERS), LTI and JNO RIGBY &0,
A and 0 any manner unfardy competiog with Plaintidl: and from induciog, or

Y ¥ peting £
canwibuting to or participaung in any such acts reterred 16 in paragraph | of this

g | praver;

4 3 Thal the Court award Planntiff its damages (rom Defendants including
.I u . . . . - -
recovely of any campensatorny damages sustained by Plainnt! as a result of
1f
12 | Detendants’ dilwing, miminging andfor wreeus achvities descabed hoencin;

L3 4. That the Count order Defendants 10 account [or all gains, profits and

acdvances denved by Delendants from Lhe acts conmplamed ol topether with

16 | appropriate interest thereon,

b - . . - - .

I 3. That the Court Turtber aveard BPlanenl aie imeecease i damapes noan

& i

" armownt found or assessed as a result of willivl acts of trademark dilution, trademark |

20 | wiringemend, and unfair competimion under 15 50 & 1117 I
1

2 . ] e . ] . . '

2 . That Befendams pay Flaintiff's costs and disbursements in this action,

22

- toeether with reasonable attomeys' fees;

24 7. That Plaintilf be awarded punitive damages;

= 3. That Defendanes demaen name jodimopbylondon. com be transferred o

i3l |

Mlaentifi; and i

z? :
|

24 i. Thaot Placnlf have such other amd further relief as the Court may deemn |
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qust and proper.

DATIDY: August 3 2009
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