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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol, Owner CV 1 3

Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.

DBA: CyberVillage Corporation and COMPLAINT

The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network
Jury Trial Demanded

Plaintiff,

-against-
S a8 Crn R
ATV Ry Ce LALUIER_
New Jersey Basketball, LLC. aka “the NBA’s Group”
RET yo AT e PDAFL CL AP CEAS IS
Defendants

l). Parties:-

Plaintiff: Ambassador Dr. Fran¢ois de Cassagnol

Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors
Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc., a NYS Certified MBE

DBA: The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network & CyberVillage Corporation
at: P.O. Box 740 WilliamsBridge Station, Bronx, New York 10467-0740

Defendant: New Jersey Basketball LLC. at 15 MetroTech Center, Brooklyn, NY 11201
Defendants; NBA, NJNets and NBAP, at: Olympic Tower 645 Fifth Ave., New York, New York 10022
Defendant: Mr. Shawn “Jay-Z” Carter, at: 40/40 Club, 1115 Broadway, New York, New York 10010
Defendant: Dev. Bruce Ratner & Affiliated Companies, at 15 MetroTech Center, Brooklyn, NY 11201
Defendant: CEQ/COO Bret Yormack, Barclays’ Center, at: 15 MetroTech Center, Brooklyn, NY 11201
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II}. The jurisdiction of the Court is invoked pursuaht to the US Trademark Act classified under Title 15

USC 1071 and Sub Section B4 by way of civil action before the US District Court for the Eastern

District of New York. This Court should be aware that since 2003 under 15 U.S.C. § 1072 and

being registered thru the State of Louisiana’s incontestable good standing status after more than

5 years of continuous use under 15 U.S.C. § 1065 which gives to the Plaintiff a full set of
incontestable commercial rights and also by directly eliminate any claims of infringement based on
a fully generic word the like of the Net (s} and this complaint is also requiring trademark and
common law protection thru this District Court, that this Brooklyn Nets’ set of trademarks have
been registered for more than 10 years under the State of Louisiana’s Statute pursuant to R.S. of
1950, Title 51, Chapter 1, Part VI as amended under the State of Louisiana Trademark or Service
Mark’s Laws.; and the Defendants have fraudulently conspired by taking over the Plaintiff's 10-
year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Brands/Marks/Labels under the New York State and Federal RICO Acts.
This Court and others should respectfully recognize that in 2003 the Plaintiff ran a nationwide

" trademark search on the Brooklyn Nets’ Mark and no one had any rights to such mark and the
Plaintiff went ahead and register the Brooklyn Nets’ Marks. thru the State of Louisiana’s Office of
Trademarks and thereafter its other 21 Web Extensions. it was until April 30, 2012 that the
Defendants had their first use in commerce of such mark and the Defendants have registered its
Brooklyn Nets’ Marks during the TTAB’s proceeding in bad faith and the Defendants have willfully
violated USPTO’s Rules under its 18 U.S.C. §§1001 and such willful false statements filed under
15 U.S.C. §§ 1051(b) meriting fine or imprisonment or both, henceforth the Plaintiff has asked
USPTO and TTAB to refer such violations to civil and criminal enforcement authorities but to no
avail and the Plaintiff considers such inaction as willful failure of all parties to discharge their
duties as public officials. On that basis but the Plaintiff has already filed multiple compliaints thru
the NYS AG's Office asking them to take immediate action vs. the Defendants “the NBA's Group”
and imploring the NYS AG’s Office to also refer this case to other appropriate civii.and criminal
authorities such as the US AG’s Office and the Brooklyn DA’s Office for additional civil and
criminal action under the NYS and the Federal RICO Acts and as previously demonstrated under
the US False Claims’ Act. In addition, the Plaintiff’s “ the Dr. Cassagnol’s Organization” has been
using its constitutionally protected Brooklyn Nets’ Musical Products to raise funds for its Global
Diaspora SuperPAC, consequently the NJNets and this NBA’s Group have conspired to block
distribution of such products which have caused enormous amount of constitutional injuries to the
Dr. Cassagnol’s Organization by preventing the Plaintiff from publishing and marketing its

constitutionally protected civic and political causes during the last presidential election of 2012,
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thereby such action caused grievous constitutional and civil rights’ violations to the level of the
immediate prosecution of this NBA’s Group on constitutional ground for violating a slew of NYS,
NYC and Federal Civil Rights’ Laws not forgetting the current US trademark Act, the US False
Claims® Act and the NYS and the Federal RICO Acts.

ill). Statement of Claim and Legal Ground for this Complaint thru the United States District Court for The Eastern

District of New York:-

1). Plaintiff, Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol, Owner of Dr. Cassagnolllnstitute of Research, inc. DBA:
CyberVilIage Corporation and The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network, would like to bring to the attention of
this District Court that if this Court conducts more careful review of the Plaintiff's Trademark Application at the
USPTO and documentation at the TTAB, it would reflect that the Plaintiff has met the 2 basic requirements for
the Plaintiff's Brooklyn Nets’ Trademark and/or Service leading to its USPTO Notice of Publication of its mark

under §12(a) thru the Official Gazette and such notice was published on April 19", 2011 and it took the
USPTO almost 5 years to reach to that level since the original application was filed in June 28, 2006. Again,
The Appellant would also like to bring to the attention of this Court that the Plaintifs Brooklyn Nets’ Brands,
Marks and Music Labels have been in use for almost 10 years and these marks are extremely distinctive thru
the use of the Plaintiffs 34-year-old Organizational Logo with added connection and its full use with the Dr.
Cassagnol Institute of Research, inc.'s Federally Registered Trademark: The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House,
Studios & Museum Group together with its connected Muiti-Million-Dollar Commercial Art Library with the sole
purpose of promoting others thru using the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s iSignature Lines of Artworks in rendering
these Brookiyn Nets’ Brands, Marks and Music Labels far more distinctive under the Commerce Clause. This
Court ought not to respectfully forget at the same time that the word: Net {s) is of generic nature and the
Plaintiff had given multiple constructive notices to the Defendants and its NBA’s Group, establishing the
Piaintiffs ownership of such Brooklyn Nets’ Marks since 2003-2005 under 15 U.S.C. § 1072 and being
registered thru the State of Louisiana’s 10 years of incontestable good standing status which is far more than
5 years of continuous use under 15 U.S.C. § 1065 which gives to the Plaintiff, a full set of incontestable rights
and also by directly eliminate any claims of infringement based on a fully generic word the like of the Net (s)
and this complaint is also respectfully asking thru this Court, that the Plaintiff's Brooklyn Nets’ trademark
deserves full trademark protection under the State of Louisiana’s Statute pursuant o R.S. of 1950, Title 51,
Chapter 1, Part VI as amended under the State of Louisiana Trademark or Service Mark’'s Laws. This Court
ought to also be in support of the Plaintiff's Common Law 10-year-old Ownership Status, since the Plaintiff
has respectively filed petitions and cancellation requests in front of the Director of the USPTO and also in
front of the TTA Board for cancellations of the Defendants’ Brooklyn Nets’ Marks and its Nets B Brooklyn’s
Marks which appear to have using fraudulent tactics in reversing the Plaintiffs Brooklyn Nets’ fully established

10-years-old Brands, Marks, and Music Labels under 15 U.S.C. 1064: 37 C.F.R. §§ 111-114 by which the
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Plaintif‘s Brooklyn Nets’ Brands, Marks and Music Labels have been in existence in conjunction with the

Plaintiff's fully registered federal trademark registration # 4,326,200, good for a period of 10 years, valid until
the year: 2023 whereas the Plaintiff has been using a combination of its Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Fine Art
Products for its targeted Services to promote others and its organization thru The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing
House, Studios & Museum Group, thru the Dr. Cassagnol Foundation inc., thru The Global Diaspora
SuperPAC; and thereby this complaint is filed and is classified under Title 15 USC 1071 and Sub Section B4

by way of civil action thru this US District Court for the Eastern District of New York;

2). In the matter of USPTO Trademark Application No.: 76662605 and Opposition No.: 91201370 for the
Mark: www.Brookiyn-Nets.tv - (Brooklyn-Nets). The Plaintiff’s Trademark Application was filed: June 28,
2006 and the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board’s Order Mailed: September 9, 2013, including the
Board’s Reconsideration Decision which was mailed on December 3, 2013. It’s the Plaintiff’s contention
that The Trademark Trial and Appeal Board’s (TTAB or TTA Board) opinions and decisions are
contradictory to the Plaintiffs 10 years of continuous use of its Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Original

Brooklyn Nets’ Brands/Marks/Labels in conjunction with the Plaintiffs bundling of its other federally

registered organizational logo (s) with its other State of Louisiana’s multiple Brookiyn Nets’ Trademarks,
Brands and Music Labels. It's also the Plaintiifs position that the TTA Board has failed and/or has
neglected to recognize such usage even though that the Plaintiff had provided ample usage’s information
and supporting materials in order to sustain the Plaintiffs USE Position but TTAB Adm. TM Judge Kuhlke
went further to use such bias word: “Alter Ego” to describe the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s 34-year-old
iSignature Line in the TTA Board’s Decision which is unfair since the “Dr. Cassagnol” Signature Line has
been identified on its current federal trademark as Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol is the Creator
of such iSignature Line, an Artist, a Designer who at the same time, owns a Multi-Million-Dollar
Commercial Art Library, an Author, a Music Producer with Patriotic Works created for the last 2 US
Presidential Candidates, a Multi-Faith Ordained Minister licensed for Life by the City of New York, a
Serial Entrepreneur who happens to be a Certified NYS Minority Business Enterprise, an Academician
with published Doctoral and Post Doctoral Works thru the ERIC System, an Honorable Ambassador of the
State of Louisiana, the Founder of a 34-year-old multi-million-dollar private corporation, a Behavioral
Scientist who has represented the United States of America in China and the former USSR on official
visits thru their respective government and thru the People to People Ambassador Programs, and the
Founder of 2 fully tax exempt corporations: Dr. Cassagnol Foundation Inc. and The Globéi Diaspora
SuperPAC promoting resolution of an array of civic and political issues affecting the DREAMERS and the
Un-Registered Immigrants in the United States of America; finally contributed so much to this country thru
a 13-year-period as military spouse of a retired Senior USAF Officer. And it's sad that Judge Kuhlke
would put this exceptional background vs. the NJNets, one of the worst basketball team on the market,

whereas this NBA’s Group had to get a Russian Investor to get the team out of their infamou%
]
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predicament as the worst team on the basketball market and Judge Kuhlke had really done an extremely

unfair and biased comparison of the Appellant’s Distinguishingly Famous Background of the founder of

this Plaintiffs Organization which is worth far more financially that this worst NJNets’ Basketball Team;

3). Furthermore, any Court’s careful review of this Defendant’s Opposition and thru USPTO and TTAB’s files
would result to a perfectly clear conclusion that the Defendants did not offer any rebuttal at all of the factual
allegations placed by the Plaintiff thru its TTAB’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Affidavit and/or the Plaintiffs Brooklyn-Nets’
Legal Brief. Théreby the Defendants have conceded to the factual allegations enunciated in both evidentiary
documents, thereby the Plaintiffs undisputed factual allegations were not given proper credits and
considerations in the TTA Board’ Opinions and Decisions, which is legally unfair and unacceptable based on

undisputed facts as enunciated throughout the proceeding by the Plaintiff;

4). Moreover, any other Court or this Court's meticulous review of the Plaintiffs Affidavit and/or Declarations
disputing the tactics of the Defendants for obtaining their Brooklyn Nets’ Registrations, were made in bad
faith by the Defendants with the sole purpose of harassing, bullying and intimidate the Plaintiff thru legal
tactics. used by this Group of NBA/NBAP’s Lawyers and their legal team ought to held in contempt for their
unbecoming action and related illegal behaviors. Again, on that basis the Plaintiff has already filed complaints
vs. this NBA’s Group in front of the NYS Attorney General Office for their immediate prosecution because it's
reasonable to conclude that this NBA Group’s behaviors have been of criminal nature using what appear to
be illegal tactics meriting prosecution under the NYS and the Federal RICO Acts in conspiring to take over

the Plaintiff's intellectual assets without compensation;

5). If this Court takes a closer look and as well as a discussion on the examihation of the Louisiana Trademark
Statute that the TTA Board has had no authority to nullify the State of Louisiana’s Trademark laws but that is
exactly what was done by Adm. TM Judge Kuhlke by not given any considerations to the Plaintiff's 10-years-
old uses of its multiple duly acquired Louisiana’s Brookiyn Nets' Trademarks and thereby the USPTO
Examiners and the TTAB should have recognized the Defendants’ Brooklyn Nets’ Applications as Un-
Registrable until the TTAB’s Proceeding was completed. it's also apparenf that both parties have acted with
bias vs. the Plaintiff and thereby the Plaintiff will be asking for relief and remedics since the Defendants
seemed to have used a frauduient mechanism to use the Plaintiff's already established 10-year-old Brooklyn
Nets’ Brands/Marks/Labels. Besides, there seems to be clear errors by USPTO and apparent abuse of
discretion by TTAB Adm. TM Judge Kuhike to fully support this complaint in front of this District Court for the

Eastern District of New York;

6). If this Court would carry additional review of the USPTO and TTAB’s Files, that would reflect that the Plaintiff
had reported to all concerned parties on the Plaintiffs added claims of trademark bullying, trademark

harassment, trademark infringement and unfair competition by the Defendant thru using the Defendant’s use
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of TuneCore of Brooklyn and other Web Providers to stop Plaintiff from doing business with others thru any

standard legal ways of doing business on and off the Internet and such relevance would lead a reasonable
person to support a conclusion that the Defendants were involved in tactics that are used by the Mafia and
ought to be treated under the Federal and the NYS RICO Acts as already requested by the Plaintiff thru the
NYS AG’s Office for immediate prosecution of the Defendants and/or its NBA’s Group; and

7). Likewise, this Court’s review of this case ought to ask themselves, the following questions and to be foilowed

by its legally reasonable, fair and just answers:-

é). Q: Does the State of Louisiana and/or any other State the like New York State, have controlling
authorities over issuance of its State’s Trademarks, in the same manners that the State of Louisiana
and/or the State of New York have iegal authorities over their issuance of Driver Licenses, Marriage
Licenses, Professional Licenses, etcetera?

# al): Reasonable Legal Answer: the State of Louisiana has complete controlling and constitutional
authorities over issuance of such as represented by Plaintiff in multiple filings thru the USPTO and

thru the TTA Board;

b). Q: Does the State of Louisiana and/or the State of New York, have the legal authority to issue its State’s
Trademarks without any interference from the US Government or its related Constitutional State’s
rights to require reciprocity from any other States of the Union and/or from our Federal Government
in re. to its officially rendered/issued official documents the like of a Staie of Louisiana Trademark or

“any other of its legal instruments?
# b1): Reasonable Legal Answer: the State of Louisiana has complete constitutional rights to require
reciprocity of such in this case in relationship with any other States of the Union and/or from the

US Federal Government;

c). Q: Did the State of Louisiana issue an illegal instrument to the Plaintiff thru its fully established 10-year-
old multiple Brooklyn Nets’ Global Marks or is any other of the Plaintiffs 20+ Registered Louisiana
Trademarks, legal?

# c1): Reasonable Legal Answer: the Plaintiffs 21 fully registered Louisiana’s Trademarks or Web

Extensions are fully valid commercial and legal instruments issued by the State of Louisiana and
requiring standard reciprocity from any other US State’s or from the Feds under its US Federal

Jurisdiction; and

d). Q: From 1996 to present, the State of Louisiana has issued over 20 Bona Fide Commercial Trademarks
to the Plaintiff, did the Defendants obtained any cancellation of those commercial trademarks

including the Plaintiffs [egally obtained Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Louisiana Brooklyn Nets Marks that
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are vatid until 20227
# d1): Reasonable Legal Answer: these Brooklyn-Nets Marks are valid until 2022 and NO CANCELLATION
was filed and/or noted in this case by the Defendants thru the State of Louisiana or thru any

other jurisdiction, period;

8). The Defendants’ position that the Plaintiff has not used its Brooklyn Nets’ Mark is ludicrous at its face
since the files at the USPTO and the TTAB have already demonstrated that the Plaintiff has been
uniquely using its Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands and its pending federal
Brookiyn-Nets’ Mark for the last 10 years to clearly have complete priority rights to such Brooklyn Nets’
Brands/Marks/Labels, since Plaintiff acquired such intellectual rights by starting to estabiish such
Brooklyn' Nets™ Brands thru ifs first Pro-Sports’ Louisiana Trademark in 1996, converted such intellectual
rights thru its application for a set of Brooklyn-Nets’ Louisiana Marks in 2003 and received its set of
Brooklyn-Nets’ State of Louisiana Marks in 2004 and that set of Brooklyn Nets’ trademarks, was later
converted into The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network with a fully legal and bona fide trademark

certificate valid until 2022;

9). Likewise, this US District Court and others should recognize that the Defendants have registered their
Brooklyn Nets’ Marks during the TTAB’s proceeding in bad faith and the Defendants have wilifully
violated USPTO’s Rules under its 18 U.S.C. §§1001 and such willful false statements filed under 15
U.S.C. §§ 1051(b} meriting fine or imprisonment or both, henceforth the Plaintiff has asked USPTO and
TTAB to refer such violations to civil and criminal enforcement authorities but to no avail, but the
Plaintiff has already filed multiple compiaints thru the NYS AG’s Office asking them to take immediate
action vs. the Defendants (this NBA’s Group) and ought to also refer this case to other appropriate
civil and criminal authorities such as the US AG’s Office and the Brookiyn DA’s Office for additional

" civil and criminal action under the NYS and the Federal RICO Acts and under the Federal False

Claims’ Act and corresponding NYS and the State of NJ’s Criminal Statutes;

10). Furthermore, based on the factual allegations enunciated in USPTO and TTAB’s Filings by the Plaintiff,
the Defendants do not deserve any priority rights according to its first use in commerce of the Brookiyn
Nets’ Mark since the Defendants did not start to use such Brooklyn Nets’ Marks not until April 30,
2012, while the Plaintiff has been using its Dr. Cassagnol Designer's Brooklyn Nets Gldbal Brands and
Louisiana’s Marks for over 10 years thru promoting others the like of the candidacies of then Sen.
Hillary R. Clinton, then Sen. Barack Obama, not forgetting the promotion of other minority businesses
thru the development of the EZ Programs in the Bronx and Harlem including the promotion of past

Olympic events to bring the US Olympics to New York City using the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s
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extensive lines of products in fine arts thru the Plaintiff's multi-million-dollar commercial art library. And

for a great number of years, the Plaintiff has also been involved in the promotion of the immediate
resolution of the issues affecting the Dreamers and the Un-Registered Immigrants thru The Global
Diaspora SuperPAC. The Appellant finds it unbelievable that the Defendants and its NBA's Group would
have such amount of audacity to claim any priority rights to.the Plaintiffs 10-year-old Brooklyn Nets’
intellectual Assets. It shouid also be noted that the Defendants have been acting like Pirates and thru
its 24 Karat Gold Plated Piracy. Accordingly in 2011, the Plaintiff has used its Brookiyn Nets’ Network
to release its 3 Real Brooklyn Nets’ Music Tracks depicting the Defendants and this NBA’s Group for
what they're: High Tech Pirates, infringing on the Plaintiff's 10-year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Intellectual
Rights. Again, It should also be noted that the Plaintiff has already filed Petitions in front of the TTAB
in order to cancel the NJNets’ Brooklyn Nets’ and the Nets B Brooklyn’s Registrations but for some
other strange reasons the petitions for cancellations of the Defendants’ Marks were filed on 5/8/13 and
the Plaintiff has never received any sort of communication concerning the TTAB's decision in reference
to these 2 requests for cancellations of those 2 Brooklyn Nets’ Marks which was one more reason of
the basis for asking reconsiderations on procedural ground in front the Cmsr. for Trademark and
presented for reconsideration in front of TTAB Adm. TM Judge Kuhlke. One should also understand
that the Nets B Brooklyn's Marks appear to be a fraudulent and tactically reversal of the Plaintiff's
Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and on this .basis this Plaintiff has taken this case in front of this US District
Court. Still, Appellant has already respectfully requested that for the Cmsr. for Trademark to find ways
to reverse and/or to reject the TTAB’s Orders and Decisions as the Appellant has previously requested
that this New Jersey Basketball, LLC’s Qpposition ought to be dismissed with prejudice and USPTO
should continue with its issuance of the original Brooklyn-Nets’ Mark to CyberVillage Corporation, a
registered Louisiana trademark of the Dr. Cassagnol institute of Research, Inc.: marketed in connection
with its 34-year-old parent corporation and in relationship with the consistent bundling and commercial
use of this original Brookiyn Nets’ Brand by the Plaintiff for almost 10 years thru its Dr. Cassagnol
Publishing House, Studios and Museum, a fully registered federal trademark with Registration #
4,326,200 on file with the TTA Board as attachments to the Petitioner’s’ Requests for cancellations of
the NJNets’ Brooklyn Nets and Nets B Brooklyn’s Marks and requested that these opposing marks of
the Defendants ought to be cancelled under 15 U.S.C. §§ 1051(b) of the Federal Trademark Act in
conjunction with their opposition and as a consequence of multiple procedurat errors committed during
the USPTO and TTAB Proceedings as enunciated on documentation to the USPTO Cmsr. for
Trademark and to TTAB in regards to their procedures and/or lack thereof proving that their opinions
and decisions were entirely based on the Defendants’ bogus information without any supported
documentation and challenges of the factual allegations that the Plaintiff has presented and provided to
the USPTO and to TTAB Administrative Judge Kuhlke for the purpose of debunking this NBA Group’s
flagrant lies which led them to obtain a TTAB Order, sustain their opposition of the Plaintiffs fina!

issuance of its due Original Brooklyn Nets’ USPTO Certificate of Registration; _ "
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11). Again because of this NBA Group’s illegal action and bogus filings, the Plaintiff has already implored
NYS AG the Hon. Eric T. Schneiderman to take the lead in prosecuting this NBA’s Group to the fullest
extent of the laws as cited in the Plaintiffs multiple complaints to be treated under the NYS and
Federal RICO Acts, the False Claims’ Act and thru the Defendants’ apparent violations of the US
Trademark Act as previously cited and our statement of claim and Legal Standing vs. this NBA’s

Group, is extremely clear thru the following business milestones:-

a). The Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc. (The Institute) was founded in 1979, a Delaware
Corporation, certified to do business in Louisiana since 1983 and is currently holding numerous
trademarks issued by the Office of Trademarks of the State of Louisiana, in Baton Rouge.
Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol is the founder & chairman of the board of directors of The
Institute and he fully owns the Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network and its 21 Web addresses and
this network was derived from its original National Basketball Female Association’s Louisiana
Trademark issued in April 22, 1996. in 2003, Plaintiff did a nationwide computer search of the
Brooklyn Nets’ Mark and no one had registered such mark nor had any intellectual rights to such
mark, thereafter the Plaintiff applied for in April 15™, 2003 for a set of Louisiana’s Brooklyn Nets
Trademarks and a Louisiana Trademark Certificate was issued in May 17"., 2004 under The B’Klyn
Pro-Sports Association, and thereafter this latier was converted into the present Brooklyn Nets
Entertainment Network, and this last Louisiana Trademark is valid until 2022 {Validation Certificate #
10244605#DSL73) pursuant to R.S. of 1950, Titie 51, Chapter 1, Part VI as amended under
Louisiana Law. This Court should also keep in mind that the Plaintiff has had ownership of the
Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands and the 21 Louisiana Marks for almost 10 years, Plaintiff had filed for
a Federal Trademark in June 28, 2006, and the NJNets started their opposition and filings
on 08/17/2011 2011 but during all of that time, the Plaintiff has had the Live International Class 035
with the State of Louisiana Office of Trademarks’ Class and while the Defendants had not filed a
statement of first use until 04/30/2012 and it’s beyond of the Plaintiff’s 6omprehension, why any
USPTO Examiner would permit the NJNets’ Organization to_register a mark or marks that they’re
identica! to the Plaintiff’s Brooklyn-Nets’ application, and this applied mark was tagged by USPTO
as Brooklyn-Nets and was being opposed in front of the US Trademark Trial & Appeal Board by the
Defendants. On that basis, it’s patently unfair, extremely wrong, consequently, please also note that
the Plaintiff has had multiple communication with Cmsr. Deborah Cohn, with Acting Under Sec. Rea
and with the TTA Board bringing this ongoing unfair and wrong situation to their attention from
2011 to this date. But the Plaintiff should also mention that from 2003 to 2005, the Brooklyn
Arena’s Developer and his Executive Staff were fully aware of the Petitioner’s full ownership of the

Brooklyn-Nets® Brand and first notice of such B’Klyn Pro-Sports Association Louisiana’s trademark
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of the Plaintiff was provided at a meeting with Mr. Randall Toure, the V.P. of Community Affairs of

Forest City Ratner Companies, the Brooklyn Arena, LLC. in 2005 and additional notices were also
given to the NBA and/or this NBA’s Group was also fully aware of the Plaintiff’s Brooklyn-Nets’
ownership but an agreement with the Developer could not be achieved because the conditions
attached to such prospective business relationship under the NYC and NYS Minority Participation
Program, were not conducive to doing business with this NBA’s Group. Plaintiff has maintained

a trail of paperwork-evidence on communication between the Plaintiff, the NJNets, the NBA and
others of this NBA’s Group for them not to claim any ignorance of the Plaintiff’s 10-year-oid full
ownership of the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Brooklyn-Nets Made in America $1 Billion Global
iSignature Brands including the Plaintiff’s Brooklyn Nets’ Marks, Music Labels and Global Brands

and its continuous ownership since 2003;

b). The Legal Issues for this Complaint to the United States District Court for The Eastern District of New
York, are in the following manners that in August 2011, Attorney Anil V. George on behalf of the
NJNets asked for the Plaintif’s permission to use its Brooklyn-Nets’ iSignature Brands and then the
Plaintiff had completely refused to permit such use since no financial settlement was attached to that
offer but the NJNets and this NBA’s Group started to use the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands for marketing
purpose in 2011 and started to completely use the Plaintiff’s Brooklyn Nets’ Brands in 2012 thru the
Brooklyn Arena and their sales of un-authorized Brooklyn-Nets’ Products and Services and as the
Plaintiff indicated to Cong. Crowley, to his staff and others, that the NJNets and this NBA’s Group
have decided to start pirating the Plaintiff’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Brands and it was crystal clear that this
NBA’s Group has used USPTO’s loopholes to do so, which again is patently unfair by them
employing schemes to bombard the USPTO?’s Trademark System with 38 “Hit and Miss” Brooklyn
Nets’ Applications and was able to get one or more USPTO Examiners to approve 7 of them without
given notices to the TTA Board and without the Plaintiff’s knowtedge during this TTA Board’s on-
going proceeding and it’s the Plaintif’s contention that the Defendants’ Brooklyn Nets’ multiple
Applications should have been un-registrable ie. the USPTO Examiners should have never considered

such approvals for registrations of such marks that are under any USPTO and/or TTAB’s proceeding;

c). On 8/17/2011, the Defendants filed for an opposition of the Plaintiff’s 5 years old’s Brooklyn Nets’
Application and a grave error was made by the Defendants because Attorney Anil V. George has
never given a Service Copy to the Plaintiff and the only notice of their opposition was mailed by
TTAB Paralegal Specialist Vela and no one at the TTA Board deiected this enormous error until the
Plaintiff filed its requests for cancellation of the Defendants’ Registrations of the Brooklyn Nets’ and
the Nets B Brooklyn Registrations because it was extremely apparent that the Board had accepted
the Defendants’ Opposition without service to the Plaintiff and rejected the Plaintiff’s Requests

without service. Thereby the Board has applied 2 sets of standards: one for the Defendants and now
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lt's clear that this grade error is an immediate ground for the reversai of the Board’s Decision and

the Plaintiff is asking the US District Court for the Eastern District of New York to reverse Judge
Kuhlke’s Decision based on lack of initial service as required in Paralegal Specialist Clara Vela’s
mailed notice of opposition which was supposed to be done by the Defendant and the Plaintiff has

never and never received such service either by USPS or by Email;

d). On 4/16/2013, the Defendants in association with this NBA’s Group have started to use the
Plaintif’s 10 years old Brooklyn Nets TV’s mark which is identical to the Plaintiff’s 10-year-old
Brooklyn -Nets’ Brands, Global Marks and Music Labels, using the Plaintiff’s Brookiyn Nets TV
Brands thru their “ The Association: Brooklyn Nets” as a flagrant violation of The Institute’s 10-
year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and its connected 34-year-old Federal Trademark. First, it shouid be
noted that the following points are not just pure allegations, they’re factual aliegations that are
based on the Plaintif’s direct contacts with the Defendants as noted in muttiple filings throughout

USPTO’s and TTA Board’s Files on record during the USPTO and TTAB’s Proceedings;

e). The Plaintiff thinks strongly that it’s fully reasonable to ask that at no time during the TTAB’s
proceedmg that any USPTO’s Examiner should NOT have entertained any petition from the NJNets
or by any other party on their behalf because it was extremely wrong and legally unfair, in this
instance, the TTA Board’s proceeding should have been fully completed first, before such action by
any Trademark Examiner, accordingly, the Plaintiff had presented its concerns to Cmsr. Deborah
Cohn in order to stop these folks in their illegal continuance of such persistent and flagrant
violations of the Plaintifi’s 10-year-old Brooklyn-Nets’ Brands and the Trademark Examiners’
indifference to the Plaintiff’s pending Brooklyn-Nets’ federai trademark. Since the Examiners have
-made these enormous errors in judgment by approving the / NJNeis® Applications, these grave
errors are meriting immediate cancellation of each live applications and registration #s. as noted.
Thereby, it was apparent that the assigned Examiners have acted with bias vs. the Plaintiff in a big
way with their one-sidedness and disposition vs. the current proceeding in front of the TTA Board
and their erroneous action necessitates reversal of their approvals, pursuant to TMEP
§1715.01(a)(2) because the NJNets and this NBA’s Group are fraudulently using the Plaintiff’s 10-
year-old Louisiana Brooklyn Nets’ Brands, its identical Class 035 and the Plaintiff’s
Brooklyn-Nets’ Pending Federal Trademark, also its ident_ical Internationai Class 035 under

Trademark Act §2(d);

f). While the Plaintiff was reviewing the Defendants’ Brooklyn Nets® applications and Brookiyn Nets’
registrations, it was extremely apparent that the USPTO Examiners have made numerous capital
mistakes and multiple grievous errors by approving applications under the same 1C 035 which are

identical and confusing to the Appetlant’s CyberVillage Corporation’s pending registration.
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Henceforth, the Examiners have overstepped their authorities by registering identical Brooklyn Nets’

IC 035 to the New Jersey Nets, LCC and again, the Plaintiff has consistently pursued their
immediate cancellation of all of their Brooklyn Nets Serial Numbers and Brooklyn Nets Registrations
as indicated that have been authorized by the Examiners of such Brooklyn Nets’ marks andfor
Brooklyn Nets’ service marks and their related “Nets B Brooklyn” trademark registrations which on
its face, are a reversal scheme of such Brookiyn-Nets mark should have being Un-Registrable,

pursuant to Section 2(d) of the Federal Trademark Act;

g). Consequently, the Plaintiff has since 2011 respectfully asked Cmsr. Cohn and/or the Appeal Board
to cancel and/or de-activate all of the Defendants’ related Brookiyn Nets’ and “Nets B Brooklyn”
authorizations from using the Plaintif’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Marks until the Board’s Proceedings and
other appealing options are fully exhausted, keeping in mind that the Plaintiff has had its full set of
21 Louisiana Brookiyn Nets’ Louisiana Trademarks since 2003 and its last State of Louisiana’s
Office of Trademark’s Validation Certificate # 10244605#DSL73 is valid until 2022, pursuant to R.S.
of 1950, Title 51, Chapter 1, Part VI as amended under the State of Louisiana Law, a legally valid

official State’s agency with legal authority to issue such official marks;

h). Again, the NJNets and its affiliated NBA’s Group have neverstarted to fully use the Plaintiff’s
Brooklyn-Nets” Brands until 2012 while the Plaintiff has been using its Brooklyn Nets Entertainment
Network for almost 10 years thru its fully registered 21 Brooklyn Nets’ Louisiana’s Marks and these
Trademarks are vaiid thru 2022. And I’s the Plaintifs belief that the NJNets has made wiliful false
statements in their pursuit of the Brooklyn Nets” USPTO Authorizations under 18 U.S.C. §§1051 (b)
and such false statement filed under 15 U.S.C. §§1051(b) and under the same false statement of
the NJNets’ Declaration that the NJNets® Organization is the sole owner of such mark (s),
henceforth, requires automatic revocation of any resulting trademark registrations in addition to the
NJNets and the NBA have being using strong Trademark Intimidation by intimidating TuneCore,
Inc., Catapult Reservatory, LLC and cther On and Off the Web Providers to illegally block globai
distribution of the Plaintif’s established lines of Brooklyn Nets’ Products in Music and Fine Arts
which seem to violate several federal laws under the RICO Act, under the Patriot Act and reiated
Interstate commercial laws, based on the action ofr the Defendants, the Plaintiff had requested the
TTA Board to consider reporting such action of the NJNets and the NBA to the US Dept. of
Commerce, the US Dept. of Justice, the Federal Trade Commission and related civil and criminal
enforcement agencies in order to look into their organized illegal efforts in apparent bullying,
their flagrant trademark intimidation and what appeared to be related criminal commercial violations
perpetrated by the NJNets and this NBA’s Group in acquiring and taking over the Plaintiff’s 10-
year-old wholly established Brooklyn Nets®’ Brands, Global Marks and Music Labels; and since the

Plaintiff’s organization has been using its constitutionally protected Brookiyn Nets’ Products to raise
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funds for its Global Diaspora SuperPAC, consequently the NJNets and this NBA’s Group have

caused enormous amount of constitutional injuries to the Dr. Cassagnol’s Organization by
preventing the Appellant from marketing its constitutionally protected civic and political causes
during the last presidential election of 2012, thereby Plaintiff had also requested the TTA Board to
report such constitutional and civil rights® violations to the US AG’s Office but to no avail.
Additionally, this Court also note that the NJNets, the NBA and their affiliates have used the latest
Web Technologies to hijack the Plaintifi’'s Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network’s Web Addresses
and the NJNets and their NBA’s Group have fraudulently redirected them to their On and Off the
Web Products and Services thru again using their forms of trademark intimidation or by crossing
the line into pure illegality and outright On and Off the Internet’s criminality on the same level of
such illegal interstate violations which requires any public officials in knowledge of such to report
these alleged criminal activities for review by other enforcement agencies, of what appeared to be
behaviors that are against the applicable rules and practices of the Federal Trade Commission
(FTC). Consequently, it’s crystal clear that the NJNets and this NBA’s Group continue to use
multiple schemes to illegally take over the Plaintiff’s Brookiyn Nets’ intellectual Assets and thereby
the Plaintiff has respectfully requested the TTA Board to immediately start cancellations all of the
Defendants’ Brooklyn Nets’® Trademark Authorizations and Registrations given to the NJNets’
Organization and this NBA Group’s usage in re. to their apparent abuses of Dr. Cassagnol’s
Brooklyn Nets?® iSignature Brands and its Global Louisiana Marks by presenting this Complaint to
this US District Court pursuing cancellations of ali of their NJNets’ Brooklyn Nets’ and “Nets B
Brooklyn” Registrations, and by suspending or cancelling al} Related NJNets’ Brooklyn Nets’
Authorizations by USPTO pursuant to Section 2(d) of the Federal Trademark Act until the piracy
issues are fully resolved of the Plaintif’s 10-year-old Brookiyn Nets’ Brands, Global Marks, and its

Music Labels; and

i). This Plaintiff has already made multiple formal requests for Cmsr. Cohn, Acting Under Sec. Rea,
any other concerned third party and/or any other agencies having supervisory and enforcement
authorities over USPTO and the Trademark Trial & Appeal Board or any other individual party or
entity as indicated in the Plaintiff’s Jan. 29" s meeting with Cong. Crowley for.the purpose finding
ways to immediately resolve the issues in re. 10 this NBA Group’s piracy of the Plaintiff’s Global

Brooklyn Nets’ iSignature Brands and the Plaintiff’s pending federal Brooklyn-Nets’ trademark;

12). Again, thru reviewing and focusing on the foilowing chronological points of the Plaintiff’s Brooklyn-Nets’
Global Marks which have being in commercial use on and off the Internet since 2003 for aimost 10
years, the Federal Circuit Court and/or this US District Court should have no problem detecting
these truly legitimate grounds for this Complaint thru the following factors or factual allegations as

enunciated on files at the USPTO and at the TTA Board:-
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a). Accordingly, the Plaintiff has being using its Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and its Louisiana Trademarks

for almost 10 years but NJNets and this NBA’s Group started using the Brooklyn Nets® Marks
based on their official USPTO’s Filings in April 30, 2012 as reflected on their certificates of
registrations contrary to the Plaintiff’s established 10-year-old global usage of its fully established
Brooklyn Nets’ Brands, Giobal Marks and Music Labels being pubtished on and off the Web;

b). From 2003 to 2005, the Plaintiff has had multiple contacts with all concerned parties of this NBA’s
Group, given constructive notices to all concerned of the Plaintiff’s full ownership of such, thru
asserting its full ownership of the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and the Brooklyn-Nets Marks and no one
had challenged and/or opposed the Plaintiff until August 2011 when the NJNets started their
relocation to Brooklyn and their lawyer asked the Plaintiff for permission to co-use the Plaintiff’s
fully established Brooklyn-Nets’ Brands without a settlement, of course the Plaintiff had completely
refused to give such permission and their lawyer: Mr. Anil V. George indicated that: “they will use
the Plaintiff's intellectual assets with or without the Plaintiff’s permission” in an extremely
belligerent way and by then it was crystal clear that this NBA’s Group was intentionally moving
toward the direction of pirating the Plaintiff’s original Brooklyn-Nets intellectual assets without the
Plaintiff’'s permission or authorization, it maybe a legal move on their part but the Plaintiff sees it as
pure unadulterated theft of the Plaintiffs fully established 10-year-oid Brookiyn Nets’ inteflectual

assets;

c). The fame’s factor and interpretation of the TTA Board is misplaced since before the NJNets’ Official
Relocation to Brookiyn in 2011, the team was and still is one of the worst team of this NBA’s
Group, the NJNets’ Team was worth then about $300 Million and after this NBA’s Group started to
use the Appellant’s Brooklyn Nets’ iSignature Brands without its permission, the team is now worth
a bit over $500 Million by intentionally pirating the Plaintiff’s Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and this Court
need to respectfully also keep in mind that it was not until 4/30/2012 that this NBA’s Group had
fited their first use in commerce of the Brooklyn Nets’ Mark and their Attorney Anil V. George
signed a USPTO Declaration that the NJNets is the rightful owner without any regards to the
Plaintif’s 10 years ownership of the Original Brookiyn Nets’ Brands, and such declaration by the
Defendants, is a willfully false statement under the 1946 Trademark Act, as amended, thereby such

* intentionally false statement requires full revocation of any resulting registration and Attorney Anil V.
George’s signatory position, on behalf of the NJNets, requires USPTO and the TTA Board to report
such illegal violations to Law Enforcement Agencies having supervisory authorities over these
matters for fine or imprisonment or both under 18 U.S.C. Section 1001 of the Federal Trademark
Act and up to this date, that has not happen even though their inaction is bordering willful failure to

Discharge their duties as public officials;
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d). It’s the Plaintif’s contention and strongest belief that the USPTO Examiners acted with bias vs. the

Plaintiff and were unfairly involved in approving the NJNets’ Applications and Registrations for the
Brooklyn Nets’ Marks, then the USPTO Examiners made enormous errors in judgment by acting
completely indifferent to the current TTA Board’s Proceeding and by advancing each Brooklyn Nets’
applications to the level of awarding multiple Brookiyn Nets’ Registrations to the NJNets, neglecting
the facts that the Brooklyn Nets’ Marks were under proceeding at the TTA Board, thereby these
grave errors either negligent or intentional merits full cancellation of each the NJNets’ Registfations
of the Brooklyn Nets’ Marks and the Defendants’ related “Nets B Brookiyn” which are another set
of fraudulent schemes to use the Plaintiff’s Brooklyn Nets’ Brands since the “Nets B Brooklyn”
Mark as listed on USPTO’s Principal Register, is a reversed fraudulent way of marketing the
Plaintiff’s fully established Brooklyn Nets® iSignature Brands. The Plaintiff must also point out that
over a year ago when the NJNets decided to launch their “Nets B Brooklyn” Brand thru the Internet
and linked the “B” word to the Plaintiff’s Original Brooklyn Nets’ iSignature Brands, it was shocking
to everyone and to the public since the “B” word has been forever linked to bitches, prostitutes and

drug dealers but this NBA’s Group and the NJNets decided to viciously market a logo designed by

Jay-Z in many ways are pure and complete denigration 1o the Plaintiff’s original 34-year-old
registered Louisiana’s Brands and its Federaily Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.’s
Registered Mark: The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museumn Group thru USPTO Reg
# 4,326,200 under IC 35 and 41, and thereby it was purely malicious as the Plaintiff has previously
noted in all of its denigrating facets of their usage of the “B” word as remarked in the Plaintiff’s

USPTO Records of its Brooklyn-Nets’ Trademark Application and in the TTA Board’s filings;

e). Again the Plaintiff had asked Cong. Joe Crowley and the NYC Congressional Delegation 1o
intervene on the Plaintif’s behalf toward finding ways to resolve these issues and has also
implored Cmsr. Deborah Cohn, Under Sec. Rea and other supervisory agencies to look into why
such flagrant biases were deployed vs. the Plaintiff to intentionally let the NJNets and this NBA
Group’s pirating the Plaintiff’s intellectual assets and defrauding the Dr. Cassagnol’s Qrganization,
and if the NJNets® Organization nonetheless may see it as legal maneuvers on their part but on the
Plaintiff’s part, it being seen as pure and complete theft of the Plaintiff’s Brooklyn Nets intellectual
assets and the Plaintiff has already asked the NYS Attorney General’s Office to look

into prosecution of this NBA Group’s action and behaviors of what seem to be pure illegality on its

face; and

f). Again, this is the Plaintiff’s intent to file cancellations of each one of the Defendants’ Brooklyn Nets
Registrations and their Nets B Brooklyn’s Registrations since this NBA’s Group and the NJNets are
using the Plaintiff’s Original Brooklyn Nets Brands in conjunction with their Nets B Brooklyn Marks

like it has been their own for the longest with the following: Serial No.: 85442375 Reg. # 4273135 /
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Serial No.: 85608381 / Regq. # 4237737 / Serial No.: 85608362 Reg. # 4237735 | Serial No.:

85608358 / Reg. # 4237734 / Serial No.: 85608343 Reg. # 4237733 / Serial No.: 77873194
Reg. # 4222229 / Serial No.: 77728208 Reg. # 4175932 and their related NJNets® Serial Num.bers:
85608376 / 85608366 /85608354 / 85608347 / 85442401 / 85442395 / 85442355/

85442314 / 85442308 / 85442296 / 77845645 / 85608347 / 85442355 / 85442296.

And it’s the PlaintifP’s contention that all of those Brookiyn Nets® Marks Registrations obtained. by the
NJNets, were illegally acquired under 18 U.S.C. Section 1001 of the Federal Trademark Act and
thereby meriting cancellations of all as noted and for this Court to take injunctive action and relief
vs. the Defendants and its NBA’s Group with the belief that they’ve had the Devine’s rights to take
over a set of 34-year-old NYS Certified MBE’s Business Brands, Global Marks and Music Labels;

13). A careful review of above Factua! Allegations presented to the United States District Court for The
Eastern District of New York, would reflect that it was [ater on during the TTAB’s Proceeding, the
Plaintiff also found out while he was watching for the NJNets’ abandoned trademark applications #
77413958 and 77418775, that the Defendants were able to file and bombarded the USPTO’s
Trademark Systern with over 38 different applications as noted above and obtained 7 Brooklyn Nets’
Registrations during the TTA Board’s proceeding. The Plaintiff finds it to be extremely wrong since
it’s very apparent that any such authorizations to the NJNets putting the Plaintiff at extreme
disadvantage, which is extremely unfair. It’s like an individual, who went to a hospital and kidnapped
a baby, the individual was apprehended and while on bail, was able to adopt another baby, with the
adoption system in complete disregard of the criminal act of kKidnapping by that individual, thereby, it
was and still is patently wrong for any USPTO’s Examiners would approve any Brooklyn Nets’
Trademark Requests by the NJNets’ Organization since the Defendants were disputing and opposing
the PlaintifP's fully established 10-year- old Original Brooklyn Nets’ iSignature Brands and since the
Plaintiff has been the sole owner of this Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Made in America $1 Billion Global
Brooklyn Nets’ iSignature Brands, its fully 21 Registered Louisiana Original Brooklyn Nets Marks and
its pending federal Brookiyn-Nets’ Mark for more than 10 years. The Plaintiff Woujd also like to bring
to the Federal Circuit Court’s attention that from 2005 to 2011, all of the Defendants’ Executives lied
to the Plaintiff proctaiming that the Defendants and this NBA’s Group had no intention of using the
Plaintiff’s 10-year-old fully established Brooklyn Nets’ iSignature Brands as evidenced by content of
the Plaintitf’s Affidavit filed by the Plaintiff throughout this TTAB’s proceeding and on files at the
USPTO as indicated:- |

a). From 2003 to 2005, Plaintiff had numerous indirect contacts with the Defendants, which followed
a direct contact thru a meeting with Mr. Randall Toure, a VP of Dev. Bruce Ratner’s Forest City
Ratner Companies on 9/12/05 which did not end up very well due to their participatory

requirements to own 10% of the Plaintiff’s project as presented to them as an MBE for the
/!
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purpose of doing business with this NBA’s Group but their overall intention was not legit;

b). These direct contacts had continued thru numerous contacts with VP Chrysa Chin of the NBA’s
Talents Management, she had then reassured the Plaintiff up to 2011 that the NBA had no plan
to use the Plaintiff’s fully established Brooklyn Nets’ iSignature Brands as proposed but intended
to use their old New York Nets’ (NYNets) Brand and it was pure misrepresentation of the facts
that the NBA has Nb intention to use the PlaintifPs fully established Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s 10-
year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Global iSignature Brand since this NBA’s Group has done the contrary by
starting to use such even before their registrations of such in 2012 and such misrepresentation is

pure lies and of fraudulent nature by this NBA’s Group;

c). Plaintiff had 2 phone conversations in 2010 with NJNets’ Pres. irina Pavlova and again she
reassured the Plaintiff that the NJNets’ Organization had no intention of using the Plaintiff’s
Brooklyn Nets’ Brands after her review of the $1 Billion Biz Proposal that the Plaintiff made to the
NJNets® Organization which she opined as exiremely comprehensive and this same $1 Biilion
Proposal was made thereafter to. NBA Cmsr. Stern on 5/11/11 in order to give a chance to this
NBA’s Group to work with the Plaintiff as a NYS Certified MBE but in lieu of doing so, the
Defendants used this set of Confidential and Privileged info 1o illegally file such with the TTAB
without the Plaintiff’s permission since that set of info was under a confidential and privileged
Umbrella and was NOT permitted to be released to any third party without the Plaintiff’s

Permission and no exception was made by the Plaintiff to release such to any third party;

d). Plaintiff had issued numerous Cease & Desist Notices to all concerned parties of the NJNets’
Organization, this NBA’s Group, Dev. Bruce Ratner and their Executive Staff at the Barclays’
Center but to no avail and all have refused to be deposed during this TTAB’s Proceeding in re. to
these pertinent issues of misusing and pirating the Plaintif’s fully established Dr. Cassagnol
Designer’s 10-year-old Global Brookiyn Nets’ iSignature Brands and their continuance with the

illegal use the Plaintiff’s intellectual assets without its permission;

e). ThIS Court should further note that all of the Defendants’ top level Executives have maliciously
and viciously lied to Plaintiff, thereby it’s clear that they’re a group of professional liars: Liars!
Liars! Liars!, their pants are on fire in addition this NBA Group’s misrepresentation of facts not to
forget that under any US Law, a lie is a fraudulent act and on that basis alone, it was sufficient
enough to ask the NYS AG’s Office to find ways to prosecute this NBA’s Group under the Federa!
and NYS RICO Acts;

f). The Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, inc. a corporation certified to do business in Louisiana,
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applied for the following trademarks in the manners as noted above and received The National

Basketball Female Association’s Trademark on April 22, 1996 from the State of Louisiana Office

of Trademarks;

g). In 2003, Plaintiff ran a search on the Brooklyn Nets’ Mark and no one had any ownership rights
over it and then Appellant applied for the B’Klyn Pro-Sports Association’s Trademark on April
15", 2003 and received its bona fide Trademark Certificate on May 17%., 2004 from the Louisiana

Office of Trademarks;

h). In 2006, Plaintiff ran another search and again no one had any right to it and Plaintiff then
applied for the Brooklyn-Nets’ Federal Trademark in June 28"., 2006, met ali USPTO
requirements under Sect. 1(a) and the www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv (Brooklyn-Nets) Mark was published

on 4/19/11 almost 5 years after its original federal application;

i). Ali above Louisiana Trademarks were issued under the Plaintifs 34-year-old Parent Corporation: '
Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc., founded in 1979 and the Plaintiff, Ambassador Dr.
Frangois de Cassagnol, a certified NYS MBE also fully owns this entity and its Federa! Trademark

# 4,326.200 as the sole minority owner; and

i). Please also note that a set of documents in support of this complaint, are attached for this District
Court’s official review and therefore based on the above factual contents of this complaint by way
of civil action, the above noted marks: NJNets’ Brooklyn Nets as cited, are meriting immediate
cancellation based on the facts that Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol has been the sole
owner of The Dr. Cassagnol Organization and its parent corporation: The Dr. Cassagnol Institute
of Research, Inc. a Delaware Corporation and is respectfully requesting additional considerations
should be given by this US District Court or by any other Court to attach this complaint to all
NJNets’ live Brooklyn Nets and Nets B Brooklyn’s applications and registrations in order fo
prevent any other trademark examiners from making the same capital mistakes of approving such
additional Brooklyn Nets and Nets B Brooklyn Marks without payihg attention to existing issues of
the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Original Brodklyn—Nets iSignature Brands since the Plaintiff’s
Brooklyn-Nets TM Application was tagged as “Brooklyn-Nets” in order to make easy for all
concerned parties to be fully aware the Brooklyn-Nets Mark was under considerations for the
CyberVillage Corporation, a Louisiana’s TM of Dr. Cassagnol Instituie of Research, Inc., not the

NJNets nor this NBA’s Pirating Group.

14). It’s the Plaintif’s contention that he had done everything right from 2003 to 2011 and Plaintiff does

Not understand the legal rationaie for TTAB Administrative Judge Kuhlke’s Opinion and Decision
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since the Board’s Order is entirely based on bogus information from the NBA, NJNets, NBAP and

their staff. Noting that from 1996 to 2003, Plaintiff aiways wanted to own a Sports’ Team or to form
one, that’s why that in April 22, 1996 that Appellant had the first opportunity to form: The National
Basketball Female Association (NBFA) and its creation had nothing to do with this NBA Group or
the NJNets since at that time the Plaintiff was located and doing business in Louisiana as a foreign
corporation domiciled in Delaware since its inception in 1979. From 2003 to now, Plaintiff had
formed: The B’Klyn Pro-Sports Association and all its 21+ Brookiyn Nets® Louisiana’s Web
Addresses have been linked to the Plaintif’s Association and were renewed thru The Brooklyn Nets
Entertainment Network and its Web Extensions: .TV, .INFO, .US, .SHOP, .WS, .GAME, .CN, .BE,
.CLUB, .AGENT, .SPORT, .BIZ, .DE, .MOBI, .ORG, .CA, .CO, XXX and some of those extensions
are currently linked together with the Brooklyn-Nets.TV site and the Plaintiff’s Web Network of over
333 Web Addresses and they’re entirely protected trademarks under Louisiana Trademark Laws.
Thereby on the basis of the Plaintiff’s Louisiana Trademark’s Law and State of Louisiana’s Common
Law Rights, accordingly Plaintiff had applied in 2006 for a Federal Trademark tagged under its
continuing Common Law Rights attached to its Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Brooklyn Nets’ Brands,

Global Marks, and its Music Labels:-

.. promoting the goods and services of others, namely, the Dr. Cassagnol Signature-Lines of Fine Arts and Higher
Technologies’ Products and Services thru The DR. CASSAGNOL PUBLISHING HOUSE, STUDIOS AND
MUSEUM GROUP by means of online and offline ordering and cataloging of those goods and services in fine
arts and high technoiogies, distributing advertizing materials through a variety of online and offline marketing
methods and promotional contests of THE DR, CASSAGNOL PUBLISHING HOUSE, STUDIOS AND
MUSEUM GROUPS, and by arranging for sponsors to affiliate their goods and services with THE DR.
CASSAGNOL PUBLISHING HOUSE, STUDIOS AND MUSEUM GROUP’s activities through the Dr.
Cassagnol organizational global high-tech network of THE DR. CASSAGNOL PUBLISHING HOUSE,
STUDIOS AND MUSEUM GROUP’s duly registered Web Addresses for the CyberVillage Corp.’s Global

Services in serving other minorities thru using the Dr. Cassagno! Designer’s Multi-Million-Dollar Commercial Art

Library.

a). As it was and it’s extremely apparent, that this US District Court can easily see that the Plaintiff has fuily
registered its federal trademark: “The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios and Museum Group” and
this mark has been fully incorporated in the Plaintiff’s Brookiyn-Nets’ Federal TM Application and has used
its Brooklyn-Nets’ Bundling Marks in conjunction with its 34-year-old barent corporation’s logo and other
related Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s iSignature Brands/Marks for the last 10 years thru the following

trademarked marketing bundling tools and media platiorms:-
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On the Plaintif’s Brooklyn Nets’ Organizational Web Site: www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv and connected Web

Network, on its corporate letter heads, on its Brooklyn Nets’ Business Cards, on its Brooklyn Nets’ Note
Pads, in its eMail Signature, on its Brooklyn Nets’ Stickers & Mailing Labels, its Brooklyn Nets’ Envelopes,
its Brooklyn Nets’ Organizational Banners, its Brookiyn Nets’ Web Advertisements, its Real Brooklyn Nets
Facebook Page, its Brooklyn Nets’ US Postal Mailing Stamps, its Real Brooklyn Nets’ Twitter Page, its
Google+ Real Brooklyn Nets’ lcon, an integral part of our 333+ Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Doméin Name
Portfolio and Web Network, its Real Brooklyn Nets’ Linkedin Profile, on its Brooklyn Nets’ Hats, Pen,
promotional items, tote bags and folders, its Real Brooklyn Nets’ Blog Page, its Internet Key Words, its
Print Brooklyn Nets’ Advertisements, its multiple Brooklyn Nets’ registrations in several foreign countries,
and on its Embedded Brooklyn Nets’ Photo-Arts & its Real Brooklyn Nets’ artworks as an integrated part of
the Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum’s Multi-Million-Dollar Commercial Art Library & its
current Music Album refeased since 2011 on sale thru Amazon, iTunes, GooglePlay and thru other selling

and marketing platforms all over the world; and

b)_. Thereby, the Plaintiff does not have a clue which evidence that the TTA Board had to support the NJNets,
the NBA and NABP’s position of the Plaintif’s Non-Use Status since the Plaintiff has maintained extensive
pre-paid accounts from the beginning of the Internet at first with SRSPius, at the .TV Network and
currently at GoDaddy’s Registrar since 2001 as evident by latest bill refiecting the Plaintiffs current
GoDaddy’s Account from 2001 to now with incurred expenses totaling over $27,383.86 as of 4/10/13 for
the Plaintif’s Brooklyn Nets’ Hosting plan created upon tranéfer from the .TV Network, then has

accumulated similar pre-paid expenses and are fully pre-paid until 12/16/2017;

15). Thereby, the Defendants® position that the Plaintif’s Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands and Qriginal Marks are not
being used for purpose intended, is completely bogus and is purely against logics since a huge amount of
the Plaintif’s resources have been used by its organization to promote its Brookiyn Nets’ Brands, Global
Marks and Music Labels in connection with The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios and Museum
Group’s Federally registered Mark and its bundiing logo. The Plaintiff has jointly marketed the Brooklyn Nets’
Global Brands as a global promotion group under the Plaintiff’s Parent Corporation with'its bundling jointly
with its Federally Registered Mari: USPTO Reg. # 4,326,200; and henceforth, and it should also be noted that
the US District Court should differentiate that the CyberVillage Corporation is NOT a separate entity as
misrepresented by the TTAB, but is a registered Louisiana trademark of the Dr. Cassagnol Institute of
Research, Inc.: under its privately owned 34-year-old parent corporation and its Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s
Brands are being used in connection with its bundling commercial use of its Original Brooklyn Nets’ Brands
for almost 10 years thru The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios and Museum Group, a fully registered
federal trademark with Registration # 4,326,200 on file with the TTA Board as attachments to the Plaintiff's 2
Petition Requests for cancellations of the NJNets’ Brooklyn Nets and the Nets B Brooklyn’s Marks req_uesting

that these opposing marks ought to be cancelled under 15 U.S.C. §§ 1051 (b) of the Federal Trademark Act in
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conjunction with the Defendants’ opposition and as a consequence of multiple procedural errors as enunciated

on previous filings in front of the TTA Board and the Plaintiffs petition to the USPTO Cmsr. in regard to the
procedural errors and/or lack thereof during the TTAB’s proceeding and Judge Kuhlke’s Opinion and Decision
based on fundamentally flawed information provided by the Defendants and therefore Judge Kuhlke’s decision
ought to be reversed accordingly by the USPTO Director as requested by the Plaintiff and/or by the TTA
Board thru the Plaintiff's Reconsideration Request, and/or in front of any court with judicial authority the like of
this District Court within both parties’ jurisdiction to reverse TTA Board Adm. TM Judge Kuhlke’s Decision and
Order mailed to the Plaintiff on September 9“‘.,. 2013 and for this Court to order USPTO and permitting
USPTO to issue a Certificate of Registration to the Plaintiff in reference to its in-use 10-year-old original

Brooklyn Nets’ Mark: www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv (Brookiyn-Nets).

IV). PLAINTIFF'S REQUEST FOR REMEDIES VS. DEFENDANT AND THIS NBA’S GROUP:-

Thus, the Plaintiff must respectfully ask this US District Court for the Eastern District of New York, for immediate
relief and such relief that the Court may deem just and proper since the Defendants or its NBA’s Group have
willfully infringed on the Plaintiff's fully established 10-year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Brands, Brooklyn Nets’ Marks and
Brooklyn Nets’ Giobal Music Labels due to the Defendants’ illegal and unfair trade practices vs. the Plaintiff from
2011 to now while the Plaintiff has fully owned its full set of these Global Brooklyn Nets’ Brands, its fully
registered Louisiana’'s Trademarks and continuously under standard Common Law’s usage for aimost 10 years and
in fieu of the Defendants trying to find ways to work with the Plaintiff as a Certified NYS MBE, the Defendants
have elected to use trademark intimidation, trademark harassment and their deployment of illegal trade practices
to illegally take over the Plaintiff's fully established 10-year-old Brands, Brooklyn Nets’ Marks and Global Brooklyn
Nets’ Music Labels without a settlement or due compensation which led the Plaintiff to ask NYS Attorney General
Eric T. Schneiderman to immediately start prosecution of this NBA’s Group under the Federal False Claims’ Act
and the New York State and Federal RICO Acts; and not forgetting this NBA’s Group willful and flagrant violation
of our US TM Laws. '

Therefore, Plaintiff is respectfully asking this US District Court for the Eastern District of New York:-

a). to vacate the September g™  2013's TTAB Order based on the facts that the Defendants did not provide
any service of its notice of opposition as required and to order the USPTO to issue the original Brookiyn-
Nets’ Mark to CyberVillage Corporation, a registered Louisiana TM of Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research,

Inc., its parent corporation domiciled in Delaware;

b). to place in effect, a permanent injunction vs. the Defendants: the NJNets and its NBA’s Group and affiliates
to stop and block them from further uses of the Plaintiff's Original 10-year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and the

Plaintiff is leaving it to the Court to apply commensurate injunctive relief in favor of the Plaintiff vs. this

“/,,/,3 Page: 21 Mﬂ"



Case 1:13-cv-06929-MKB-LB Document 1 Filed 12/09/13 Page 22 of 166 PagelD #: 22
NBA’'s Group of Pirates for misusing the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Originat Brooklyn Nets’ Brands,

Global Marks and Music Labels without permission;

c). to cancel all issued Brooklyn Nets and Nets B Brooklyn Marks and Registrations acquired by this NBA's
Group after the Plaintif's Original 2006’s Brooklyn Nets’ Federal Application and during the TTAB's
proceeding which should have being Un-Registrable Brookiyn Nets’ Marks and Registrations but
this NBA's Group has maintained a monopoly over the basketball universe and this Court and the Feds ought
to see it as such using criminal intimidation to prevent a Certified NYS MBE from using its dully acquired

legitimate intellectual assets ;

d). to apply punitive damages vs. this NBA's Group for their exploitation of the Dr. Cassagnol’s Original 10-year-
old Brooklyn Nets’ Brands/Marks/Labels of the Plaintiff without its permission and/or required compensation
of its Uses since the value of team was increased from $300 Million to $500 Million when this group of

pirates started to use the Plaintiff's 10 years old origina! Brooklyn Nets’ Brands/Marks/Labels, the Plaintiff

is respectfully asking this Court to apply the Whistleblower’s formula to this case and impose 3 times the
value of the team’s increased value of $200 Million to a punitive amount greater than $600 Million as for
punitive damages toward un-permissible uses of the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Original Brooklyn Nets’

Brands, Global Brooklyn Nets’ Marks and its Brooklyn Nets’ Music Labeis;

e). This Court ought to respectfully realize that if this NBA’s Group does not merit to be treated like a monopoly
or an organized crime entity under the NYS and Federal RICO Acts, no one can see any other group fitting
this situation because this NBA’s Group acts like a monopoly in the sports of basketball universe and has
done everything in the books to take advantage of others the like of this Plaintiff, a Certified NYS MBE and
this NBA’s Group has filed false and bogus information to fully take advantage of this case in order to

willfully bypass paying for the usage of the Plaintiffs 10-year-oid Brooklyn Nets’ Brand which has been in
use by the Dr. Cassagnol organization for the last 10 years under the umbreila of its 34-year-oid federal
trademarked parent corporation: Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc., again, a certified NYS Minority
Business Enterprise solely owned by Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol. This Court should also
notice that the names of the individuals involved in pirating the Plaintiffs Brooklyn Nets’ Brands from 2010
to present, are the following members have conspired throughout these proceedings and to hold them
responsible for their conspiring action under the NYS and Federal RICO Acts, and this NBA’s Group is

identified as-

Developer Bruce Ratner aided by Mr. Randall Toure, his 2005's VP for Community Affairs;
Dev. Bruce Ratner's Sister: Madame Ellen F. Ratner which aided in setting up the 2005's meeting;
Dev. Bruce Ratner, his Legal Staff and others connected to the Brooklyn Area Development;

National Basketball Association Cmsr. David Stern & his Executive Staff;
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Dep. NBA Cmsr. Adam Silver and his Executive Staff in connection with the Brooklyn Arena;

NJNets’ Majority Owner M. Prokhorov; NJNets’ Team Coach & Minority Owner Jason Kidd;
NJNets’ Pres. Irina Paviova, NJNets Exec. Dmitry Razumov and Executive Staff;
Former Minority Owner Shawn “Jay-Z” Carter and their Barclays Center's Executive Staff;

Ex. NJNets Team Coach Avery Johnson and Chief Legal Counsel Mme. Ayala Deutsch,;

NBA & NBAP VP & Sr. Attorney Anil V. George; Emilio Collins, Lisa Koper, Michaél Allen and Daniel Meiseles;

NJNets, NBA & NBAP Attorneys: Erik J. Levin, Jason J. Porta, and NBAP Exec. Tony Aponte;
NJNets’ Chief Counsel & VP Jeffrey B. Gewirtz; & NJNets’ CEO Bret Yormack & COOQO Barclays Center;
NJNets’ Team General Manager Billy King; and Ms. Chrysa Chin, NBA VP for Talents’ Management,
their other On & Off the Web/Internet Staff and their other Marketing Staff @ the NBA, @ the NJNets,
@ the NBA Properties; and their NBA’s Affiliates;

f). In the Plaintiffs last Cease & Desist Letter addressed to Mr. Shawn “ Jay-Z” Cater on 8/27/12 via the USPS
Certified Mail & Return Mail Receipt # 7011-3500-0003-6654-03333 that Jay-Z has been in possession
since 2012, Plaintiff had reached out to him to explore ways to settle this case but to no avail because Jay-
Z decided to establish himself as a NJNets’ Minority Owner without any regards to the Plaintiff's fully

established 10-year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and assisting the NJNets’ Organization’s illegal usage of the
Piaintiff's Brooklyn Nets’ Brahds. One example is thru a Budweiser's promotion during the Olympics and by
letting the NJNets' Organization using him at the expenses of the Dr. Cassagnol’s Organization, a Certified
NYS Minority Business Enterprise. This Court should respectfuily find out why Majority Owner M. Prokhorov,
NJNets’ Organization & its Senior Officials shouid be profiting from using the Plaintiff's 10-year-old Brooklyn
Nets’ Brands since the Trademark Appeal Board’s final Decision has refused to recognize the Plaintiff's 10-
year-old due inteliectual rights attached to the Plaintiffs Original Brooklyn Nets’ Brands, Global Marks and
its long standing rights to its Brooklyn Nets’ Music Labels as has been published on and off the Internet.. In
addition to helping the NJNets’ Organization in order to get personal and business incentives, Jay-Z had
made the strategic decision in deciding to use the “B” word in their logo which is fully connected with Jay-
Z's denigrating artistic works depicting Bitches, Prostitutes and Drug Dealers and linking it to the Plaintiff's
10-year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands before the end of the final decision of the US Trademark Trial &
Appeal Board. Within the Plaintiff's last communiéation to Jay-Z, it was extremely apparent and clear to all
concerned parties that if all parties can’t reach an amicable setilement, the Plaintiff will have no choice but
to ask the NYS AG’s Office and the US Department of Justice to look at their activities under the Racketeer
Influenced & Corrupt Organizations (RICO Statute and/or corresponding NYS Act) in regards to:-

1). Jay-Z has assisted the NJNets’ Organization thru deploying: Trademark Bullying & Malicious
Intimidation, Piracy & Flagrant Theft of the Plaintiff's Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands & Marks
registered in Louisiana and its pending registration thru the USPTO and in front of the TM Trial &

Appeal Board;
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2). Jay-Z has aided the NJNets’ Organization with Flagrant Public Misrepresentation of his ownership of

the Plaintiff's Brooklyn Nets’ Brands, Marks and Music Labels as Apparent Fraud from 2010 to now;

3). Jay-Z has abetted with the lllegal Conversion of the Plaintiff's Brooklyn Nets’ Corporate Assets &
Personal Properties thru Trademark Bullying and thru carrying out Multipie PR, Marketing activities
and promoting sale of the Plaintiffs Original Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and letting the leadership of the
NJNets’s Organization to use Jay-Z toward contributing to conspiracy to commit frauds thru using
the institute’s almost 10 year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands/Marks registered thru its 34-year-old

parent organization: Dr. Cassagnol institute of Research, inc.; and

4). The attachments encapsulate the placement of Jay-Z in the total rebranding of the NJNets toward
their relocation to Brooklyn and the NJNets’ Organization has given full credit to Jay-Z in regards to
their rebranding as the new “Brooklyn Nets’ Team” and their flagrant piracy of the Plaintiffs 10-year-
old Brands, Marks and Music Labels, thereby, the Plaintiff is asking this Court to hold Jay-Z partially
responsible for conspiring with the NJNets” Organization to take over and use the Plaintiffs 10-year-

old Brooklyn Nets’ Brands without compensation and, without the Plaintiffs permission; and

5). It's the Majority Owner Mikhail Prokhorov’s estimate in the NY Daily News that by 2015, the value of
the team will be worth close to $1 Billion and it's the Plaintiffs contention that this valuation would
not have been possible without their overali organized and conspired action in rebranding the team
as the “Brooklyn Nets” and pirating the Plaintiffs 10-year-old Brookiyn Nets’ Global Brands. Thereby,
if this Court wouid consider that when Mr. Prokhorov bought the team for $200 Million and when
the team was moved from New Jersey, the team is valued at $300Million but is presently valued at
$500 Million and this Court should also respectfully consider awarding to the Plaintiff, an amount of
punitive damages not I.ess than $600 Million based on Mr. Prokhorov’s valuation of $1 Billion, that
punitive amount is entirely based because of their organized conspiracy for their flagrant theft and
related piracy of the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Original Brooklyn Nets' Brands, Global Marks and its

Music Labels vs. this NBA’s Group, Mr. Prokhorov, Jay-Z and others as previously cited; and

6). The Plaintiff is respectfully asking this Court to vacate the September 9™, 2013’s TTAB Order and to
order the USPTO to issue the original Brooklyn-Nets’ Mark to CyberViilage Corporation, a registered
Louisiana TM of Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc. based on the facts that when the
Defendants had filed their TTAB’s Opposition, no service was given to the Plaintiff, thereby Plaintiff

is respectfully asking this Court to accordingly vacate this TTAB Order; and

g). This Court should respectfully recognize that the Plaintiff has done everything right in the acquisition

of its Brooklyn Nets’ Intellectual Assets and this Court ought to refer this NBA’s Group to related law
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enforcement agencies for the Defendants’ alleged and demonstrated uses of Trademark Intimidation,

Trademark Harassment and for validated Piracy of Plaintiffs 10-year-old Original Brookiyn Nets’
Brands, Global Marks, its Dr. Cassagnol Designer's Music Labels without the Plaintiff's explicit
authorization and/or permission as a NYS Certified MBE even though this NBA’s Group is receiving
more than $760 Million in Tax Incentives and these tax breaks require minority business participation
and the Plaintiff is respectfully asking this Court to appoint a Monitor to ensure that such MBE's
requirements are fulfilled and the NBA’s Minority Basketball Players are fully protected since this
NBA’s Group has already asserted their self labeled rights to lock out these Minority players and
consequently this NBA’s Group have been extorting almost $3 Billion from their 10 years’ agreement
to lift the lock out which seems to be pure extortion in the face of any reasonable person looking back
at the NBA’s Lock-out and its unfair and unjust end product vs. the current and future Minority
Baskethall Players that are associated with this NBA’s Group. Thereby, Plaintiff as a Certified NYS
MBE and an Afro-American Citizen is also looking for Class-Action Status and Certification from this
Court for this NBA Group’s flagrant violation of a great number of NYS, NYC and Federal Civil Rights’
Laws and other laws as previously invoked and Plaintiff is also requesting proportional punitive
damages of over $600 Million on behalf of the Plaintiff's Organization and all pertinent Minority &
Disadvantaged Businesses and those past and current Minority Players under their Lock-Out Umbrella

of this NBA’s Basketball Universe.

Respectfully Submitted,

By: '

Ambassador Dr. Fran¢ois de Cassagnol
j 4 Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors
-
The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network

Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.

CyberVillage Corporation, a NYS Certified MBE
P.O. Box 740 Bronx, New York 10467-0740

(1-516-3-Museum or 1-718-874-6439)

www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv (Brooklyn-Nets)
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK
PLAINTIFE’S NOTICE OF RELIANCE OF SELECTED SPECIMEN

OF RECORD ON FILE AT THE USPTQO OF SERIAL # 76/662,605 &
AT TTA BOARD OF OPPOSITION # 91200170

Plaintiff: CyberVillage Corporation {The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network), a registered Louisiana
Trademark of: Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc. pursuant to this Notice of Reliance in the above
captioned proceeding, submits selected specifnens of correspondence addressed by Plaintiff, in Opposition
# 91201370, before the USPTQ and the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board. Such documents depicting
that the Defendants did not show any interests in the Plaintiff's Brooklyn Nets’ Brands, Global Marks and
Music Labels, until after 2011, more precisely 2012 when the Defendants started to use the Plaintiff's
Original Brooklyn Nets’ Marks and whereas this NBA's Group has been pirating the Plaintiff's Brooklyn

Nets’ Brands without the Plaintiff's permission, authorization and pertinent compensation.

TABLE OF CONTENTS OF COMPLAINT

I. Documentation on Plaintiff’s History of Brooklyn-Nets’ Brands, Global Marks, Music Labels.& its 100%

Ownership by Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol; EXHIBIT A ...coi.iiirniasearcennascaraens 23 Pages

Il. Plaintif’s Certificate of Service to all concerned parties: EXHIBIT B..iiciciecaenane. imiiasnnn.oooune 1 Page

lll. Plaintif’s Notice of Appeal thru The Federal Circuit Court: EXHIBIT G ..cooceuceaanaeioneceeasinaes 3 Pages

IV. Petition to NYS AG’s for immediate prosecution of this NBA’s Group: EXHIBIT D’ 7 Pages

V. TTAB Adm. TM Judge Kuhlke’s Decision & Opinion: EXHIBIT E..cccovvviarriannarniineieennanne 29 Pages

| V1. Documentation on Petition to CANCEL Opposer’s Brooklyn Nets’ Registration: EXHIBIT F ... 2 Pages
Vil. Documentation on Petition to CANCEL Opposer’s Nets B Brooklyn’ls Reg.: EXHIBIT G ....... 2 Pages
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VIIl. Arena’s Exec. Signed & Dated Letter of $1 Billion Brooklyn-Nets’ Proposal: EXHIBIT H ..... 1 Page

IX. Documentation on Plaintiff’s History of Brooklyn-Nets’ Branding & Bundling: EXHIBIT I ..... 1 Page
X. Documentation of Plaintiff’s Google Search on Uses of the Brooklyn-Nets: EXHIBIT J .... 7 Pages
XI. GoDaddy’s $27K+ Receipt for Consistent Uses of Brooklyn-Nets.TV: EXHIBIT K ............... 1 Page

Xll. Documentation on Plaintif’s Biz History of its NYS and NYC MBE’s Status: EXHIBIT L ... 3 Pages

Xlll. Documentation on Plaintiff’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Trial Brief: EXHIBIT M ..cccovvevniiniiiiiiniannnn.. 19 Pages
XIV. Documentation on Plaintiff’s Testimony Affidavit on USPTO & TTAB’s Files: EXHIBIT N ..... 1 Page
IX. Documentation on Plaintiff’s Affidavit on file at USPTO & TTAB: EXHIBIT O ..ccccviaannnnes 8 Pages

XV. Documentation on Plaintif’s $1 Billion Notice of Claim filed with NYC: EXHIBIT P ......... 9 Pages

XVI. Documentation on The NBA’s Group & Jay-Z with inclination to take advantage of other minorities:

EXHIBIT Q ceriiieiieeiteeeciecaanararesssosrnssmsonsnsessssnssnsssssssosonaantassnsssccsonssnsnnaeesesossensonssses 5 Pages
XVil. Plaintif’s Request for Prayer addressed to Pope Francis: EXHIBIT R cccoeiae.oviciiinin. . aveee. 1 Page

XVII. Documentation on Bryant Gumbel’s document in support of Plaintiff’s position of this NBA’s Group

and this Group’s habitual abuses of Minorities pertinent to this case: EXHIBIT S ............ 2 Pages

XIX. Documentation on Plaintiff’s background and additional documents in support of its position:

EXHIBIT T oiiiieeieeesereressessrsosnancsaanniosssonsanssssssassnsensessnsasnsssssnssinmscsesnsnssssnvanrsaasin 5 Pages

XX: N.B.: Attachments:-

1). All New Documentation is refiected thru Exhibits: A, B. Q, and S; and
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2). All Old Documentation is reflected thru Exhibits: C thru P, R and T: and it should be noted that

Plaintiff would challenge any third party capable of disproving that this NBA’s Group and Jay-Z have
not designed and used their “Nets “B” Brooklyn Logo as a fraudulent marketing tactic to take over
the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s 10-year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Original Brands, Global Marks and Music
Labels because the Plaintiff is again challenging anyone to demonstrate that this NBA’s Group and
Jay-Z have not designed their logo as reflected: Nets “B” Brooklyn thru their muitiple broadcasting
events with sole purpose of taking over the Plaintiff’s Intellectual Assets and all of the Plaintiff’s
Exhibits should encapsulate the placement of this NBA’s Group and Jay-Z in their total rebranding of
the NJNets towards their relocation to Brookiyn and one should NOT forget that all of their executives
have given to Jay-Z due credits for serving as the NJNets’ Franchise Figurehead based on his
connection to Brooklyn and on that basis, were able to take full advantage of the Plaintiff’s Origina!
Brooklyn Nets’ 10-year-old Global Brands as a Certified NYS MBE and other minorities the like of the
Minority Basketball Players slaving for the NBA as depicted on attached piece of Broadcaster Bryant
Gumbel. A set up the like of this NBA’s Group, Jay-Z turned Sports’ Agent and Barclays which has
been known to be involved in past International Commerce of Slavery, appear to be a very disgraceful
situation whereas Jay-Z seems to forget where he’s from and in order to remind him of that, maybe a
forceful boycott should be called if Jay-Z and his offensive coilaborators don’t take a more socially
responsible and acceptable MO, noting Jay-Z and Barney’s indifference to their “Shop & Frisk” while
being Blacks’ Incidents. Thereby, this Court should be able to see their shameless formula for taking
full advantage of other minorities under this MBA’s Group including noted NBA’s Minority Basketball
Players and other MBEs. the like of the Plaintiff. Therefore, Plaintiff is asking this District Court to

certify this multiple-complaint under due classification for Class-Action Status.

Respectfully Submitted, :
.
By: ® ﬂi

Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol

Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors
The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network

Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.

www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv

The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group
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Wnitel States Patent and Trabemark Office

Reg. No. 4,326,200
Registered Apr. 30, 2013
Int. Cls.: 35 and 41

SERVICE MARK
PRINCIPAL REGISTER

A St Ao

Aciing Directar of the Unfted Siales Patent and Trademark OfMice

States of Qmem )

DR. CASSAGNOL INSTITUTE RESEARCH, INC. (DELAWARE CORPORATION), DBA THE
DR, CASSAGNOL PUBLISHING HOUSE, STUDIOS AND MUSEUM GROUP

P.O. BOX 740 .

THE GLOBAL DIASPORA PAC FUND

BRONX, NY 104670740

FOR: ASSOCIATION SERVICES, NAMELY, PROMOTING THE INTERESTS OF MINORITY -
ENTERPRISES; ART STUDIO GALLERY SERVICES; RETAIL STORE SERVICES AND
ONLINE RETAIL STORE SERVICES FEATURING FINE ART COLLECTIBLES, DNA
ARTISTIC RENDERINGS, LITHOGRAPHS, MULTI ETHNIC ORIGINAL PRINTS, MULTI-
CULTURAL EDUCATIONAL POSTERS, CDS AND DVDS FEATURING ARTWORK, MULTI-
ETHNIC GREETING CARDS AND CLOTHING, IN CLASS 35 (U.S. CLS. 160, 101 AND 1062).

FIRST USE 0-0-1979; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1979.

FOR: MUSEUM SERVICES; PUBLISHING HOUSE SERVICES;NAMELY, THE PUBLICATION
OF TEXTS, BOOKS, MAGAZINES AND OTHER PRINTED MATTER, MUSICAL TEXT,
MULTIMEDIA PUBLISHING OF BOOKS, MAGAZINES, JOURNALS, SOFTWARE, GAMES,
MUSIC, AND ELECTRONIC PUBLICATIONS, IN CLASS 41 (U.S. CLS. 100, 101 AND 107).
FIRST USE 0-0-1979; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1979.

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO USE "PUBLISHING HOUSE" AND
1979 STUDIOS & MUSEUM 2019", APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN.

THE NAME "DR. CASSAGNOL" [DENTIFIES A LIVING INDIVIDUAL WHOSE CONSENT
IS OF RECORD.

THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORDING "DR. CASSAGNOL PUBLISHING HOUSE, 1979
STUDIOS & MUSEUM 2019", A CADUCEUS DESIGN APPEARING INSIDE AN OVAL
CARRIER WITH A BANNER ALONG THE BOTTOM OF THE OVAL CARRIER AND
LAURELS APPEARING ALONG THE SIDES OF THE OVAL DESIGN.

SER. NO. 76-707,044, FILED 3-31-2011.

DANNEAN HETZEL, EXAMINING ATTORNEY
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TUNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office

April 22,2013

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT ANNEXED IS A TRUE COPY FROM THE
RECORDS OF THIS OFFICE OF THE APPLICATION AS FILED FOR:

TRADEMARK APPLICATION: 76/707,044
FILING DATE: March 31, 2011

By Authority of the

Under Secretai'y of Commerce for Intellectual Property
and Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office

[y
Certifying Officer _
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TO) ALL, TO WHOM THESE; PRESENES, SHATM:, COMES3

‘UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office

May 06, 2013

THE ATTACHED U.S. TRADEMARK REGISTRATION 4,326,200 IS
CERTIFIED TO BE A TRUE COPY OF THE REGISTRATION ISSUED BY
THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE WHICH
REGISTRATION IS IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.

REGISTERED FOR A TERM OF 10 YEARS FROM April 30, 2013
SAID RECORDS SHOW TITLE TO BE IN: Registront

By Authority of the

Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property
and Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office

. et
M. TARVER
Certifying Officer
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Corrected FILING RECEIPT FOR TRADEMARK APPLICATION Page 01 of 01

Oct 3, 2006

This acknowledges receipt on the FILING DATE of the application for regisiration for the mark identified below. The FILING DATE is contingent upon all
minimum filing date requirements being met. Your application will be considered in the order in which it was received. Please review the status of

your application every six months from the filing date of your application. You can check the status of your application on-line at hitp://tarr.uspto.gov/

or by contacting the Trademark Assistance Center at 1-800-786-9199. Also, documents in the eleciropic file for pending applications can be viewed and

downloaded at htip://www.uspio.gov/.

CYBERVILLAGE CORPORATION
PO BOX 740 ATTORNEY

BRONX, NY 10L67—0722 REFERENCE NUMBER

PLEASE REVIEW THE ACCURACY OF THE FILING RECEIPT DATA.
A request for correction to the filing receipt shounld be submitted within 30 days. Such requests may be submiited by mail to:
COMMISSIONER FOR TRADEMARKS, P.O. BOX 1451, ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 22213-1451; by fax to 571-273-9913; or by

e-mail to tmfiling.receipt@uspto.gov. The USPTO will review the request and make corrections when appropriate.

SERIAL NUMBER: 76/662605

FILING DATE:  Jun 28, 2006

REGISTER: Principal

MARK : WWW.BROOKLYN—NETS.TV

MARK TYPE(S): Service Mark

DRAWING TYPE: Standard Character Mark
FILING BAS!S: Sect. 1{(a) (Use in Commerce)

OWNER: CYBERVILLAGE CORPORATION (UNYTED STATES, Corporation)
P.0. BOX 740
BRONX, NEW YORK 10467

FOR: PROMOTING DR CASSAGNOL SIGNATURE LINES OF PRODUCTS AND SERVICES iIN FINE ARTS AND
HIGHER TECHNOLOGIES
INT. CLASS: Oh4i
FIRST USE: 1979 USE IN COMMERCE: 1979
ALL OF THE GUODS/SERVICES IN EACH CLASS ARE LISTED

OTHER DATA

Pseudo Mark: BROOKLYN—NETS

THFREE {REV 3/z008] ADDITIONAL INFORMATION-MAY BE PRESENT IN THE USPTO RECORDS
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FILING RECEIPT FOR TRADEMARK APPLICATION

Jul 18, 2006

This acknowledges receipt on the FILING DATE of the application for registration for the mark identified below. The FILING DATE s
contingent upon all minimum Fling date requirements being met. Your application will be considered in tha order in which it was received.
Pleass review the stafus of your application svery six menths from the filing date of your application. You can check the status of your
application on-line at hitp:/am.uspte.gov/ or by contacting the Trademark Assistance Center at 1-800-786-9199. Also, documents in the
electronle file for pending applications can be viewed and downloaded at hitip:fwww.uspto.govl.

CYBERVILLAGE CORPORATION
PO BOX 740 ATTORKEY
BRONX, NY 10467-0722 REFERENCE NUMBER

PLEASE REVIEW THE ACCURACY OF THE FILING RECEIPT DATA.
A request for correction to the fiing raceipt should be submitted within 20 days. Such requests may be submitted by mail to:
COMMISSIONER FOR TRADEMARKS, P.O. BOX 1451, ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 22313-1451; by fax to 571-273-9913; or by e-mail
to tmifiling receivt@uspio.gov. The LUSPTO will review the request and make corrections when appropriate.

1= ————

SERIAL NUMBER: 76/662605

FILING DATE: Jun 28, 2006

REGISTER: Principal

MARK: WWW.BROOKLYN-NETS. TV
MARK TYPE(S): Service Mark

DRAWING TYPE: Standard Character Mark
FILING-BASIS: Sect. 1{a) (Use in Commerce}

OWNER: CYBERVILLAGE CORPORATION (UNITED STATES, Corporation)
P.O. BOX 740
BRONX , NEWYORK 10467

FOR: PROMOTING DR; CASSAGNOL SIGNATURE LINES OF PRODUCTS AND SERVICES IN FINE ARTS AND

HIGHER TECHNOLOGIES
INT. CLASS: 041
FIRST USE: 1979 USE IN COMMERCE: 1979

ALL OF THE GOODS/SERVICES iN EACH CLASS ARE LISTED

OTHER DATA

Pseudoe Mark: BROOKLYN-NETS

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION MAY BE PRESENT IN THE USPTO RECORDS
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41402068-5603-2322 _ ’
PRESORTED
COMMISSIONER FOR TRADEMARKS FIRST-CLASS MAIL
TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD U.S. POSTAGE PAID
P.0. BOX 1451 CLICKZMAIL
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22313-1451 22202
Recyclabile
FEerswenErErEAITO**ALL FOR AADC 100
CYBERVILLAGE CORPORATION % 3
PO Box 740 :
Bronx, NY 10467-0722 i~
g gy g A e g l-@- =3
|
| 3
O]
H :
4 i

{
|

NOTICE OF PUBLICATION UNDER §12(a)

MAILING DATE: Mar30, 2011
PUBLICATION DATE: Apr 19, 2011

The mark idenfified below will be published in the Official Gazetie on Apr 18, 2011.
Any party who believes they will be damaged by registrafion of the mark may - "o el
oppose its registration by filing an opposition to registration or a request to extend 1

" the time to oppose within thirty (30) days from the publication date on this notice. If : >
no opposition is filed within the time specified by faw, the USPTO may issue a B
Certificate of Registration. - f
To view the Official Gazefte online or to order a paper copy, visit the USPTO ' L{
website at hitp:/www.uspto.goviwe / any time within the - PNTS
five-week period after the date of publication. You may also order a printed version g @ %
from the U.S. Government Printing Office (GPO) athiip: store. oV or 3 i

N

202-512-1800. To check the status of your application, go tohitp:/tar.uspto.gov/.

SERTAL NUMBER: 76662605
MARK : WWW . BROOKLYN-NETS . TV

OWNER: CYBERVILLAGE CORFORATION

[COPY]




cPrlCasvagiol Bldyn-Nets Web- T rademarks:s
O

www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv
www.BrooklynNets.tv
www.Brooklyn-Nets.us
www.BrooklynNets.us
- www.Brooklyn-Nets.shop
www.BrooklynNets.shop
www.Brooklyn-Nets.ws
~-www.BrooklynNets.ws
www.Brooklyn-Nets.cn
www.BrooklynNets.cn
www.Brooklyn-Nets.game
www.BrooklynNets.game
www.Brooklyn-Nets.ca
www.BrooklynNets.ca
www.Brooklyn-Nets.club
www.BrooklynNets.club
www.Brooklyn-Nets.agent
www.BrooklynNets.agent
www.Brooklyn-Nets.sport
www.BrooklynNets.sport
www.Brooklyn-Nets.be
www.BrooklynNets.be
www.Brooklyn-Nets.biz
www.Brooklyn-Nets.org

www.Brooklyn-Nets.info

7
0’0

Amb. Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol
Designer & Chief Architect

| @/ J-‘/@ é CyberVillage Corporation 4 /)_
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7415632

@ AL 1O WO THESE; PRESENTS| SHAYE, COME?
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office

May 01, 2013

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT ANNEXED IS A TRUE COPY FROM THE
RECORDS OF THIS OFFICE OF THE APPLICATION AS FILED FOR:

TRADEMARK APPLICATION: 76/662,605
FILING DATE: June 28, 2006 '

By Authority of the

Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property
and Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office

T. LAWRENCE
Certifying Officer




_._z__m%o%
5163 Museum (368-7386)

WWW. Brookl vw.{_u...u/ﬁmﬁm v
The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group
Qmﬁ&o?sm a Dr. Cassagnol’s Made in America $1 Billion Global iConic Signature Brand!

in connection with The AW”-OUNM— Diaspora mﬂmvmu...mvk?@ Fund

Copyrights 1979-2009: Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol, Designer, Founder & Chairman of the

Case



Case 1:13-cv-06929-MKB-LB Document 1 Filed.12/09/13 _Page .39 of 166 PagelD #: 39

Amb. Dr. Francais de Cassagnol
Founder & Ghairman
The B'kiyn: Pro-Sports’ Associatiof

o eriAnA T TIEPTD frarn Tha TGRS Imaoe Database on 04/17/2013
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ll]l\\\]l]llll\\ﬂlﬂl\llllﬂlﬂlII.lltIJI\lHIllII
06-28-2006
u.s..-j'-‘a,,wit&mqji;}"rm Ml Fept DL i

76662605

B
Wt e

' TRADEMARK APPLICATION SERIAL NO.

“  UsS, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
" - PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
FEE RECORE SHEET

7/P00f GTHONASE 00000007 76662608
36001 .. g

- PTO:15535
- (5/87)

Coov provided by USPTO from the TICRS Imade Database on 04/26/2013
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State of Louisiana COMMERCIAL DIVISION
Tom Schedler Secretary Of State 225.925.4704
SECRETARY OF STATE
Administrative Services
0211412012 225.932.5317 Fax

Rev 09/09

Corporations
225.932.5314 Fax

Uniforn Comimercial Code
225.932.531B Fax

AMBASSADOR DR. FRANCOIS DE CASSAGNOL
P.O. BOX 740
BROXN, NY 10467-0740 .

DEAR DR, CASSAGNOL:
THE BROOKLYN NETS ENTERTAINMENT NETWORK L OGO

It has been a pleasure to approve and place on file your Trademark fogo. The
appropriate evidence is attached for your files.

Payment. of the filing fee is acknowiedged by this letter.

Online filing options are available if changes are necessary to your registration or you
need to file an annual report. Please visit our website at GeauxBiz.com for your future

bBusiness needs.

Malling Address: P. O, Box 94125, Baton Rouge, LA 70804-8125
Office Location: 8585 Archives Ave,, Baton Rouge, LA 70808
Web Site Address: www.sos.la.gov
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Tom Schedler

SECRETARY OF STATE
A Fhreting o Tsts fthe Tts of Lerviionas S hrolly Cortilf st

DPR. CASSAGNOL INSTITUTE OF RESEARCH, INC., A DELAWARE CORPORATION, located
at P.O. BOX 5454, BOSSIER CITY, LA 711115454

Has filed for record in this department an application for the trade mark
fHE BROOKLYN NETS ENTERTAINMENT NETWORK LOGO
Which was first used in the State of Louisiana on April 15, 2003, for class{es):

35 MISCELLANEOUS

Said application was filed and recorded in this Office on February 10, 2012, which
recordation is for a term of ten years from the date hereof.

In testimony whereof, f have hereunto set my
hand and caused the Seal of my Office to be
affixed at the City of Baton Rouge on,

(-QQQ& Certificate ID: 10244605#DSL73
To vaiidate this certificale, visit the following web site,

go toa Commercial Division, Certificate Validation,
then follow the instructions displayed.

| yﬁ,&w Mé | www.sos.louisiana.gov

PA63-4604

February 14, 2012

Page 1 of 1 on 2/14/2012 7:38:44 AM
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Louisiana’s Trademark Registration
for

The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network
ook Aok

The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network
www.Brookyn-Nets.org and connected Web extensions
... developing a Dr. Cassagnol’s iConic Made in America $1 Billion Signature Brand!

- Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol
Designer

9
*o

The description of the logo for the following trademark is:-

The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network’s logo, as reflected on the 2
attached copies, , includes its Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s 6 rectangular shapes
and its 7 primary colors: red, white, blue, black, gold, green, brown represented
as a flag with a greenish background; and the logo constitutes the Dr. .
Cassagnol’s Brand Name: The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network with its 2
distinctive 32 years old symbols and/or seals incorporating its www.Brooklyn-
Nets.org and connected Web Extensions and tag lines: ... developing a Dr.
Cassagnol’s iConic Made in America $1 Billion Signature Brand together with
Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol’s DrC initials, its unigue designs and

marks as a Designer.

/742%// A | | /ﬁﬂ
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T _ State of Louisiana COMMERGIAL DIVISION
om Schedler Secretary of State 225.925.4704

SECRETARY OF STATE
Administrative Services
2259325317 Fax

Corporations

225.932:5314 Fax
Uniform Commercial Code

225.932.5318 Fax

04/28/2011

AMBASSADOR DR. FRANCOIS DE CASSAGNOL
P.O. BOX 740
BROXN, NY 10467-0740

DEAR MR.CASSAGNOL,
THE GLOBAL DIASPORA PAC FUND WWW.THEGL OBALDIASPORAPAC.ORG;.COM, .INFO;
.US; .BIZ AND_MOBI._.PROMOTING DR. CASSAGNOL DESIGNER'S SIGNATUREALINES:. .MADE

IN AMERICAI BRAND & LABEL & LOGO: THE LOGO INCLUDES OUR 7 PRIMARY COLORS:
RED, WHITE, BLUE, BLACK, GOLD, GREEN, AND BROWN.

Ithas been a pleasure to approve and place on file your Trademark. The appropriate evidenceis
attached for your files.

Payment of the filing fee is acknowledged by this letter.

Online filing oplions are available if changes are necessary to your registration or you need to file an
annual report. Please visit our website at GeauxBiz.com for your future business needs.

Sincerely,

BB

Rev 09/09 Mailing Address: P. Q. Box 94125, Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9125
— Office Location: 8585 Archives Ave., Baton Rouge, LA70808
Web Site Address: www.sos.louisiana.gov



Wom Sehedler
SECREFTARY OF STATE
A, vty o Tty 5l Fosts o Lowiinnes o hrnolly Cortihy bl

-P.O. BOX 5454, BOSSIERCITY, LA 711115454,

Has filed forrecord in this depariment an application for the frade mark
.m-mmmmmmm :
LINES: MADE I AMERICA? BRAND & LABEL £ 108D
Which was fust used inthe State of Louisiana on January 01, 1989, for dass{es)y.
35 MISCELLANEOUS -

mmmmmmﬂmmmmmﬁ 2011, which recordation isfora
term of ten years from the date hereof.

 In testimony whereof, thave hereurito set my
hand and caused the Seal of my Office fo be:
affixed atthe Cily of Baton Rouge on,

(8

BB 62-9044

April 28, 2011

Page 1 of 1 on 428/2011 102454 A
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T

Louisiana’s Trademarked Registration

*

The description of the logo and banner for this previous registered trademark is:-

The Global Diaspora PAC Fund
www.TheGlobalDiasporaPAC.org; .Com, .Info; .US; .Biz; and .Mobi
... promoting Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Signature-Lines:

... Made in America!
Brand & Label

The Dr. Cassagnol Organizational Logo is alse being used as a designer’s brand
or label and is designed to include our 7 primary colors: red, white, blue, black,
gold, green, and brown. As previously being used with other trademarks,
tradenames, servicemarks and banners in conjunction with the Dr. Cassagnol
Designer’s Trademarked Signature Line: DrC = “Dr. Cassagnol”
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Tom Schedler APPLICATION TO REGISTER TRADE NAME

Secretary of State TRADEMARK OR SERVICE MARK
- (Pursuant to R.S. Of 1950, Title 51, Chapter 1, Part VI as amended)

Enclose $50 filing fee Return to: Commercial Division

Make remittance payable to P. O. Box 94125
Secretary of State Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9125
Do Not Send Cash Phone (225) 925-4704

Web Site: www.sos.louisiana.gov

STATE OF _L0/S/An/ B—

PARISH/COUNTY OF £ b)/
Check One: ( } TradeName (¥ Trademark ( )} Service Mark

Check One: (¥ Original Fifing ( } Renewal

1. Namg of person(s}), Corporation, Limited Liability Company or Parinership applying for registration:

p N5 9/ OF FESEALCH, N
2. If applicant is a corporation, list state of incorporation: MM (j (‘,9~
IV

3. Full street address and P. O. Bqx address, city, state, and zip of appiicant: LS Uy =3 7
/'19* e WBEM C/éy Sy s Ty — S52ESZL

4. Name of trade name, trademark or service mark to be registered if fogo is included, pfease describe. ifthe

LOGO of ur trade name, trademagk or s ls part of your registration, atta copies of des;gn F
/ﬂ-j‘ﬁa m PHEG-@M/ fﬁ-.'r ARk fRE . Yol Xt >
/294

wm Mafs/
s Fniein L LS an i e A R e [ADE ﬁ«%&af;&m&

5. Type of busmess or list of goods or services to whlch the trade name, trademark or service mark is applied:

N

6. Enter class(es) in which trademark or service mark is reglstered T /‘/e’Sﬂ de  Cotssagpd)

{ 23 list on raverse side. There is o $50 rogistration fee for each class numbumnhhnd.]

SIGNER.p S, £/, LA W zﬂﬂWA VL iy it

7. Date trade name, trademark or service mark first used by applicant ~~7n. /SE /
' DENA FRANGE Mon
W.MNH&YM{ % Q/ﬁ-
8. Date trade name, trademark grapeuli g 'E’"{ 7% used in Louisiana / ,/ 9& ;

T8, ENE

Torm Expron L5/ 3/ | Tol ). Monih, Day,j’%ar

I, the applicant, am the owner of the trade name, trademark or service mark sought to be leglstemt! auf;q no otfier .
person, firm, association, union or corporation has the right to such use in such class, either ip thg idenfieal -
form hereinabove described, or in any such resemblance thereto as may be calculated to decelve @nd iﬂe fa.esmlesi' '

.or counterparts hereln fited are true and comrect.

'_ Swom to aniwbsmbed before me, the undersigned Notary Public, on this date: ra/;gq{/ /= % c;»@ //
The bel-gw named person swears that he is the applicant, or an authorized representative of the applicant, named

in the foregoing application, and that the facts alleged in said application ar,
NOTARY NAME MUST BE TYPED GR PRINTED WITH NOTARY # M /%/(7

\jo Applicant or Authonz Representatlve
Do NANCO AR i Ba Brgen
Notary Signature et

OF= Jrprotiérp lite

58309 Rev. 0308 (s80 instructions on back)




. T . . g SN T
SR IR SOV,
Tl it S B @
SO TN AT TRy
AR P2F, VT R R

T
b

SECRETARY OF STATE

e’/ gec:le-ﬁw{y cg/ Hante, @/ e St 12/ Lrvdivana, S oo /feweé;/ ng"léﬁﬁ Had

DR. CASSAGNOL INSTITUTE OF RESEARCH, INC., a Delaware
corporation, located at La Plaza Suite #37, Post Office Box
5454, Bossier City, Louisiana 71111-5454,

Has this day filed for record in this department three
copies of trade mark,

NATIONAL BASKETBALL FEMALE ASSOCIATION: NBFA'S DR.
CASSAGNOL SIGNATURE-LINES OF DESIGNER FEMALE LINGERIE & LOGO

Which was first used by applicant on October 15, 1982, which
was first used in the State of Louisiana on March 11, 19593,
for Class 35, Miscellaneous,

Together with sworn statement of application specifying the
name of the company or individual on whose behalf the said
trade mark is filed, the class of merchandise to which it is
intended to be appropriated, stating that the said company-
or individual has the right to such use, and that the
tfacsimiles of the trade mark are true and correct.

I further certify that the said application and facsimiles
nhave been filed and recorded in this office on April 22,
1996, which recordation is for a term of ten years from the

ﬁ‘a&e&#‘%;%f&’e¢ j Aaue hexeunlo sel
3 hand and caused the Soal 9/ my ﬂﬂb@
lo be aﬁamd al the %&? % .@a[an .@ouge on,

¢ ]
T

pril 225 1996

§ ' _. .:j EJ;Q‘;ZQL Ho g
: i - \\;jii i f} ;mfé

CEATIFICATF 58 102 R /R.UAAY
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1' -@;gPLICAIION TO REGISTER.TRADE NAME,

W. Fox McKeithe )
' TRADEMARK OR SERVICE MARK

Ito R. S of 1950, Tltle 51, Chapter 1, Part VIl as amended)

Corporations Division

P.O. Box 94125, -

Baton Rouge, LA 70804-9125
) Phone (50 41 925- 4704

STATE -t Check One:. ( ) Trade Name (‘)/T'rademark { ) Service Mark .

PARISH/COUNTY BOS81e1/Caddo Check One: (4 Original Filing ( ) Renewal
Name of person(s), Corporation(e) or Partnership applying for registration: _DR. CASSAGNOL INSTITUTE

OF RESEARCH, INC,

1.

3. Full street address and P.O, box address, city, state, and zip of applicant: _LA PLAZA SULTE "#-37 .. .

P.O. Box 5454 Bossier City, Touisianas 71111-5454 11 S A

4. Name of trade name, trademark or service mark to be registered. If logo is included, please describe, If the LOGO
of your trade name, trademark or service mark is part of your registration attach 3 copies of design.

NATIONAL BASKETBALL FEMALE ASSOCIATION: NBFA's Dr. Cassagnol Signature-
Lines of Designer Female Lingerie: "RAISING-EYE-BERA" @ HTTP://WWW.CYBERTY.
4RADIO.COM" “(HTTP://WWW.CYBERBIZBUREAU,COM -~ HTTP://WWW.CYBERACADEMY .COM]
5. Type of business or list of goods or services to which the trade name, trademark or setvice mark is applied:
i I 1] } [l ] 3 . N : . .
6. Enter class(es) in which trademark or service mark is registere%‘ Marketing & Distribution of

Dr. Cassagnol Designer's High-Tech. Produgts thru NBFA's Activities
Class list on reverse side. There is a $50 registration fee for each class number registered.

7. Date trade name, trademark or service mark first used by applicant. _QOctober 15+th la82
{See instruction 8 on back) Month, Day. Year

March lith., 1983
Month, Day, Yéar

8. Date trade name, trademark_ or service mark first used in Louisiana

I, the applicant, am the owner of the rade name, trademark or service mark sought 1o be registered and ne other person, firm, asspclanon umun or ¢
corporation has the right to such usa in such class, either in the identical form hereinabove described, or in any such resemblance therelo as may bé

calculated to deceive, and the facsimiles or counterparts herewith filed are true and correct.

Sworn to and subscribed before me, this_14+th.. day of _Rebruary .19 95 .

The below named peraon swears that he is the applicant, or an authgrized represeniztive of the applicant, named in the foregoing application, and that the
facts alleged in said application are true.

o 3%6%‘* .
o TSy, A nt arAuthorizéd Representative
3@&}%@*@?&@%} Amb. DY, Francois de Cassagnol
W o\gag“:gg&ﬁﬁ‘ . Txva \f)mﬁ\c_n..a Founder/Chairman/CEO

s % ' Notary @ @[ )V Title

§30S. Rev. /22

{See insifuctions on back)’

—
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DR. CASSAGNOL INSTITUTE OF RESEARCH, INC., a Delaware
corporation, located at La Plaza Suite #37, Post Office Box
5454, Bossier City, Louisiana 71111-5454,

Has this day filed for record in this department three
copies of trade mark,

DR. CASSAGNOL SIGNATURE-LINES OF DESIGNER'S HIGH-TECH.
PRODUCTS IN FINE ARTS & CYBERBANKING & LOGO

Which was first used by applicant on October 15, 1982, which
was first used in the State of Louisiana on March 11, 1993,
for Class 35, Miscellaneous,

Together with sworn statement of application specifying the
name of the company or individual on whose behalf the said
trade mark is filed, the class of merchandise to which it is
intended to be appropriated, stating that the said company
or individual has the right to such use, and that the
facsimiles of the trade mark are true and correct.

I further certify that the said application and facsimiles
have been filed and recorded in this office on April 22,
1996, which recordation is for a term of ten years from the

ﬁ‘a %’r?uewf;%f&rea/ j hane fexeunlo sel
ngyﬁhud%nu{auuaiéﬁeSgaqunﬁa@%ﬁm
tbJEq‘%&mia!dﬁe%ﬁéyg/fg;dnmégzﬁgeon,

pril 22, 1996

ABA S;&mw{kﬁyf@/gzy 2

i

- % ]
% s
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%



Case 1:13-cv-06929-MKB-LB Document 1 Filed 12/09/13 Page 51 of 166 PagelD #: 51

EXHIBIT: B

Page (s): A
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Ld -

CyberVillage Corporation By: .

P.O. Box 740 Amb. Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol
Bronx, New York 10467-0740 Founder & Chairman of the
(718) 874-6439 Board Of Directors

Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.
DBA: CyberVillage Corporation
The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network
Both Registered Louisiana’s Trademarks

Vi ‘J‘ .{. 7

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I, Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol, the Appellant/Plaintiff/Petitioner, hereby certify that this
correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal Service with sufficient postage
Via USPS Mail in a First Class Pre-Paid Envelope addressed to: United States District Court,
Eastern District of New York, Pro Se Office, U.S. Courthouse, 225 Cadman Plaza East,

Brookiyn, New York 11201 on November 13™., 2013.

Copied To: Office of the General Counsel, US Patent & Trademark Office;
The Hon. Adm. TM Judge Kuhlke, The Trademark Trial & Appeal Board;
The Hon. USPTO Cmsr. Deborah Cohn and
The Hon. NYS Attorney General Eric T. Schneiderman
. : b .

Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol
November 13", 2013

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol, hereby certify that I've on this day, November
13", 2013, being deposited with the USPS First Class Mailing via USPS postage pre-paid, a
copy of the foregoing Federal Appeal Documents by Way of Civil Action, and copied to TTAB
& Cmsr. Cohn by Appellant: Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol, served to the
following:- ' :
Attorney Anil V. George
Attorney for Defendant/Opposer/Appellee, New Jersey Basketball, LLC
NBA PROPERTIES, INC.
Olympic T, er, 645 Fifth Ave., New York, NY 10022

L NA -

Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol
November 13", 2013

1fr3/1s
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EXHIBIT: C

Page (s): 3
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

BEFORE THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT COURT

In the matter of Trademark Application No.: 76662605 and Opposition No.: 91201370
For the Mark: www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv (Brooklyn-Nets)

Date of Application was filed: June 28, 2006

Trademark Trial and Appeal Board’s Order Mailed: September 9, 2013

Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.

DBA: CyberVillage Corporation and

The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network
Plaintiff/Appellant/Petitioner

V.
New Jersey Basketball, LLC
Defendant/Appellee/Opposer

NOTICE OF APPEAL BY WAY OF CIVIL ACTION

Notice of Appeal by Way of Civil Action is hereby given that Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.
hereby appeals to the US Court of Appeals before the Federal Circuit from the Trademark Trial and Appeal
Board’s Decision and Order mailed the September 9., 2013 in re. to Trademark Application No. 76662605 and
Opposition No. 81201370 and the Appellant is submitting that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board’s Opinion
and Decision are contradictory to the Appellant’s 10 years of continuous use of its Dr. Cassagnol Designer’'s
Original Brooklyn Nets’ Brands/Marks/Labels in conjunction with the Appellant’s other federally registered
organizational logo (s) and with its other State of Louisiana’s multiple Brooklyn Nets’ Trademarks/Brands/Labels.
The TTA Board has failed and/or has neglected to recognize such usage even though that the Appellant had
provided ample usage’s information and supporting materials in order to sustain the Appellant’s USE POSITION
but the Hon. TTAB Adm. TM Judge Kuhlke went furthermore to use such bias term: “Alter Ego” to describe the
Dr. Cassagnoi Designer’s 34-year-old iSignature Line in its TTA Board’s Decision which is unfair and as well
stacking the deck vs. the “Dr. Cassagnol” Signature Line since it has identified Ambassador Dr. Frangois de
Casségnol as its Creator. Besides, the Appellant had given multiple constructive notices to the Appellee and to

its NBA’s Group, establishing the Appellant's Ownership of this Brooklyn Nets’ Marks since 2005 under 15 U.S.C.
o
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§1072 and being registered thru the State of Louisiana thru its incontestable good standing status after more
than 5 years of continuous use under 15 U.S.C. § 1065 which gives to the Appeilant, a full set of incontestable
rights and also by directly efiminate any claims of infringement based on a fully generic word the like of the Net
(s). But this appeal is also asking for the Appellant's Brooklyn Nets’ trademark be protected under the State of
Louisiana’s Statute pursuant to R.S. of 1950, Title 51, Chapter 1, Part VI as amended under the State of
Louisiana Trademark or Service Mark’s Laws. Accordingly, The Court should be in support of the Appellant’s
Common Law 10-year Ownership and Use, since this NBA Group’s Brooklyn Nets’ Marks and its Nets B
Brooklyn’s Marks appear to use multiple fraudulent tactics in reversing the Appellant’s Brooklyn Nets’ fully
established 10-years-old Brands/Marks/Labels under 15 U.S.C. 1064: 37 C.F.R. §§ 111-114 by which the
Appellant’s Brooklyn Nets’ Brands/Marks/Labels have been in existence in conjunction with its fully registered
federal trademark registration # 4,326,200, and is valid until the year: 2023. Whereas the Appellant has been
using such mark in combination with its Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Fine Art Products for its targeted Services to
promote other_s and its organization thru The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group, thru
the Dr. Cassagnol Foundation Inc., thru The Global Diaspora SuperPAC; and 'thereby the Appellant has classified
this Appeal under Title 15 U.S.C.§1071(b){4) to be filed thru the US District Court for the Eastern District of New
York; and this Court should look at the loopholes that the Appellee has used to register its Brooklyn Nets’ Marks
during the TTA Board’s proceeding in bad faith, and those marks should have heen tagged as un-registrable and
therefore it's apparent that the Appellee has willfully violated USPTO’s Rules under its 18 U.S.C. §§1001 and
such willfu! false statements filed under 15 U.S.C. §§ 1051(b) meriting fine or imprisonment or both, henceforth
the Appellant has afreac_ly asked USPTO and TTAB fo refer such violations to civil and criminal enforcement
authorities but to no avail. But one should keep in mind that the word: Net (s) was and still is of generic nature
Consequently, because of the Appellee’s flagrant violations, the Appellant has afready filed multipie complaints
thru the NYS AG’s Office asking the Hon. NYS Attorney General Eric T Schneiderman to take immediate action
vs. the Appellee ie. the NBA’s Group and the Appellant has also requested the AG's Office to additionally refer
this case to other apprbpriate civil and criminal authorities such as the US AG’s Office and the Brooklyn DA’s

.Office for more punitive action under the Fed. False Claims’ Act and under the NYS and the Fed. RICO Acts.

By:

pate: M| ,/ / 5 Ambassador Dr. Fréngois de Cassagnol

Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors
Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc., a NYS Certified MBE
DBA: The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network
_ & CyberViilage Corporation
P.O. Box 740 Bronx, New York 10467-0740

(1-516-3-Museum or 1-718-874-6439)
CyberVillageCorp@AOL.Com
ReaiBklynNets@GMail.Com

DrCassagnol@AOL.Com

Facebook.Com/RealBklynNets
#RealBrooklynNets

T'witter.ComfReélBklynNets



Case 1:13-,cv-06929;|\/IKB-LB Document 1 F% /09/13 $age f A6Q PagelD #: 56
CyberVillage Corporation By: ' 4

P.O. Box 740 Amb. Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol
Bronx, New York 10467-0740 Founder & Chairman of the
(718) 874-6439 Board Of Directors

Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.
DBA: CyberVillage Corporation
The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network
Both Registered Louisiana’s Trademarks

u/:/tg

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I, Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol, the Appellant, hereby certify that this correspondence
is being deposited with the United States Postal Service with sufficient postage Via USPS Mail in
a First Class Pre-Paid Envelope addressed to: Office of the General Counsel, United States
Patent & Trademark Office, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 on

November 1%, 2013,

Copied To: The Hon. Adm. TM Judge Kuhlke, The Trademark Trial & Appeal Board,
The Hon. USPTO Cmsr. Deborah Cohn and
- The Hon. NYS Atigrney General Eric T. Schneiderman

Voo N J
ois de Cassagnol
November 1%, 2013

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1, Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol, hereby certify that I've on this day, November 1,
2013, being deposited with the USPS First Class Mailing via USPS postage pre-paid, a copy
of the foregoing Federal Appeal Documents by Way of Civil Action, and copied to TTAB &
Cmsr. Cohn by Appellant: Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol, served to the following:-

Attorney Anil V. George
Attorney for Opposer/Appelliee, New Jersey Basketball, LLC
NBA PROPERTIES, INC.
Olympic Towén 645 Fifth Ave., New York, NY 10022

Ambassador Dr. Frango¥s de Cassagnol
November 1%, 2013
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m Nets Enteriainmeni
®...Devm?ngam nsmmsxmmmwmmm"
The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group
in connection with The Global Diaspora SuperFAC Fund

Behaviom! Besearch Sciermst a Desimwr

. @ SO Q/Vm-gafoﬁt Tar- Goomps,; Ghorstnbts, Bduoationat G%w»ffo g Boomomic Dovelofpment @’?Moﬂ/
PO Box 740 @ Williams Bridge Siation, Brons, Chow Hork 10567-0780 U .

To: The Honorable NYS Attorney General Eric T. Schoeiderman I o~ 2
State of New York, Office of the Attorney General I @@PV ?
120 Broadway, New York, NY 10271-0332 Wz ) |

Re.: Petition requesting the NYS AG’s’s Office te look into Application Serial # 76/662605 and its Opposition #
91201370 by New Jerscy Basketball, LLC and/or the NBA's Group. This Pefition is based on grave errors
. committed by USPTO and the TTA Board resulting from the Opposer’s filings of erroneous and false
information in obtaining muitiple Brooklyn Nets* Registrations. Thereby, this Petition is based on routine
procedural ground by the parties not following standard procedural protocels based on Standard Legal
Practices, Fair US Public Policies and Impartial USPTO and TTAB’s procedures or 2 lack thereof.

Dear Hon. NYS Attorney General Eric T. Schociderman:

This is a Petition requesting yonr office to look at Application # 76/662605 nnder the US Application of Mark:
www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv (Brooklyn-Nets) applied as a Lonisiana TM of Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Ing.,
a Certified NYS Minority Business Enterprise. The parpose of this petition is to correct mulfiple and grave
procedural errors made daring the USPTO and TTAB’s proceeding of this Brooklyn-Nets Trademark and its
Opposition by New Jersey Basketball, L1.C (NBA’s Gronp). This Pefition is to basically bring to the attention of
all concerned parties that during this USPTO and TTAB Procecding, npmmerons prosedural errors were made
vs. our Brooklyn-Nets Application, in the following manners and I wonld like your AG’s Office o Jook at the
USPTO and TTAB’s Proceedings and your office to examine the bogus information filed by the NBA’s Gropp
angd to prosecute them under your emrrent NYS RICO Act in order to redress some those wrongs committed
during these USPTO and TTAB Proceedings and P'm aecordingly petifioning yonr NYS AG’s Office to take
civil and crimina} action vs. all concerned parties® attempts and/or those conspired to illegally take over my 10-
year-old Brookiyn Nets’ Brands by flagrant theft and/or using illegal loopholes to take over a 10-year-old
trademark of a Certified NYS Minority MBE and the NBA Group’s wrongful action and mmlawfal bebaviors
led me to file these bona fide complaints in the following forms:-

N

ID/I./IS | Page:-l
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COMPLAINT # 1). I’ve created my organization in 1979 and I started with the development of my sports’

initiatives since 1996 and from there on I always wanted to own a sports’ team and planning to use my huge
commercial art portfolio to achieve such of a goal but I learned very fast that the NBA is a complete monopoly
and every other academicians and legal experts that I’ve conferred with: think the same that if the NBA is nota
monopoly, which entity is and this is where we’re looking at the NBA as monopoly in the Basketball Universe.
But it’s extremely clear that my application was made on April 15%., 2003 as reflected on notarized attachment
and a final certificate was recorded on May 17%., 2004 thru the State of Louisiana Office of Trademark and if
your office looks very closely at our Brooklyn-Nets Federal Application on June 28™., 2006. This Brooklyn-Nets
Application is fully linked with the Petitioner already registered: The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios
& Museum Group’s Federal Mark # 4.326,200 and if the TTAB Judge Kuhkle does NOT see it as an
infringement of my intellectnal rights, any reasonable person can see it at face value, thereby Judge Kuhkle’s
decision is fully reversible on that basis alone that for the last 10 years that I’ve used my Brooklyn Nets’ Marks
in conjunction with my valid federal trademark and legally obtained multiple Louisiana’s Trademarks and
your office should consider this first complaint as a valid piracy and infringement complaint under the NYS
RICO Act or its relevant federal RICO Act and under the US False Claims Act;

COMPLAINT # 2). I’ve filed my application for a Federal Brooklyn Nets’ Trademark in 2006 and it took the
USPTO almost 5 years to publish our Brooklyn Nets’ mark and the NBA’s Group started with their piracy of
my established Brooklyn Nets’ Brands in 2001 and their first use in commerce was not until 2012 as per their
registrations and thru their USPTO’s filings but their applications appeared to have been on a fast track
because it took me almost 5 years for my application to be published but it took them within a year for their
registering processeses to be completed and it appears to be that the USPTO Examiners had given to the NBA’s
Group enough time to back-door me and illegally obtain those Brooklyn Nets’ Marks under perjury of our
Federal Trademark Act since their declaration indicated that they were the only owner of such mark (s) while

.the NBA Group knew extremely well that I’ve owned the Brooklyn Nets for almost 10 years, thereby this

complaint is your NYS AG’s Office to work with the Office of US AG Eric Holder to prosecute the NBA Group
under both NYS & the Federal RICO Acts or under the US False Claims Act;

COMPLAINT # 3). This is my contention that severe errors were made by TTAB Administrative Judge Kuhlke
by accepting all of the fallacious information provided by the NBA’s Group, as gospels while rejecting every
factual allegations enunciated in my Affidavit and my Legal Brief. It’s apparent that Judge Kuhkle has used a
different set of standards to sustain the NBA Group’s Oppesition while had given NO CONSIDERATIONS to
the evidentiary facts that I’'ve been in business since 1979 and for the last 34 years, and as a Certified NYS
MBE, I’ve developed from scratch, a huge amount of commercial art assets comprising that I’m the sole owner
of a Multi-Million-Dollar Commercial Art Library, a Mega Web Network of over 333 uniquely designed Web
Addresses including my 21 Brooklyn-Nets Addresses which has had nething te do with the New Jersey
Basketball, LLC. or the NBA Group. Our Intellectual Assets are purely based on our organizational creativity
as a Scientist and a Designer and our organizational development of our $1 Billion iSignature Brand. Again our
Brand has had NOTHING to do with the universe of basketball but our 34-year-old Dr. Cassagnol Signature
Lines of Products in Fine Arts and High Technologies could be used in partnership with any other entity. Our
Dr. Cassagnol iSignature Line was created 34 years ago and has had NOTHING to do with the NBA nor their
cohorts nor it has anything to do with Judge Kuhkle’s reference of my “alter ego” as ’m the Creator and
Designer who has developed a $1 Billion iSignature Brand from scratch using my shear talent and creativity to
build this 34-year-old iConic¢ Brand, this is NOT an “Alter Ego” as misrepresented by TTAB Administrative
Judge Kuhkle and as the sole owner of my organization, I’ve NO intention of turning my intellectual assets to
these pirates in Brooklyn and at the Olympic Tower in New York City. It’s further apparent that Judge
Kuhlke’s attitude and misrepresentation of my 34-year-old Louisiana and Federal Trademarks, is a possible
rejection of his decision thru the Federal Circuit Court using your office to assist us as a Certified NYS MBE to
prosecute this NBA Group and obtain a reversal thru the Federal Circuit Court if these issues are not resolved
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thru your office by trying to explore best official ways to resolve these issues at your enforcement level;

COMPLAINT #4). In its TTAB’s Order, Judge Kuhkle appears to be very wrong by not given proper
considerations to my documentation on file at the USPTO and at the TTAB in re. to our bona fide use of our
original Brooklyn Nets’s 10 years usage of our original Brooklyn-Nets Brands and Marks starting before 2003,
keeping in mind that our affirmation of its use was done at a meeting with the NBA Group’s executives in 2003,
used in multiple forms as enumerated on USPTO and TTAB Filings, used at the .TV network from 2007 and
went on to promote then Sen. Obama and Sen. Clinton’s Candidacies, at the same time, using GoDaddy’s Web
Hosting to promote other minorities the like of the Dreamers and Un-Registered Immigrants toward assisting in
resolving their issues and using the Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios and Museum Group’s Federally
Registered Trademark Reg. # 4,326,200 in conjunction with this Brooklyn Nets’ Mark to promote others and
other Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Products in Fine Arts and High Technologies and it’s very sad that after all of
~ these bona fide uses of our 10-year-old Brooklyn-Nets’ Brands and Marks, after all it was not sufficient for
Judge Kuhkle to deliver an impartial decision in our favor, but something is very wrong here and it suffices
reversal of the Judge’s Decision because the NBA Group’s claim of my Inactive Website, is ridiculous, false,
inaccurate, incorrect, erroneous and malicious and thereby I’m asking your NYS AG’s Office to consider civil
and criminal prosecution of the NBA’s Group for lying to various public officials under your jurisdiction or
have them under oath to reaffirm their lies thru your office since they had refused to be deposed by my
organization and the USPTO and the TTAB did not have the authorities to force them to be deposed
throughout the filings of their flagrant lies during our USPTO and TTA Board’s federal proceedings;

COMPLAINT # 5). Your Office should note that the 2 most gravest errors were done thra filing by me to
Cancel the 2 Marks: Brooklyn-Nets (Reg. # 4,273,135 thru Serial # 85442375) and the Nets B Brooklyn (Reg. #
4,237,737 thru Serial # 85608381). Those 2 Requests were made on 5/8/13 and the TTAB’s Filings were done on
5/14/13 with a fully paid $300 each (Total Amount: $600.00) but for some bizarre reason: no communication of
any form from TTAB was directed to me. On 9/13/13, when I was preparing these following requests, and I had
a chance to check the TTAB’s Records and found out that my Petitions we terminated in Jul 1, 2613 without
any communication from the Board noticing their prosecution, thereby they’ve fully deprived me any
opportunity to challenge their decisions in re. to my 2 requests or our 2 petitions for such cancellation and their
action is thereby automatically meriting your NYS AG’s Office taking a second look at their federal procedures
causing these 2 grave errors in favor of the New Jersey Basketball LLC.’s marks which categorically deprived
me of my due process rights and putting Judge Kuhlke in a position to make a decision in favor of this Pirating
Group which is patently unfair based on procedural ground in addition to my contention that the NBA’s Group
should have being prosecuted under the Federal False Claims’ Act or its equivalent acts under our NYS Laws;

COMPLAINT # 6). Again multiple serious error were made by USPTO and TTAB Adm. TM Judge Kuhlke
when no considerations were given to the facts enumerated in my TTAB’s filed Affidavit and other factual
allegations cited in my TTAB Legal Brief representing the facts thatI’ve legally acquired multiple L.ouisiana’s
Brooklyn-Nets Trademarks and for almost 10 years I’ve legally used such Brooklyn-Nets Marks as indicated
in USPTO and TTAB?’s Files but Judge Kuhlke has completely disregarded the existence of these Louisiana’s
Brooklyn-Nets Marks and their 10-year-old usage to promote others the like of the candidacies of former Sen.
Barack Obama, Former Sen. Hillary Clinton, over issues affecting the Dreamers, Un-Registered Immigrants
and using our fully established Multi-Mullion-Dollar Commercial Art Library as marketing tools to
successfully carry out such usage of our Dr. Cassagnol’s Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands. This severe error is
meriting a reversal or a rejection of Judge Kuhlke’s decision since I’ve legally obtained these Brooklyn-Nets
Marks from the State of Louisiana, a legal entity of the union with complete States’ Constitutional Rights to
issue legal documents such as marriage license, professional licenses and other legal instrument such as these
Trademarks under the State of Louisiana’s Constitutional Rights pursuant to R.S. of 1930, Title 51, Chapter 1,
Part VI as amended. Thereby my contention is very clear that TTAB Adm. TM Judge Kuhlke does NOT have
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any authority to nullify the State of Louisiana Constitutional Rights to issue legal documents and it’s also my

legal position that Judge Kuhlke’s action is unconstitutional and this action is entirely a reversible decision on
related unconstitutional ground since Judge Kuhlke went way over his legal authorities to nullify any state the
like of the State of Louisiana or New York’s legal authorities to issue standard legal instruments like
professional licenses or in our case issuing trademark instruments to a certified foreign corporation the like of
the Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc. domiciled in Delaware since 1979, whereas the Dr. Cassagnol
Brooklyn Nets’ Louisiana Trademarks are under its 34-year-old parent corporation as its multiple bona fide
commercial trademarks under longstanding Louisiana Trademark Laws; :

COMPLAINT # 7), Multiple grievous errors were reflected in Judge Kukhle’s Opinion that the Petitioner’s.
Marks are identical to the Opposer’s Marks but Judge Kukhle seems to completely miss the points that I've
being the real and original owner of these Brooklyn-Nets Marks for almost 10 years as reflected in USPTO and
TTAB’s Files. The NBA’s Group did not start using the Brooklyn Nets’ Marks until April 30, 2012 as reflected
on USPTQ’s Official Files and on their official Brooklyn Nets Certificates of Registrations. Therefore, it’s
ridiculous for Judge Kuhkle to accept the NBA Group’s Lies as gospels since those lies were pointed out to
TTAB Interlocutor Andrew Baxley and in filings thru the TTA Board, given ample notices to all concerned
parties that the NBA’s Group was lying thru their teeth and that’s why that I had requested countless number
of times to have them and their cohorts be deposed in order to debunk those lies but this NBA’s Group has
refused to follow standard legal rules and procedures just for them to get enough time to pull a set of fast ones
on Judge Kuhlke and it’s very sad since Interlocutor Baxley indicated to me that the Board could not compel
them to be deposed but I should not being punished for such improprieties because of the Board’s Lack of
Power to compel towards reaching a fair decision, thereby Judge Kukhle’s decision should be challenged with
your help and the TTAB’s Order should reversed on procedural ground or its lack thereof on the facts that the
lies filed by the NBA’s Group could not be debunked because of a lack of authorities not only the USPTO but
also the TTA Board’s lack of legal power to test the lies submitted by the NBA’s Group;

COMPLAINT # 8). A series of treacherous errors were made during the Discovery Conference because the
Petitioner made it extremely clear to the Opposer and to Interlocutor Baxley that the Petitioner’s old financial
statement with over $100 Million Worth of Commercial Art Assets, was part of a §1 Billion Biz Proposal made
to the NBA Cmsr. under a Confidential & Privileged Umbrella without any exception for a 3™. party release
and thereby the Opposer has had NO Rights to file or release such info to a third party and Judge Kuhkle has
fully mistaken in his opinion that was stipulated during the discovery conference since the Petitioner’s
proposition was: if Opposer wants to include such financial statement on TTAB’s Records, Petitioner will sit
with Opposer and evaluate them and having a chance to update such info because by adding inflation to the
value of the Petitioner’s commercial assets, its worth could be far over $500 Million on any bad day and almost
$1 Billion on any very good day, thereafter Petitioner relayed to Interlocutor Baxley that Opposer had refused
to follow the rules of updating such info and Petitioner had accordingly, vehemently reject any third party
release of such because it violated the Petitioner’s rights to privacy and at no time it was an inadvertent release
on the part of the NBA Group, it was a clear flagrant violation of the Petitioner’s privacy rights by the
Opposer and Judge Kubkle made a serious error by using this financial statement in its opinion meriting its.
reversal with prejudice on procedural ground or lack thereof and I’m filing this complaint asking the NYS
AG’s Office to take action vs. this NBA’s Group for flagrant viclations of our privacy rights as a NYS
Certified MBA thru the NYS Minority & Women’s Bus. Development & its Affirmative Action Compliance;

COMPLAINT # 9). My impression of Judge Kuhkle, is that the MBA’s Group did everything right by
pirating the Petitioner’s 10 years-old Brands/Marks linked with our Federally Registered Mark # 4,326,200
that the NJNets is holding more fame and this is the team that has been recognized as the worst losing team in
the basketball universe and of course this NBA’s Group has made more money thru using their pirating
brands vs. us bundling of our brands for charitable causes thru our non-profit tax-exempt organization: Dr.
Cassagnol Foundation and The Global Diaspora SuperPAC, thereby using a brand for selected charitable

/0'/’. /’ 3 | Page:4. . 4 d-



. Case 1:13-cv-06929-MKB-LB . Document 1_ Filed 12/09/13 Page 62 of 166 PagelD #: 62
uses, is NOT a bona fide use as I see it based on the TTAB Judge’s Opinion and Decision. This is UNFAIR and

WRONG since my organizational intent always has been using my commercial art assets to promote my civil
and political causes and I farther plan to donate all of my over $500 Million worth of assets to charities at the
right time and the NBA is NOT going to be one of our favorite charitable recipients because in my book, the
NBA is a certified group of pirates dedicated to take advantage of minorities in their basketball universe; and
it’s wrong for Judge Kuhkle to fashion a decision to turn the intellectual assets of a certified NYS MBE to
these pirates and it’s clearly a reversible decision because of the Judge’s opinion is against public interests and
public policy and based on the NBA’s Group profiting from almost $1 Billion in public incentives for the
development of this Brooklyn Arena and thereby I’m asking the NYS AG’s Office to refer this case to the NYS
Moreland Commission in order for the Commission to take look at the NBA Group’s action during this
proceeding in order to confirm my contention of what appeared to be illegal behaviors in order to refer the
evidentiary facts filed by me at the USPTO and TTAB for additional prosecution in front of US Attorney
General Eric Holder and to the Brooklyn District Attorney’s Office within our jurisdiction for immediate
prosecution under RICO and/or under the US False Claims Act;

COMPLAINT # 10). The USPTO Examiners caused these calamitous errors by approving the Brooklyn Nets
and Nets B Brooklyn Marks to the NJNets. The Examiners could have waited after the completion of our
TTAB Proceeding before approving those requests since my federal Brooklyn-Nets Application was tagged
within the USPTO’s System as Brooklyn-Nets, henceforth, their approvals have triggered all of these dramatic
steps because of what the Examiners did: was stacking the deck vs. me by waiting almost 5 years to approve
publication of our mark but it took them less than a year to approve the NBA Group’s Multiple Requests for
Registrations of their Brooklyn Nets Marks and that can easily caused a reversal in front of the Federal Circuit
Court if the Cmsr. does NOT find ways to resolve these issues on her level. If Cmsr. Cohn does NOT find a
way to reject Judge Kuhkle’s decision, I plan to also start a Shaming Campaign thru numerous Web Sites and
thru the “We The People” WhiteHouse.Gov ’s Petitioning Processes in order to bring these inequities and

grave errors to the public at large for a presidential intervention;

COMPLAINT # 11). Judge Kuhkle seems to forget that the word: NETS (Net or Nets) is a generic word and
I’ve consistently pointed out on USPTO and TTAB’s Filings that the New Jersey Basketball LLC. has been
using ONLY their New Jersey Nets’ Brand for almost 35 years as published in public records, the NJNets as
known to the public, started to use our well know Brooklyn Nets Brands and well known by almost everyone,
on and off the Web and any child can Google: Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Musikal Products Lines and can listen
to 12 tracks, 3 of them, depicting the Opposer’s action of ripping us off. For almost 2 years, the Petitioner’s
Music Album has been broadcasted On & Off the Web recognizing the NBA’s Group as Pirates thru our 3
musikal tracks under: The Real Brooklyn Nets Global Brands Musikal Collection (Part 1, 2 and 3) as reflected
on 8 pages of Google Search dated 4/22/13 filed in connection with our Petitions for cancellations of the
Opposer’s Brooklyn Nets’ Registrations and I can NOT see why Judge Kuhkle can’t see these used factors for
what they’re: all facts as noted on USPTO and TTAB Files are just Bona Fide Use and Common Laws Rights

in our favor, NOT in faver of the NBA’s Group; and

COMPLAINT # 12). If this NBA’s Group does not merit to be treated like a monopoly under the NYS and
Federal RICO Acts, I do not see any other group fitting this situation because this NBA’s Group acts like a
monopoly in the sports of basketball universe and has done everything in the books to take advantage of others
the like of myself, a Certified NYS MBE and this NBA’s Group has filed false and bogus information to fully
take advantage of this case in order to willfully bypass paying for our Brooklyn Nets’ Brand which has been in
use by our organization for the last 10 years under the umbrella of our 34-year-old federal trademarked
parent corporation: Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc., again, a certified NYS Minority Business
Enterprise solely owned by Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol. Please notice that the names of the
individuals involved in pirating our Brooklyn Nets’ Brand from 2011 to present, are the following members
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have conspired throughout these proceeding as this NBA’s Group:-

Developer Bruce Ratner aided by Mr. Randall Toure, his 2605's VP for Community Affairs;
Dev. Bruce Ratner’s Sister: Madame Ellen F. Ratner which aided in setting up the 2005's meeting;
Dev. Bruce Ratner’s Legal Staff and others connected to the Brooklyn Area Development;
NBA Cmsr. David Stern;

Dep. Cmsr. Adam Silver and his Executive Staff in connection with the Brooklyn Arena;
NJNets’ Majority Owner M. Prokhorov; NJNets’ Team Coach Jason Kidd;

NJNets’ Pres. Irina Pavlova, their Executive and Legal Staff;

Former Minority Owner Shawn “Jay-Z” Carter and their Barclays Center’s Executive Staff;
NBAP’s Executive & Legal Team: Chief Legal Counsel Mme. Ayala Deutsch;

NBA & NBAP VP & Sr. Attorney Anil V. George;

NBA & NBAP Attorneys: Erik J. Levin and Jason J. Porta;

NJNets’ Chief Counsel & VP Jeffrey B. Gewirtz;

NJNets’ CEO Bret Yormack & COO Barclays Center;

NJINets’ Team GM Billy King;

Ms. Chrysa Chin, NBA VP for Talents’ Management;
their other On & Off the Web/Internet and their other Marketing Staff @ the NBA, @the NJNets,
@the NBA Properties; and their NBA’s Affiliates.

Thereby, I’m asking your NYS AG’s Office to prosecute the above individuals of this NBA’s Group and
pursuing my complaints thru using the fullest extent of the laws as cited under the NYS and Federal RICO
Acts and the False Claims Act for this NBA Group’s flagrant piracy of my fully established Brooklyn-Nets
Mark as noted in my petitions for reversal of Judge Kuhkle’s Decision noting further that my Brooklyn-Nets
‘Mark has being in our bona fide use for almeost 10 years and this NBA’s Group’s Brooklyn Nets Registrations
are officially reflecting their April 30, 2012's start use in commerce and without the USPTO and TTAB’s
enormous errors and false statements filed by this NBA’s Group, more rightful rights to our 10 years’ use in
connection with our federally registered Trademark Reg. # 4,326,200 could have had given priority rights vs.
the Opposer’s 1 year’s pirating of the Petitioner’s established 10 years’ usage by the TTA Board, again their
false filings ought not to give them any priority rights over my intellectual assets and your office should look
for ways to prosecute this NBA’s Group using the fullest extent of the RICO Acts, the False Claims Act and
also the Patriot Act for Mr. Prokhorov since I’ve never given any rights for him and his overseas’ organization
to use my Brooklyn Nets’ Brand in Russian or in Gallic thru his registration of my Breoklyn Nets’ Brand in .
Russia since 2009 and conspired with his staff and the NBA’s Group to use trademark intimidation, trademark
harassment and trademark bullying to illegally take over a Certified NYS MBE’s Brooklyn Nets Intellectual
Assets without compensation or without a fair settlement because our complaints as cited above and/or in our
filed 10/1/12 TTAB Affidavit are based purely on facts or factual allegations and it’s imperative that all of the
above NBA, NJNets, NBAP’s Executives and their affiliates be put under oath in order to test their bogus facts
that they’ve willfully filed with USPTO and TTA Board and additional lies that Attorney Anil V. George had
provided to me concerning this case and Attorney George’s past declaration before the TTAB 2011's
Conference in a very intimidating way that: “if I do not give them permission to use my Brooklyn Nets’ Brand,
they plan to use it, one way or another” and it’s a pure action of criminality and those folks ought to be
prosecuted by your office and by US Attorney General Eric Holder’s Office including additional action by the
Brooklyn District Attorney. Please also note that all of the documentation filed by me, are catalogued thra our
Brooklyn Nets’ Web Site and those Web Pages are labeled from the Cover Page to WP1 thru WP47 which
amount to about 500 pieces of documentation for your NYS AG’s office’s official easy reference guide.

Therefore, please accept my gratitude for your immediate considerations towards a final resolution of these
grave errors as filed by the NBA’s Group in front of the USPTO and the TTA Board because your honerable

. 0/,0 /,3 _. Page: 6 A A
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office appears to be the only enforcement office on this level with the authority within our jurisdiction to

redress some of these grievous errors, flagrant thievery of our fully established 10-year-old Brooklyn Nets’
Brand and illegal issues relating to the piracy of my Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s iSignature 10-year-old Brookiyn
Nets’ Brands as being pirated by this NBA’s Group thru using trademark intimidation, trademark harassment
and other illegal avenues toward fully taking over our Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s iSignature Brooklyn Nets’
Brands and this NBA Group’s flagrant action seems to illegal and of criminal nature which necessitates the
official intervention of your NYS AG’s Office to take the lead into prosecuting this group of pirates.

Respectfully Yours,

Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol
Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors

The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group
CyberVillage Corporation
www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv

The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network
P.O. Box 740 Bronx New York 10467-0740 USA
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THIS OPINION IS NOT A
PRECEDENT OF THE TTAB

Mailed:
September 9, 2013

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Trademark Trial and Appeal Board

New Jersey Basketball, LLC
v.
Cybervillage Corporation

Opposition No. 91201370
to application Serial No. 76662605
filed on June 28, 2006

Anil V. George, Ayala Deutsch, Erik J. Levin and Jason J. Porta of NBA Properties,
Inc. for New Jersey Basketball, LLC.

Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol for Cybervillage Corporation pro se.

Before Seeherman, Kuhlke and Wellington, Administrative Trademark Judges.
Opinion by Kuhlke, Administrative Trademark Judge:

Applicant, Cybervillage Corporation, seeks registration of the mark
WWW . BROOKLYN-NETS. TV in standard characters for services ultimately
identified in the application as:

Promoting the goods and services of others, namely, the Dr. Cassagnol
signature-lines of fine arts and higher technologies products and
services thru the Dr. Cassagnol publishing house, studios and museum
group by means of online and offline ordering and cataloging of those
goods and services in fine arts and high technologies, distributing
advertising materials through a variety of online and offline marketing
methods and promotional contests of the Dr. Cassagnol publishing
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house, studios and museum groups, and by arranging for sponsors to

affiliate their goods and services with the Dr. Cassagnol publishing

house, studios and museum group’s activities through the Dr.

Cassagnol organizational global high-tech network of the Dr.

Cassagnol publishing house, studios and museum group’s duly

registered web addresses
in International Class 35 on the Principal Register.!

Opposer, New Jersev Basketball, LLC, has opposed registration of applicant’s
mark on the ground that, as used in connection with applicant’s services, the mark
so resembles opposer’s previously used and registered marks NETS, NEW JERSEY
NETS, NETS and design, NEW JERSEY NETS and design, NEW YORK NETS,
and NEW YORK NETS and design for entertainment services in the nature of
rendering live basketball games and basketball exhibitions, broadcasting basketball
entertainment television and radio programs, printed materials in the field of
basketball entertainment, and a variety of collateral merchandise, as to be likely to
cause confusion under Section 2(d) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1052(d).
Amended Notice of Opposition (November 4, 2011). Opposer pleaded several
registrations and applications for the above-noted NETS-formative marks. Opposer
alleges that its marks are famous. In addition, opposer asscrted the grounds of
false suggestion of a connection under Section 2(a) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C.
§ 1052(a), and dilution under Sections 13(a) and 43(c) of the Trademark Act, 15

U.S.C. §§ 1063(a) and 1125(c). We further find, as discussed infra, that the parties

have tried the claim of nonuse by implied consent.

1 Serial No. 76662605, filed on June 28, 2006, alleging 1979 as the date of first use and first
use in commerce under Section 1(a) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. §1051(a).

2
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We construe applicant’s answer as a general denial.
THE RECORD

As a preliminary matter, we address an evidentiary issue. On December 14,
2011, the Board issued an order memorializing the results of a discovery conference
held on November 30, 2011. Board participation in the conference was requested by
applicant. = The parties stipulated to: (1) service by e-mail and facsimile
transmission; (2) written discovery only; and (3) submission of testimony by
affidavit with evidentiary documents attached thereto. Bd. Order p. 4 (December
14, 2011).2 Applicant, in its testimony affidavit of Ambassador Dr. Francois
Cassagnol (Cassagnol Aff.), filed on October 8, 2012, states that:

Opposer has also ignored the Applicant’s multiple requests for their

officials in past contacts with me to be deposed in order for me to

reconfirm and to further prove that the Opposer has had zero interest

in the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands until 2011 while I've _had full functional

control and full intellectual property rights of the Brooklyn Nets’

Brands under Louisiana Trademark Law... Cassagnol Aff. § 21.

The stipulation in the Board order is clear on its face:; discovery will be in

written form only, i.e., there can be no depositions, and testimony is to be submitted

only in affidavit form. There is no reserved right in the stipulation to call a witness

2 In view of opposer’s proven prior registrations, priority is not in issue, as discussed, infra.
However, we note that the parties also stipulated “that, subject to proof, applicant intends
to rely upon the 2003 filing date of its application to register the involved mark in the State
of Louisiana as its date of first use herein.” Id. The Board order included a footnote
explaining the type of evidence that could be used to support a showing of first use,
including evidence of annual sales figures and evidence of first sales. In direct conflict with
this stipulation, applicant, in its brief, discusses a variety of first use dates that pertain to
other matter, including the 1979 date listed in its application, which applicant attempts to
link to the applied-for mark. To the extent applicant believes the filing date of a state
trademark application serves to prove use of a mark sufficient to support federal
registration, applicant is mistaken and, as discussed infra, this record does not
demonstrate bona fide use of the applied-for mark for the recited services.

3
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for an oral examination, even for cross examination. It was simply too late for
applicant to withdraw that stipulation during applicant’s testimony period, after
testimony for plaintiff had closed on September 10, 2012. Applicant could have filed
with the Board a motion to withdraw the stipulation any time after December 14,
2011 up until opposer’s testimony period, but did not do so.3 In view thereof, to the -
extent this statement in the affidavit could be construed as a request to withdraw

. 1ts consent to the stipulation, it is denied as untimely.*

The pleadings hercin are automatically of record and, by operation of the
Trademark Rules, the file of the opposed application is of record. Trademark Rule
2.122, 37 C.F.R. § 2.122. Opposer submitted, pursuant to the stipulation of the
parties memorialized in the December 14, 2011 Board order, testimony by affidavit,

with exhibits, of the following witnesses:

8 While applicant indicates in the Cassagnol affidavit that it sent letters to the Trademark
Commissioner's Office, that Office does not have jurisdiction over aninter partes proceeding
and such letters are not motions before the Board. Indeed, these letters were only made of
record in this proceeding during applicant’s testimony period and it appears these letters
were sent to the Commissioner also at a time which would in any event have been too late
to request a withdrawal of that stipulation. Further, many of applicant’s arguments seem
to go to opposer’s applications for and subsequent registration of various BROOKLYN
NETS marks, which have filing dates that postdate applicant’s filing date. These
registrations were not pleaded and, as such, are not part of this proceeding. If applicant
objected to these applications applicant could have filed opposition proceedings against
those applications during their individual publication periods.

4 We further note that the information applicant seeks is not dispositive of the case,
inasmuch as the fact that “Opposer did not show any interests in the Applicant’s Brooklyn
Nets; Brands/Marks” is not an element in the claims or defenses to the claims. The issue 1s
whether or not applicant had rights in the mark WWW.BROOKLYN-NETS.TV and/or what
rights opposer has established to various NETS-formative marks. In any event, to the
extent opposer’s rejection of applicant’s attempts to engage in a business opportunity with
applicant are relevant, applicant’s other evidence establishes these contacts and opposer’s
rejection of applicant’s offers.

4
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Michael Allen, Vice President of Interactive Services at NBA

Properties, Inc. (Allen Aff) (responsible for overseeing the Internet
content of NBA member teams, including opposer);

Ayala Deutsch, Senior Vice President and Chief Intellectual Property
Counsel at NBA Properties, Inc. (Deutsch Aff) (responsible for
overseeing the global intellectual property rights for all NBA member
teams, including opposer);

Lisa Piken Koper, Vice President of Licensing in the Global

Merchandising Group at NBA Properties, Inc. (Koper Aff.) (responsible

for sales, licensing and distribution of consumer products under team

names, including NETS): and

Emilio Collins, Senior Vice President of Global Marketing

Partnerships at NBA Properties, Inc. (Collins Aff) (responsible for

overseeing the global marketing partner relationships).

Opposer’srebuttal witness is:

Daniel Meiseles, Executive Vice President and Executive Producer of

Production, Programming, and Broadeasting at NBA Properties, Inc.

(Meiseles Aff) (responsible for overseeing the television hroadcasts,

marketing, and branding of the NBA and its memher teams).

All of the testimony affidavits include exhibits that consist of printouts from
the USPTO Trademark Electronic Search System (TESS) of opposer’s pleaded
registrations, which show that the registrations are subsisting and owned by
opposer.®

In addition, opposer submitted under notices of reliance the specimens of use

and the outgoing office actions in the subject application file. Opposer is advised

that this was unnecessary inasmuch as these specimens and office actions were

5 Pleaded registrations may be made of record by submitting “a current printout of
information from the electronic database records of the USPTO showing the current status
and title of the registration.” Trademark Rule 2.122(d)(1), 37 C.F.R. § 2.122(d).
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already of record, as indicated above. Trademark Rule 2.122. See also Cold War
Museum Inc. v. Cold War Air Museum Inc., 92 USPQ2d 1626 (Fed. Cir. 2009).
Applicant submitted the testimony affidavit of its owner, Ambassador Dr.
Cassagnol, and accompanying exhibits, including what appears to be applicant’s
domain name  registrations,® pages showing various depictions of
WWW.BROOKLYN-NETS.TV, applicant’s proposal to a Mr. Randall Toure, Vice
President Community Affairs for Forest City Ratner Companies, documents that
are described as marketing materials, marketing artwork and lists of “global
brands,” cease and desist letters to opposer and others, documents showing
ownership of various Louisiana state trademark registrations in Dr. Cassagnol

Institute of Research, Inc., and letters to the USPTO.7 8

6 We note the second page in Exhibit B is faded and basieally illegible.

7 Throughout his testimony affidavit Dr. Cassagnol discusses various matters that are not
germane to the case at hand; e.g., possible future civil' and eriminal complaints applicant
may bring, and the allowance by the Trademark Office of other applications not subject to
this proceeding (opposer’s registrations for BROOKLYN NETS that were not pleaded and
that have filing dates that postdate applicant’s filing date). As explained above, to the
extent applicant believed certain of opposer’s applications should not have been published
or registrations ultimately issued, applicant could have filed notices of opposition or
petitions for cancellation; however, these applications and registrations are not part of this
proceeding and the Board does not have jurisdiction to investigate the issuance of
registrations unless they are the subject of a Board proceeding. Further, applicant’s
request that we dismiss this case due to opposer’s “flagrant contempt of the [Board’s]
Order” is denied. Applicant asserts that opposer entered applicant’s “old corporate
financial statements” into the record without obtaining applicant’s permission as required
under the Board order. There is no such requirement in the Board’s December 14, 2011
order. Nor would this generally be a requirement in a Board proceeding. Perhaps
applicant is referring to the Board’s reference to the standard protective order that simply
provides for the handling of confidential information. If so, the protective order does not
require that the offering party obtain consent from the adverse party to submit such
information. We further note, the only financial statements submitted by opposer were
already of record under Trademark Rule 2.122(b) because they had been submitted as
specimens of use with the subject application. As to applicant’s proposals to opposer, at

6
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THE PARTIES

Opposer is a professional men’s basketball team. Opposer was a founding
member of the American Basketball Association, became a member team of the
National Basketball Association (NBA) in 1976, and has had a “continuous presence
in the New York metropolitan area for nearly half-a century.” Meiseles Aff. | 3.
Opposer has used various NETS marks in connection with its basketball
entertainment services and a variety of related services and collateral goods since
1968. Deutsch Aff. § 7. Throughout this time, opposer has used NETS in
connection with or prefaced by its geographic locations, i.e., New York, New Jersey
and now Brooklyn. From 2003, opposer was in the process of being relocated to
Brooklyn and in 2012 completed that move and began use of its NETS mark with
BROOKLYN (BROOKLYN NETS).

As early as August, 2003, reports of opposer’s possible relocation from New
Jersey to Brooklyn garnered widespread attention in the media, in particular in the

New York area. Deutsch Aff. ¥ 8. See, e.g., Deutsch Aff. Exh. C (The New York

Times (August 8, 2003) “If YankeeNets dissolves ... it could ultimately result in the

least one of these proposals was also provided by applicant as a specimen of use.in the
subject application and others were submitted under applicant’s testimony affidavit. None
of these materials was provided by applicant under seal, i.e., as confidential.

As clearly stated in the Board order the only issue here is applicant’s right to register the
mark WWW. BROOKLYN-NETS.TV; not applicant’s other domain names or opposer’s
rights in the phrase BROOKLYN NETS. Board Order p. 2.

8 The notice of reliance submitted on the same day as applicant’s brief, May 23, 2012, is
untimely and has been given no consideration. Trademark Rule 2.123(1); Baseball America
Inc. v. Powerplay Sports Ltd., 71 USPQ2d 1844, 1846 n.8 (TTAB 2004). We note that the
documents under this notice of reliance would not alter our decision.

7
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relocation of the New Jersey Nets ... to New York ... individual owners and suitors
are exploring the idea of bringing the Nets to Brooklyn ... Lewis Katz, a wealthy
businessman from New Jersey and a principal owner of the Nets, could join with the
developer BrucelRatner in moving the teams to downtown Brooklyn ... Katz has
been having more success in his discussions with Ratner about Brooklyn, where the
two men figured that a large-scale real estate project could jolt the downtown
neighborhood ... The site, which includes a rail yard and public and private land,
strikes a historical echo in Brooklyn. In the 1950’s, Walter O’'Malley, the owner of
the Brooklyn Dodgers, wanted to build a stadium there to replace Ebbets Field.
When he failed to gain permission, O’Malley moved the Dodgers to Los Angeles,
leaving a hole in the Brooklyn psyche. Brooklyn Borough President Marty
Markowitz has already embraced the Nets ... ‘It would be returning to Brooklyn

that which was unceremoniously taken away from us in 1957”); The New York

Times (September 16, 2003) “YankeeNets Officially put the Nets up for sale
yesterday ... There are three possible buyers for the team. Lewis Katz, an owner of
the Nets, has aligned himself with the real estate developer Bruce Ratner to buy the

team and move it to downtown Brooklyn”); The New York Times (October 15,2003)

(Pro Basketball; Nets in Brooklyn? These Stars Support It”); The New York Times
(January 25, 2004) “By Wednesday morning, Bruce C. Ratner had nearly sealed his
$300 million offer to buy the Nets and move them to Brooklyn.”); PRO
BASKETBALL (January 24, 2004) “At a news conference yesterday that was filled

with hugs, jokes and unabashed good cheer, Bruce C. Ratner announced that he had
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officially signed a contract to take control of Nets, whom he plans to move to
Brooklyn in about. three years.”; Daily News (August 12, 2004) “NBA owners
unanimously approved the sale of the New Jersey Nets to developer Bruce Ratner
yvesterday ... Ratner and his partners, Who plan to relocate the team to Brooklyn,
are expected to finalize the deal next week.”). Fans and the general public, at least
in the New York area, have been made aware of relocation plans to Brooklyn since
at least as early as August, 2003. Deutsch Aff. Exh. C and Collins Aff. 9 5.
Applicant, Cybervillage Corporation, was founded and is solely owned by
Ambassador Dr. Frangois Cassagnol. Cassagnol Aff. ¥ 1. Both are located in New
York City. One of Dr. Cassagnol’s other corporate entities, the Dr. Cassagnol
Institute of Research Inc., owns a variety of Louisiana State trademark
registrations. Specifically, applicant asserts “[a] new trademark application was
applied for in April 15th 2003 and a Louisiana Trademark Certificate was issued in
May 17th, 2004 under The B’Klyn Pro-Sports Association, and thereafter this latter
was converted into this present Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network, and this
last Louisiana Trademark With Validation Certificate # 10244605#DSL73 ...” App.
Br. p. 3. However, there is no evidence of any Louisiana trademark registration
showing a filing date of April 15, 2003. The record includes a Louisiana trademark
certificate for the mark “THE BKLYN PRO-SPORTS ASSOCIATION
WWW.BROOKLYN-NETS.TV; .INFO; .US; .ORG; WS;BIZ; .SHOP; AND ALL...
PROMOTING NEW YORK CITY AS THE PRO-SPORTS CAPITAL OF THE

WORLD! & LOGO” that was “filed and recorded” on May 17, 2004. That
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registration asserts a first use date of February 14, 1996. The record also includes a
separate Louisiana trademark with the certificate number ending DSL73 which is
for the mark “THE BROOKLYN NETS ENTERTAINMENT NETWORK LOGO.”
This registration asserts a first use date of April 15, 2003, and was “filed and
recorded” on February 10, 2012. App. Exh. J. It appears that the April 15, 2003
date referred to in applicant’s brief is simply an asserted first use date, not a filing
date. The earliest Louisiana state trademark filing for a mark that incorporates
“BROOKLYN NETS” that is of record is May 17, 2004. Thereafter, applicant filed
the subject application on June 28, 2006. Both dates are long after public
announcement by certain developers to move the NETS from New Jersey to
Brooklyn. In addition, the record shows that applicant's web address
WWW.BROOKLYN-NETS. TV was inactive, at least at the time of trial, and that
applicant owns 314 other web addresses.
STANDING

Opposer has made of record its pleaded U.S. registrations, as detailed infra,
and has thereby established its standing to bring this proceeding. Cunningham v.
Laser Golf Corp., 222 F.3d 55 USPQ2d 1842 (Fed. Cir. 2000). If a plaintiff can show
standing on one ground, it has the right to assert any other grounds in an
opposition or cancellation proceeding. TBMP § 309.03(b).

NG BONA FIDE USE
The amended notice of opposition includes the following allegation:

Upon information and belief, Applicant has not made genuine use of
the Mark in commerce in connection with the relevant services.

10
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Therefore, the Nets have prior and superior rights based on the earlier
use of the Nets Marks.

Notice of Opposition Y 13.

Opposer then specifically recites Sections 2(a), 2(d) and 43(c) as the statutory
bases for its opposition but does not reference Sections 1, 2 or 45, the statutory
bases for a claim of nonuse. Notice of Opposition § 17. Thus, to the extent opposer
did not adequately plead nonuse as a separate claim, we address whether the
parties have tried this claim by implied consent.

“Implied consent to the trial of an unpleaded issue can be found only where
the nonoffering party (1) raised no objection to the introduction of the issue, and (2)
was fairly apprised that the evidence was being offered in support of the issue.”
Citigroup Inc. v. Capital City Bank Group Ine., 91 USPQ2d 1645, 1656, affd, 637
F.3d 1344, 98 USPQ2d 1253 (Fed. Cir. 2011), quoting, TBMP § 501.03(b).

Applicant did not lodge an objection to any evidence or testimony introduced
by opposer on the basis that it was outside the scope of the pleadings.? In addition,
applicant was fairly apprised that opposer intended to prove that applicant did not
use 1ts proposed mark. Opposer made such allegations in its pleading, submitted
exhibits in support of these allegations, and argued the merits of the nonuse claim
in a separate section of its brief (II. D.) Further, applicant submitted exhibits to
rebut these allegations and presented argument in its brief in response to opposer’s

assertions regarding applicant’s possible nonuse of its proposed mark. Moreover, as

¢ As noted above, applicant did, based on a different ground, make an untimely objection to
the submission of its financial statements and business proposals as being confidential, but
applicant itself had already placed all of the financial statements and most, if not all, of the
business proposals in the public record (including in its application as specimens of use).

11
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we stated in ShutEmDown Sports Inc. v. Lacy, 102 USPQ2d 1036, 1045 (TTAB
2012):

[W]e acknowledge that the petition for cancellation did not include a

separate claim alleging that respondent’s nonuse of the mark at the

time of filing rendered the application void ab initio. Nonetheless,

paragraphs 11 and 13 of the petition for cancellation clearly put

respondent on notice that petitioner had alleged nonuse by respondent,

in particular, “on all recited goods at the time of the application” (]13).

Such separate pleading of a nonuse claim, while preferable, is not,

however, critical, and the Board has found applications to be void ab

initio even when nonuse was not pleaded as a separate claim or issue.

In view of the above, we find the parties have tried the issue of nonuse by
implied consent.

Under Seection 1{(a) of the Trademark Act, a mark may not be registered
unless it is “used in ecommerce.” 15 U.S.C. § 1051()(1). “The term ‘use in
commerce’ means the bona fide use of a mark in the ordinary course of trade ... on
services when 1t is used or displayed in the sale or advertising of services and the
services are rendered in commerce, or the services are rendered in more than one
State or in the United States and a foreign country and the person rendering the
services 1s engaged in commerce in connection with the services.” 15 U.S.C. § 1127.
“The word ‘commerce’ means all commerce which may lawfully be regulated by

Congress.” 15 U.S.C. § 1125. Mere use in intrastate commercel® does not constitute

use in commerce regulated by Congress (that is, the type of use essential to

10 We hasten to add that services provided in one state may rise to the level of interstate
commerce and as such fall within the definition of commerce. See, e.g., Larry Harmon
Pictures Corp. v. The Williams Restaurant Corp., 929 F.2d 662, 18 USPQ2d 1292 (Fed. Cir.
1991).

12
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obtaining a federal registration of a mark). In re Mother Tucker’s Food Experience
(Canada) Inc., 925 F.2d 1402, 17 USPQ2d 1795 (Fed. Cir. 1991).

Where it is found that there has been no use of the mark in connection with

any of the applied-for services prior to the filing of an application filed under
Section 1(a) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1051(a), the application is void ab
initio. ShutEmDown Sports, 102 USPQ2d 1036.

The services recited in the application are:

Promoting the goods and services of others, namely, the Dr. Cassagnol

signature-lines of fine arts and higher technologies products and

services thru the Dr. Cassagnol publishing house, studios and museum

group by means of online and offline ordering and cataloging of those

goods and services in fine arts and high technologies, distributing

advertising materials through a variety of online and offline marketing

methods and promotional contests of the Dr. Cassagnol publishing
house, studios and museum groups, and by arranging for sponsors to
affiliate their goods and services with the Dr. Cassagnol publishing
house, studios and museum group’s activities through the Dr.

Cassagnol organizational global high-tech network of the Dr.

Cassagnol publishing house, studios and museum group’s duly

registered web addresses.

Dr. Cassagnol testified that he is “the Founder & Chairman of the Board of
Directors of a 33-year-old corporation registered in Delaware and is currently
permitted to do business in Louisiana as a Foreign Corporation and both entities
are presently in good standing and of which the CyberVillage Corporation and The
Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network are both legally registered and bona fide
Louisiana Trademarks registered thru the Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.

All corporate assets from this 33-year-old corporation, are fully owned and

control by Ambassador Dr. Francgois de Cassagnol, a Certified New York State

13
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Minority Business Enterprise and the principal applicant and listed owner of this
Brooklyn Nets’ Mark #76/662.605.” Cassagnol Aff. 1.

Regarding its use of the applied-for mark, applicant has submitted testimony
that:

(1) Dr. Cassagnol presented numerous proposals to opposer and the
NBA beginning in 2005;

(2) Multiple “Brooklyn Nets; Brands are currently registered live
Louisiana Trademarks ... almost ten years ago”;

(3) There are “20+ Web Extensions that are fully registered on and off

the Internet since their inceptions and I've [applicant and Dr.

Cassagnol] maintained my portfolio of Web Addresses with

GoDaddy.Com Register”; and

(4) “I've continuously used my Brooklyn Nets; Network On and Off the

Internet thru my Commercial ArtWorks, my Music Promoting others

thru my Dr. Cassagnel Designer's Artworks and related Musikal

Tracks and this is to confirm that any day from now, a series of our Dr.

Cassagnol Designer’s Produets ... will globally reach our targeted

marks thru the Apple Stores’ and the TuneCore Stores’ & related

Commercial Platforms.”

Cassagnol Aff. 99 1-4, 13.

In connection with the Louisiana trademarks, applicant explains, through
the testimony of Dr. Cassagnol, that it has “fully registered Louisiana Brooklyn
Nets’ Trademarks & its Brooklyn Nets; Brands as a valid and bona fide set of
Brooklyn Nets; Marks/Brands as registered thru the State of Louisiana Trademark
Office, and valid until 2022 thru the Applicant’s 33-year-old parent corporation: the
Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.,” Cassagnol Aff. 4 10. Further, applicant
asserts that “from 1979 to 2012 for 33 years that the Dr. Cassagnol Institute of

Research, Inc. has had the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and the Brooklyn Nets’ Marks

14
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under the organizational umbrella of its parent corporation for almost 10 years
[and] legally valid Louisiana Brooklyn Nets’ Marks that I've been using for more
than 9 years under the organizational umbrella of my 33 years old parent
corporation, the Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.” Cassagnol Aff. 9 11-12.
Dr. Cassagnol further testifies that he has “full ownership of such Brooklyn Nets’
Marks, from which 21 of my global Web Addresses and extensions are registered
thru major Internet Registrars in the US, in China, in Europe, in the Pacific Islands
and in Canada and T've maintained full control of these PBrooklyn Nets;
Entertainment Network’s Trademarks that are valid until 2022 thru my
trademarks registered thru the Louisiana Office of Trademark.” 15.

None of the described “uses” constitutes the type of bona fide use sufficient to
support federal registration. Presenting proposals is not “rendering” a service. The
state trademark registrations have no legal effect on these proceedings because they
are not proof of commercial use of a mark and the state registrations themselves
confer no rights to applicant relevant to federal registration.  The act of registering
one’s own domain names is not a registrable service mark use. We further note that
the record establishes that at the time of tirial applicant’s web address

' www.brooklyn-nets.tv “links to an inactive website” and applicant 1s listed as
owning 314 domain addresses on whois.domaintools.com. Deutsch 4 8, Exh. F.
Finally, there is no evidence to support the statement that applicant used the
applied-for mark to promote others. The documents merely show the domain name

www.brooklyn-nets.tv displayed on what may be a website, in conjunction with Dr.

15
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Cassagnol's name and the names of his other entities. Such a listing does not
constitute a service for the benefit of others and there is nothing in these documents
to demonstrate online and offline ordering or cataloging or distribution of
advertising materials for others. Moreover, the statement “any day from now, a
series of our Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Products ... will globally reach” indicates use
commencing in the future, i.e., not at the filing date, and confirms the use is not for
others but for applicant’s founder and sole owner.

As the evidence of record shows applicant’s mark was not in use in commerce
in connection with any of the services identified in the application at the time the
application was filed, we find that the application, based on Section 1(a), is void ab
initio and must be refused.

Although we have determined that applicant did not make bona fide use of
the mark in connection with the recited services as of the filing date of its
application, we also take up for consideration the claim of likelihood of confusion
under Section 2(d) of the Trademark Act.

PRIORITY AND LIKEILIHOOD OF CONFUSION

The pleaded registrations made of record,!! which are in full force and effect

and are owned by opposer, are summarized as follows:

Registration No. 2603964 for the mark @ for “Computerized on-
line store, ordering, retail, electronic retailing, catalog, and mail order
catalog services featuring audio recordings; video recordings; computer
accessories; computer games; computer software; computer databases;
video games; telephones; binoculars; eyewear; magnets; collectible and

11 Allen Aff. Exh. B.
16
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novelty items; collectible coins; medallions; albums; scrapbooks; photo
frames; sports memorabilia; timepieces; jewelry; jewelry boxes; credit
cards; calling cards; publications; calendars; catalogs; organizers;
directories; stationery; school supplies; giftware; gift sets; portfolios;
posters; photos; trading cards; books; card holders; pamphlets;
pennants; flags; banners; souvenirs; catalogs; bank checks; bags; travel
bags; travel cases; sports bags; lunch boxes; wallets; umbrellas;
clothing; toys; games; sporting goods; Christmas ornaments;
decorations; housewares; lamps; lighting fixtures; beverageware;
kitchenware; household supplies; containers; boxes; bed, bath and
table linens; furniture; office furniture and accessories; lockers and
footlockers” in International Class 35, filed on December 8, 2000,
issued on August 6, 2002, Sections 8 and 15 combined declaration
accepted and acknowledged, renewed;

Registration No. 1209110 for the mark for “Entertainment
Services-Namely, Presentation of Basketball Games and Exhibitions”
in International Class 41, filed on March 27, 1981, issued on
September 14, 1982, Sections 8 and 15 combined declaration accepted
and acknowledged, last renewed May, 2003;

Registration No. 1209109 for the mark NEW JERSEY NETS in typed
form, with “NEW JERSEY” disclaimed, for “entertainment services,
namely presentation of basketball games and exhibitions,” in
International Class 5, Sections 8 and 15 combined declaration accepted
and acknowledged, renewed; and

Registration No. 2179495 for the mark - for “entertainment
services in the nature of rendering live basketball games and
basketball exhibitions and the production and distribution of radioand
television broadcasts of basketball games and exhibitions” in
International Class 41, Sections 8 and 15 combined declaration
accepted and acknowledged, renewed.

Because opposer has made the pleaded registrations detailed above properly
of record, priority is not in issue as to these marks and the identified goods and

services. See King Candy Co., Inc. v. Eunice King’s Kitchen, Inc., 496 F.2d 1400,

17
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182 USPQ 108 (CCPA 1974). Moreover, opposer has established prior use of its
common law word mark NETS in connection with entertainment services in the
nature of rendering live basketball games and basketball exhibitions, the
production and distribution of radio and television broadcasts of basketball games
and exhibitions, an online store featuring a variety of goods, and use of the mark on
a variety of collateral merchandise, including clothing, furniture and computer
games. Allen, Deutsch, Koper, and Collins Aff's. Long prior to f:he filing date of the
subject application, which is the earliest date on which applicant can rely in view of
the absence of any credible evidence of earlier use of the mark for its identified
services, opposer has engaged in broad licensing and sponsorship programs and
cross-marketing with other’s brands. 1d.

In addition, opposer pleaded ownership of application Serial No. 77873194 for
the mark BROOKLYN NETS in standard characters for:

Entertainment and educational services in the nature of ongoing
television and radio programs in the ficld of basketball and rendering
live basketball games and basketball exhibitions; the production and
distribution of radio and television shows featuring basketball games,
basketball events and programs in the field of basketball; conducting
and arranging basketball clinics and camps, coaches clinics and camps,
dance team clinics and camps and basketball games; entertainment,
services in the nature of personal appearances by a costumed mascot
or dance team at basketball games and exhibitions, chinics, camps,
promotions, and other basketball-related events, special events and
parties; fan club services; entertainment services, namely, providing a
website featuring multimedia material in the nature of television
highlights, interactive television highlights, video recordings, video
stream recordings, interactive video highlight selections, radio
programs, radio highlights, and audio recordings in the field of
basketball; providing news and information in the nature of statistics
and trivia in the field of basketball; on-line non-downloadable games,
namely, computer games, video games, interactive video games, action

18
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skill games, arcade gémes, adults' and children's party games, board

games, puzzles, and trivia games; electronic publishing services,

namely, publication of magazines, guides, newsletters, coloring books,

and game schedules of others on-line through the Internet, all in the

field of basketball; providing an online computer database in the field

of basketball,
in International Class 41. After opposer’s main trial period, this application issued
into a registration on October 9, 2012.

Although opposer pleaded this application, because it did not register until
after the close of opposer’s trial period we do not sua sponte consider the pleadings
amended to assert this registration such that opposer may rely on it for the Section
7(b) presumptions in this case.!? However, opposer's pleading includes allegations
regarding opposer’s efforts to move the NETS from New Jersey to Brooklyn, and the
record includes evidence establishing opposer’s ultimate success in that effort, and
subsequent actual service and trademark use of the name BROOKLYN NETS in
connection with basketball services and collateral goods and services. Thus,
opposer’s pleaded and proven BROOKLYN NETS application does add to the
evidence concerning likelihood of confusion, either in terms of similarity of the
marks or applicant’s possible intent, given the public association of opposer’s NETS
marks with the geographic indicator BROOKLYN prior to applicant’s filing date.

Our likelihood of confusion determination under Section 2(d) is based on an

analysis of all of the probative facts in evidence that are relevant to the factors set

forth in In re E. I. du Pont de Nemours and Co., 476 F.2d 1357, 177 USPQ 563

12 Similarly, we do not consider the pleadings amended to plead opposer’s other
BROOKLYN NETS registrations which were filed after applicant’s filing date and with one
exception issued during or after trial closed in this proceeding. Thus, opposer’s arguments
with regard to these registrations on the issue of priority have not been considered.

19
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(CCPA 1973). See also, In re Majestic Distilling Co., Inc., 315 F.3d 1311, 65
USPQ2d 1201 (Fed. Cir. 2003). Two key considerations are the similarities between
the marks and the similarities between the goods and services. See Federated
Foods, Ine. v. Fort Howard Paper Co., 544 F.éd 1098, 192 USPQ 24 (CCPA 1976).
Because opposer’s marks with additional wording arguably contain additional

points of difference with applicant’s mark, we confine our analysis to the issue of

likelihood of confusion between applicant’s mark and opposer’s mark gin
Registration Nos. 2603964 and 2179495 and opposer’s common law NETS mark
(NETS marks). See In re Max Capital Group Ltd., 93 USPQ2d 1243, 1245 (TTAB
2010).
Fame
Because fame plays a dominant role in the likelihood of confusion analysis,
we first address opposer’s assertion that its NETS marks are famous. Kenner
Parker Toys Inc. v. Rose Art Industries Inc., 963 F.2d 350, 22 USPQ2d 1453, 1456
(Fed. Cir. 1992). See also Recot Inc. v. Becton, 214 F.3d 1322, 54 USPQ2d 1894,
1897 (Fed. Cir. 2000). “[T}he fame of a mark may be measured indirectly, among
other things, by the volume of sales and advertising expenditures of the goods
traveling under the mark, and by the length of time those indicia of commercial
awareness have been evident.” Bose Corp. v. @SC Audio Products, Inc., 293 F.3d
1367, 63 USPQ2d 1303, 1305 (Fed. Cir. 2002).
Opposer has established that its NETS marks are famous for basketball and

related goods and services. As noted above, the NETS marks have been in use since

20
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRAﬁEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

In the matter of Trademark Registration No: 4,273,135 TTAB

For the Mark: Brooklyn Nets 43U 2a7(

Date Registered: Jan. 8, 2013

Dr. Cassagnol Ihstitute of Research, Inc.
' Petitioner
V.

New Jersey Basketball, LLC

Registrant
05/44/2013 SHILSON] 00060001 4273135 PETITION TO CANCEL
01 FCz5401 300.00 09

Petitioner: Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol
| ' . Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors _
‘ Dr. Gassagnol Institute of Research, Inc., A Delaware Corporation, a NYS Certified MBE,
‘ | DBA: The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network & CyberVillage Corporation '
P.0. Box 740 Bronx, New York 10467-0740
To the best of the Petitioner’s knowledge, the name and address of the current owner of the Brookiyn Nets’

Registration, the Registrant is a New Jersey Limited Liability Corporation (NJNets), located at 380 Murray Hill Parkway,
East Rutherford, NJ 07073 with other mailing address at 15 Metrotech Center, 11% Floor, Brookiyn NY 11201.

The above-identified Petitioner believes that the NJNets in association with the National Basketball Association
(NBA), have commenced using the Petitioner’s 10 year-old-Brooklyn Nets’ Brand in 2011, the NJNets and the NBA
have caused enormmous amount of damages to the Petitioner’s Brooklyn Nets® Brand and Registrant will continue to
cause more damages 1o the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Brooklyn Nets iSignature Brands and thru the above-identified
registration and hereby petitions to cancef their Brooklyn Nets’ Mark as noted by Registration No.: 4,273, 135 because
it's also being used in conjunction with the Nets 8 Brookiyn Mark and the NBA also has started Lising the Petitioner’s

Brooklyn-Nets TV Brand like it has been their own in flagrant violation of the Petitioner’s 10-year-old brand.

| 7' )3 _ | Page: 1 l@bﬁgﬂf%ﬁg& S*M ma
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StatusSearsh RN 423538 kBB Document 1 Filed 12/09/13

Nunibetr of Proceedings: 1

Type of Proceeding: Miscellaneous

P .
Page 88 of 166 Pagelfa)gg/f:zég2

Proceeding Number: 4273135

. Status: Terminated
intertocutory Attormey:
Deferidant

Name: New Jersey Basketball, LLC

| Correspondent Address: NEW JERSEY BASKETBALL LLC
16 METRO TEGH CENTER, 11TH FLOOR

5 BROOKLYN NY , 11201

Filing Date: May 13, 2i
Status Date: Jul 01, 20r

http://tsdr.uspto.gov/

: UNITED STATES
Associated marks
i Mark :;;:::auon Serial Number :zi::::hon
;BROOKLYN NETS Registersd 85442375 4273135
; Plaintif(s)
i Name: Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.
F Correspondent Address: AMEASSADOR DR FRANCOIS DE CASSAGNOL
: DR CASSAGNOL INSTITUTE OF RESEARCH ING DBA
i THE BROOKLYN'NETS ENTERTAINMENT NETWORK, PO BOX 740
BRONX NY , 10467-0740
! UNITED STATES
» Progsecution History
Entry Number History Text Date Due Date
1 PETITION TO GANCEL May 13, 2013 |
2 PETITION TO CANCEL NOT ENTERTAINED Jun 19, 2013
3 TERNMINATED: Jut 01; 2813
9/13/2013



Case 1:13-cv-06929-MKB-LB Document 1 Filed 12/09/13 Page 89 of 166 PagelD #: 89

EXHIBIT: G

Page (s): Z

e
l(/la/a




Case 1:13-cv-06929-MKB-LB Document 1 Filed 12/09/13 Page 90 of 166 PagelD #: 90

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

TTAB

In the matter of Trademark Registration No: 4,237,737

For the Mark: Nets B Brooklyn # ﬂféo g 5 g i
Date Registered: Nov. 6, 2012

Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc. -
Petitioner

V.

New Jeréey Basketball, LLC
Registrant
PETITION TO CANCEL

05/14/2013 SWILSOR 00000002 4237737
0t FCs6401 i b
Petitioner: Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol-
Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors
Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc., A Delaware Corporation, a NYS Certified MBE,
DBA: The Brooklyn Neis Entertainment_ Network & CyberVillage Corporation
P.0. Box 740 Bronx, New York 10487-0740 |

To the best of the Petitioner’s knowledge, the name and address of the current owner of the Brookiyn Nets’
Registration, the Registrant is a New Jersey Limited Liability Corporation {NJNets), located at 38 Murray Hill Parkway,
East Rutherford, NJ 07073 with other mailing address at: 15 Metrotech Center, 11™. Fioor, Bfookiyn NY 11201.

The above-identified Petitioner believes that thé NJNets in association with the National Basketball Association
(NBA), have commenced using the Petitioner’s 10 year-old-Brookiyn Nets’ Brand in 2011, the NJNets and the NBA
have caused enormous amount of damages to the Petitioner’s Brooklyn Nets’ Brand and Registrant will coritinue to
cause more damages 1o the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Global Brookiyn Nets iSignature Brands and thru the above-
identified registration and hereby petitions to cancel their Nets B Brooklyn’ Mark as noted by Registration No.:
4,237,737 because the Nets B Brookiyn Mark is being used in canjunction with the Petitioner’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Brand.

*05- 13—201 3*

155 Palontand Trademarnk Offioe #72
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Type of Proceeding: Miscellaneous

Proceeding Number: 4237737 Filing Date: May 13, 21
’ Status: Terminated Status Date: Jul 01, 20

Interlocutory Attorney:
Defendant
Name: New Jersey Baskefbiall, LLC

Correspondent Address: NEW JERSEY BASKETBALL LLC
15 METRO TECH CENTER, 11TH FLOOR
BROOKLYN MY , 11201

UNITED STATES
Associated marks
Application L Registration
M I Numb
ark Status Serial Number . mber
NETS B BROOKLYN Registered 85608381 - 4237737
Plaintiff(s)

Name: Dr. Cassagno! Institute of Research, Ihc.

Correspondent Address: AMBASSADOR DR FRAMNCOIS DE CASSAGNOL
DR CASSAGNQL INSTITUTE OF RESEARCH iNC
DEA THE BROOKLYN NETS ENTERTAINMENT NETWORK , FO BOX 740

; BRONX NY , 10467-0740

UNITED STATES
Prosecution History
Entry Number History Text : bate Due Date
1 PETITION TO CANCEL May 13, 2013
2 PETITION TQ CANCEL NOT ENTERTAINED Jun 19, 2013
£ TERMINATED 01,2013

| ORI - SRR L SES RN R LT

http://tsdr.uspto.gov/ 9/13/2013
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To: Randall Toure, V.P. Community Affairs |
Forest City Ratner Companies (Brooklyn Arena, LLC)
1 MetroTech Center North, Brooklyn, N.Y. 11201

Re.: $1 Billlon CVC’s B’kiyn Economic Development ijea%%’f &7 .

Dear Mr. Randall Toure:

I’'m extremely delighted with the prospects of working together with your
Brooklyn Arena Development and the opportunity to tender this fully developed 25+
years economic development project on a silver platter to Forest City Ratner
Companies at its last phase of implementation. This face sheet constitutes the
documentation that I've presented to you on behalf of FCRC as follows:-

1). Cover Letter to Dev. Bruce C. Ratner;
2). Copy of Sen Hillary Rodham-Clinton’s Letter;
3). CVC B’kilyn Project’s Economic Development Impact;
4). Primary Investor’s Statement & Related Financial Support;
5). Proposed Usage of B’klyn Facilitles within FCRC’s Development;
6). B’klyn Nets Web Infrastructure & Proposed Affiliation;
~% 7). B’klyn Pro-Sports Association’s Tradename/Trademark; &&=
8). Portfolio of B’klyn Nets Web Tradenames;
9). Apollotheater Web Infrastruture & Proposed Affiliation;
18). Portfolio of Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Signature Trademarks;
11). List of Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Pro-Sports Signature-Labels;
12). The B’klyn Cyber-Ed. Programs & Copyrighted Curriculum;
13). Proposal for Development of a Professional Web Registrar;
14). Pro-Registry Web Registrar’s Tradename/Trademark;
13). Proposal for Production of a Movie (The Diaries of An Estranged Immigrant);
16). Resume of CVC’s Founder & Chairman; and
17). Supporting Documentation on Establishment of Commercial Art Library.
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The Real Brooklyn Nets De51gner s Product-Lines

The Real Brooklyn Nets’ Global iSignature Brand
The Brooklyn ets Entertainment Network

Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnaoal
Behavioral Scientist & Dasigner

. teveloping a Dr, Gassagriofs Canic Made in America §1 Bilon Global Signature Srand! §
www.iSignatureBrand.com

in connectlon with

DR CASSAGNOL, S.A.

TECHNOLOGIQUES

The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studies & Museum Group

and The Global Diaspora SuperPAC Fund
Yisfis V. %
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WELCOME TO THE REAL BROOKLYN KETS & THE DR. CASSAGNOL DESIGNER'S GLOBAL ICONIC SIGRATURE BRANDS
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" The Dr. Cassagnol Organization was founded in 1979, over 34 years ago and The: BrooklynNets -

" Entertainment Network was established almost 10 years ago by Ambassader Dr. Franceis de Cassagnol, -

a Beh:qvioral_'_Re_s_;ecrch Scientist, a NYC Licensed Ordained Mulii-Faith Minister for Life & Chief Chapldin ;
of The Virtual Churches International, @ Designer, an Author/Arfist/Gomposer, o Serial Entrepreneur Qn;d
Founder/Chairman of the Board of Directors of the Dr. Cassagnol Insfitufe of Research, Inc., the parent '
'corpo_ratidn_ of The Brooklyn Nets Enferfainment Network, a registered Louisiana Trademark of A

- Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol and the sole owner of the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands @nd no other -

- entity has btja_e'n'given permission fo use the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands/Marks and any un-authorized use by o

- any third party constitutes pi_rc:by and theft of Ambassador Dr. de Cassagnol’s Intellectual Properties. = =

b

T
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NATURE PICS (WPAZ) ;

RATE HEONIC SIGNATURE ARTS IWP43)
CREDENTIALS & RELATED INEO {1583.2013) WA
STIST & A DESIGNER (19692012} Wodb

ND INED (1969-2015] W47
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 The Real Brooklyn Neis Designer’s Product-Lines
The Real BrOOkIKTI Nets” Global iSignature Brand
The Brooklyn Nets Entertainmeént Network

> www.Brooklyn-Nets

Arnbassadsr [ Fra
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amazoncony | Close wirdow |

Dr. Cassagnol Des:gner s Mus:kal Product-Lmes

The Dr. Cassagnol Des:gner 8 ‘vlusxkal Prnduci-l,mes
The Dr. Cassagnol’s iConic Giobal S:gnalure Brand
.——? The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network 6-——

in connection with

The Dr."("asugnnl Publishing louse, Studios & Musetim ¢ (.rnup
and The Global Diaspora SuperPAC Fund
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Log out

ACCOUNT DASHBOARD  SERVICES NEWSIFORUMS  FAQ  CONTACTUS

- Back to edit mente

Ambassador Dr, Francois De Cassagnol | Dr. Cassagnol Designer's Musikal Pro

Digital Delivery Status

H Once wa've deliversd your music to our digite! pariners, it generaby takes them 2 days to 4 weeks I post your music for safe on thair site. Pleasa be patient.

We wilt send your music t¢ all retakers cumently accepting delveries. H you have a questicn about & specilfc stors, pleése send us an e-mail at cdbaby@cdbaby.com.

Parlnar companies fistsd as INACTIVE ara either 5ie fonger in business, our parinership has been terminated, or we have ceased to deliver new music fo their stere.

Company Date
/ Apple iTunes 101812012
Emusic 10/18:2012
GreatindieMusic 407142012
/ Amazon MP3 ' 101812012
Last.fm 10/18/2012
Spotify 10M18/2012
MySpace Music . oazonz
24-7 10/18/2012
Omnifone 10fM18r20%2
Sty Ja1|:2012
iHeartRadio 101872012
Rdio 1071812012
lv.lediaNet 10/19/2012
/ Google Music Store 10202012
SoundCloud . 10/31/2012
Rumblefish 1111112012
JB HI-F 573112013
Beyond Oblivion 6/10/2013
Yandex 672013
Samsung Music Hub 82712013
Kbox Music 752013
Mondia Media 71212013

Join us; You Indie music news delivered to your inboxl  Subscibe .

https://members.cdbaby.com/AlbumDetails/DigitalDelivery-Status.aspx 9/25/2013
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Subj: RE: Please update GoDaddy Account: Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol
Date: 4/10/2013 7:26:35 P.M. Eastern Daylight Time
From: deamacho@godaddy.com '

To: DRDeCagza@act.com
Hi Ambassador Dr. Franoois de Ca&;agﬂol;.

Your total amount spend since 2001 including the last transaction is $27,383.86. If I can assist with
anything else please let me know.

Thanks,

Deanna Camacho

Premier Services Account Manager

(480) 505-8885 ext 57209

deanna@qgodaddy.com

Tuesday 1:00PM -~ 9:30PM

Wednesday -~ Saturday 8:00AM~4:30PM ARIZONA TIME

Piease contact my Team Leader, Alan at alans@godaddy.com with any feedback,
This email message and any attachment{s) hereto are intended for use only by its intended redplent{s) and may

contain confidential information. If you have recelved this emait in error, please immediately notify the sender
and permanently delete the original and any copy of this message and its attachmenits.

———————— Qriginal Message —------- '
Subject: Please update GoDaddy Account: Ambassador Dr. Francois de
Cassagnol

From: DRDeCassa@aol.com

Pate: Mon, April 08, 2013 8:01 am

To: decamacho@godaddy.com

Ce: cybervillagecorp@aol.com, dreassagnot@aot.com

Dear DeAnn, please update this email fo reflect you as the Acct Manager, including the fotal
amount after this month's transaction, thanks and good fuck, Minister Dr, de Cassagnol

...? Re.: The B'Klyn-Nets Entertainment Network

Owner: Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol
Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors
P.Q. Box 740
- Dr, Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.
Bronx, New York 10467-0740

in a message dated 3/5/2013 11:14:37 AM. Eastern Standard Time, mijackson@godaddy.com writes:

Dr. de Cassagnol, ‘ & '

Your first purchase was on recelpt 336576 on 4-17-2001. Your hosting pian as e s
purchased on 12/16/2009 on receipt 209989988 and it expires on 12/16/2017,
The total amount you have spent with Go Daddy since 2001 is $26,578. '

'

Thursday, April 11, 2013 AOL: DR DeCassa

Marcus Jackson
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Minority & Women’s Business Development

February 6, 1998

DR FRANCOIS DE CASSAGNOL :

DR CASSAGNOL INSTITUTE OF RESEARCHINC
PO BOX 740 WILLIAMSBRIDGE STATION
BRONX, NY 104567

Dear DR FRANCOIS DE CASSAGNOL:
This letter is sent to confirm your continued certitication as a MBE -Owned Business Enterprise.

Be advised that your certification remains in effect until such time as you are contacted by ﬂns

Office for recertification. :

According to Chapter XIV of Minerity and Women’s Business Development SNYCRR Section

~ 144.8, any changes which affect ownerghip, managerial, and/or operational control, (i.e. company

name, business address, telepbone numl_g"ers, principal products/services and bonding capacity, etc)

‘must be reported te this Office within 30 days of the eccurrence of such clianges. Failure to submit

_any changes could result in your firm's geytification status being revoked and the name of your firm
removed from the Directory. p ’

If your certification status is questionéd by any public or-private esiity, you may direct the inquiry .
to this Office for further clarification. Shouldyou have any questions regarding this matter, you may contact
me at (518) 473-0582. - .

‘We wish you continued success in your fufure endeavors.

Sincerely,

A

Michelle Marquez—Melecio
Vice President — Affirmative Action
- Compliance and Certification

File# 8944

New York State Department of Economic Development
One Commerce Ploza Albony New York 12245
Tel 518 473 0582 Fox 518 473 0635
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City of New York '

NYC-FMS Vendor Enroliment Cente
% 253 Broadway, 9™11.

"8 New York, New York 10007

DR. CASSAGNOL INSTITUTE OF RESEARCH, INC. T©©@ \B
Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol/ \ =~

Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors e

P.O. BOX 740

The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group
BRONX, N.Y. 10467-0740 ‘ ‘

Vendor # 0001211869-1
EIN # 942784674

DBA: CyberVillage Corporation (The B’klyn-Nets Entertainment Network)

.December' 06, 2007
Dear, Mr. AMB. DR. FRANCOIS DE CASSAGNOL, '

We are pleased to inform you of the completion of your Vendor Enroliment
Application.

Effective immediately all 42 Mayoral Agencies, the Comptroller, the Board of
Education and several other Non-Mayoral Agencies will be able to access the most current
information about you and your organization.

Should any information changes please contact the NYC-FMS Vendor Enroliment Center at
(212) 857-1680 or please check out our web site at www.nyc.gov/selltonyc or by mail at NYC-
FMS Vendor Enrollment Center 253 Broadway, 9" floor, New York, New York 10007. Please

refer to your FMS Vendor Number as listed above in all correspondence.

Sincerely,
Carmen Weekes

NYC-FMS Vendor Enrolliment Center

D:ANYC eVendorflle000 (DrCiR) Updated 2011.docLast printed 9/24/2011 10:31:00 AM
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City of New York

NYC-FMS Vendor Enroliment Center
“8 253 Broadway, 97fl.

1% New York, New York 10007

) _,‘;ﬁﬁ‘”‘i@“ﬂd

DR. CASSAGNOL FOUNDATION INCORPORATED ‘\ @ e
[ S

Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol

Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors

P.O. BOX 740 in affiliation with
- The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group
BRONX, N.Y. 10467-0740

SV |

Vendor # 0001211997-1
EIN # 94-2842908

DBA: The Afro-Hispanic American Chambers of Commerce; :
The B’kiyn Pro-Sports’ Association; and The Virtual Churches International.

: : December 06, 2007
Dear, Mr. AMB. DR. FRANCOIS DE CASSAGNOL,

We are pleased to inform you of the completion of your Vendor Enroliment
Application. :

Effective immediately all 42 Mayoral Agencies, the Comptroller, the Board of

Education and several other Non-Mayoral Agencies will be able to access the most current

information about you and your organization.

Should any information changes please contact the NYC-FMS Vendor Enroliment Center at
(212) 857-1680 or please check out our web site at www.nyc.qgov/selltonyc or by mail at NYC-
FMS Vendor Enroliment Center 253 Broadway, 9" floor, New York, New York 10007. Please

refer to your FMS Vendor, _ZVumber as listed above in all correspondence.

i @ , A Sincerely,
: @ o Carmen Weekes

§ NYC-FMS Vendor Enrollment Center

DANYC eVendorfile000 (DrCF) Updated (201 1)+.docLast printed 9/24/2011 10:29:00 AM
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"IN THE UNITED: STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

In the matter of Trademark Application of: CYBERVILLAGE CORPORATION

Application Nos: 76/662.605 Opposition Nos.: 91201370

For the Mark: WWW.BROOKLYN-NETS.TV (BROOKLYN-NETS)

New Jersey Basketbalf, LLC
Opposer -
V.
'CYBERVILLAGE CORPORATION
Applicant

APPLICANT’S BROOKLYN-NETS TRIAL BRIEF

Applicant: Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnof
Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors

Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc., A Delaware COrporation, a NYS Certified MBE,
DBA: The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network / CyberVillage Corporation / The Dr. Cassagnol
Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group / The Global Diaspora SuperPAC /

The Afro-Hispanic American Chambers of Commerce & The Virtual Churches

International. P.O. Box 740 Bronx, New York 10467-0740

(1-516-3-Museum or 1-718-874-6439)

518/13 r‘,,mp(ag%1 . ﬂp'
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TABLE OF CONTENTS OF THE BROOKLYN-NETS’ TRIAL BRIEF
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vs. the Applicant’s established 10-year-old Brooklyn-Nets Brands and its pending Federal Mark: 9-11

Vil. Argument vs. the Opposer’s First Use in Commerce of the Brooklyn Nets’ Marks ................. :11-14
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. PREFACE TO APPLICANT’S BROOKLYN-NETS’ TRIAL BRIEF @@Pv f

Applicant, CyberVillage Corporation, a Louisiana trademark of the Dr. Cassagnot Institute of Research, Inc,

its parent corporation, is registered as a State Trademark with the State of Louisiana, in Baton Rouge,
presents this B'rooklyn-Nets Trial Brief, in accordance with Rule 2.128(b) of the Trademark Rules of Practice
: 37 C.F.R. § 2.128(b) and T.B.M.P.§2.128(b) and T.B.M.P. §801.03 as cited by Opposer, hereby submits

this trial brief in connection with the above-referenced opposition and current TTAB’s proceeding.

I. INTRODUCTION TO CYBERVILLAGE CORP.’S BROOKLYN-NETS’ 10-YEAR-OLD GLOBAL BRANDS
AND ITS PENDING BROOKLYN-NETS FEDERAL MARK

a). The Dr. Cassagnal Institute of Research, Inc. (The Institute) was founded in 1979, a Delaware Corporation, certified
to do business in Louisiana since 1983 and is currently holding muitiple trademarks issued by the Office of
Trademarks of the State of Louisiana, in Baton Rouge. Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol is the founder &
chairman of the board of directors of The Institute and he fully owns The Institute, its Brooklyn Nets Entertainment
Network and its 21 Web addresses not to forget another 333+ uniquely designed Web Addresses and this Brooklyn-
Nets Entertainment Network was derived from its original National Basketball Female Association’s Louisiana
Trademark issued in April 22, 1996. A new trademark application was applied for in April 15™., 2003 and a Louisiana
Trademark Certificate was issued in May 17"., 2004 under The B’Klyn Pro-Sports Association, and thereafter this latter
was éonverted into this present Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network, and this last Louisiana Trademark with
Validation Certificate # 10244605#DSL73 is valid until 2022 pursuant 0 R.S. of 1950, Title 51, Chapter 1, Part VI as
amended under Louisiana Law. Please also keep in mind that the Applicant has had ownership of the Brooklyn Nets’
Global Brands and the 21 Louisiana Marks for almost 10 years. The Applicant had filed for a Federal Brooklyn-Nets
Trademark in June 28, 2006, and the NJNets started their opposition and filings in 2011 but during all of that time, the
Applicant has had its Live International Class 035 with the State of Louisiana Office of Trademarks and while the
Opposer had not filed a statement of first use until 4/30/2012 and ’s beyond of the Applicant’s comprehension, why
any USPTO Examiner would permit the NJNets’ Organization to register a mark or marks that they’re identical to the
Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets’ application thru IC 35 and IC 41, specially that this mark was tagged by USPTG as
Brooklyn-Nets and currently being opposed in front of the US Trademark Trial & Appeal Board by the Opposer. On that
basis, it’s patently unfair, extremely wrong, consequently the Applicant has had multiple communication with Cmsr.
Deborah Cohn, with Acting Under Sec. Rea and with the Appeal Board bringing this ongding unfair and wrong
situation to their attention from 2011 to this date. .But from 2003 to 2005, the Brooklyn Arena’s Developer and his
Executive Staff were fully aware of the Applicant’s full ownership of this Brooklyn-Nets’ Global Brands and copy of
such B’Klyn Pro-Spoi‘ts Association Louisiana’s trademark of the Applicant was provided at a meeting with Mr. Randall
Toure in 2005, the V.P. of Community Affairs of Forest City Ratner Companies of the Brooklyn Arena, LLC. and the

NBA was also fully aware of the Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets® ownership while Applicant was looking for an agreement

y;g/ea Page: 3 /]z 0__
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with the Arena’s Developer but could not be achieved such because the conditions attached to such prospective
business relationship under the NYC and NYS Minority Participation I5rogram, were not conducive to a standard
business relationship. From 2005 to this date, Applicant has had a trail of paperwork-evidence on communication
between the Applicant, the NJNets, the NBA and others for the Opposer not to claim any ignorance of the Applicant’s
10-year-old full ownership of the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Brooklyn-Nets Global iSignature Brands and LA.’s Marks.

lil. TABLE OF AUTHORITIES ON THE APPLICANT’S BROOKLYN-NETS® GLOBAL BRANDS

Applicant has reviewed the 30 cases of authorities cited in the Opposer® brief and related TM Procedure and USPTO’s
Practices and those 30 cases are not within the parameters of this opposition since these cases are pertinent to well
established brands like Apple, NY Yankees, etcetera: they’re cases that others tried to piggyback on established
brands but to the contrary the Applicant has had his first Louisiana’s pro-sports’ mark in 1986, applied for a B’klyn
Pro-Sports Association’s Mark in 2003 and obtained that mark in 2004 and thereafter converted it into: The Brooklyn
Nets Entertainment Network and that Louisiana’s Mark is valid till 2022 and those cases have NO CONTROLLING
LEGAL AUTHORITIES over this opposition and the Applicant’s legal trademark justification is based on the facts that

the TM Examiners acted contrary to Public Policy and appeared to viclate Standard Legal TM Protocols:-

a). Within the context of this opposition, those cases as cited by the Opposer, do NOT have any controlling legal
authorities over our TTAB’s case because the NJNets and the NBA started their first use in commerce of the Brooklyn
Nets’ Mark in 2012 and it’s just like the Opposer trying to take over the Applicant’s well established 10-year-old
Brooklyn Nets® Brands like a communist and Applicant would like to remind the Opposer that we’re NOT in the Former
USSR or in North Korea, we’re doing business in a free enterprise system whereas if you want something or a well
established brand, you buy it the old American way: you pay for it or you enter into a partnership agreement or a
licensing with the owner, this is the United State of America not a communist state where one can use a brand as
they see fit. Applicant would also like to take this opportunity to clarify on the falsehood that there was a request of $1
Billion for the Applicant’s Brooklyn Nets’ Assets. Applicant never asked for such but in 2005, an offer was made to the
Arena’s Developer for a $50 Million Cash Price for the Applicant’s Brooklyn Nets’ Assets with an option to develop the
Applicant’s Brooklyn Nets as a Minority Partner in lieu of cash. A second offer was made in 2010 to the Majority
Owner of the NJNets and that offer was for $50+ Million Cash or a 'Minority Share of Interest in the New Team in lieu
of cash. The Applicant’s last offer would be on the table for the same for $100 Million Cash plus inflation and some
incentives for the Applicant’s whole Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network, its pending Brooklyn Nets’ federal mark and
the chance of saving the Opposer, a load of cash under a Whistleblower’s lawsuit that Applicant plans to file as soon
as this proceeding is completed because Forbes has indicated the increase in the team’s valuation was not
augmented from $300 Million to almost over $500 Million until the Opposer started to use the Applicant’s Brooklyn
Nets’ Marks and its Global Brands, thereby under a Whistleblower’s Lawsuit, it will be easy to demonstrate to a Judge

or a Jury that the $200 Million’s upswing is directly connected to the pirating of the Applicant’s Global Marks and 3x
the amount of its increased value to $600 Million is potential damagesfwﬂwﬂppheant ets’ Global Brands
-I
'x

Tisis Y,
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and Its connected federal trademark since it’s connected to the Applicant’s PHSMG and its federally registered logo;

b). In lieu of presenting a series of confusing cases, the Applicant would like the TTA Board, interlocutor Baxley or any

other person or entity, to ask themselves these following pertinent queétions:-

1). Does the State of Louisiana have controlfing authorities over issuance of its State’s Trademarks, in the
same manners that the State of Louisiana has over their issuance of Driver Licenses, Marriage Licenses,

professional licenses, etcetera?

2). Does the State of Louisiana have the legal authority to issue its State’s Trademarks without any
interference from the US Government or the State’s rights to require reciprocity from any other States of

the Union or from our Federal Government in re. to its officially rendered/issued official documents?

3). Did the State of Louisiana issue an illegal instrument to the Applicant thru its fully established 10-year-

old Brooklyn Nets’ Global Marks or is any other of its 20+ Registered Louisiana Trademarks, legal?

4). From 1996 to present, the State of Louisiana has issued over 20 trademarks to the Applicant, did the

Opposer obtain any canceliation of those trademarks including its Brooklyn Nets Marks valid until 20227

And the answers to the above questions can mainly be responded that the State of Louisiana has its 100%
State’s Constitutional Rights to issue licenses or trademarks to its citizens and in our case has issued
multiple trademarks to the Applicant under its foreign corporation status and its issued Brookiyn Nets are

still valid until 2022, from 1996 to present, given federal TM priority over any of those Marks; and

c). The Opposer tries to do everything humanly possibie to take over the Applicant’s 10-year-old Brookiyn Nets’
Brands and the Opposer is pretending its basis on the Nets’ Brand Name which the Opposer shouid be reminded that
the word: Net (s) is a purely generic word, but based on the genericness of the word, the Opposer has no standing or
not a leg to stand on based on the generic aspects of the word: Nets. it’s just like Applé preventing Apple Bank from
using the word: Apple since Apple Bank for Savings has been established in 1863, and has been in existence for
almost 150 years in New York, it’s also completely ridiculous since Appte is also a common word that has also been
in use for the fongest by New York as the Big Apple, on this basis alone, the Opposer is confusing the issues that the
Applicant has been using its Brooklyn Nets Global Brands since 2003 for almost 10 years and that does not provide
any priority rights to the Opposer over the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Brooklyn Nets’ Global iSignature Brands, thereby
the Opposer’s citation of those 30 cases are contrary to the Opposer’s priority pretense or any other controlling legal

authorities over the Applicant’s fully established 10-year-old Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Brooklyn-Nets Global iSignature

| ;/ s |  Page: 5 g 44.
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" Brands or its pending federal Brooklyn-Nets’ mark not forgetting the Opposer’s violation under 15 U.S.C. §§ 1051(b).

IV. RECORD OF EVIDENCE ON THE APPLICANT’S BROOKLYN-NETS’ GLOBAL BRANDS

The evidence of record consists of the following USPTO and TTAB’s documents on file at USPTO and TTAB:-

a). Applicant’s Original USPTO TRADEMARK APPLICATION dated June 28, 2006 confirming the Applicant’s
original application for a Louisiana trademark on April 15%, 2003 and received a trademark certificate on May 17, 2004

under The B’klyn Pro-Sports Association. The USPTO Trademark had clearly tagged the file under: Brooklyn-Nets;

“b). on April 19, 2011, Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets’ USPTO Publication was done thru its Official Gazette and
Opposer tried to intimidate Applicant to share the Applicant’s established Brooklyn-Nets® Global Brands in order to-

prevent the Opposer from filing an opposition as exhibited in TTAB’s files;

¢). Applicant’s Response to New Jersey Basketball, LLC’s Opposition dated 9/11/11 substantiating that the
Opposer had nothing to do with the Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Mark until this opposition;

d). Applicant’s Filing of Notice of Claim with the City of New Yorl in order to prevent the NJNets’ Tearn from
using fhe Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets Global Brands dated 9/26/11 and the NoC Claim # 2011LW033265 dated
10/03/2011 has been recorded with USPTO and TTAB’s records for the Brooklyn-Nets’ Application and TTAB’s
proceeding noting that the Opposer appears to violate 15 U.S.C. §§ 1051(b) of the Trademark Act;

e). Applicant’s Response to Notice of Amended Opposition by the Opposer, validating the Applicant’s position that
the Opposer has been a New Jersey’s Team and the Opposer has had NO RELATIONSHIP with Brooklyn but to the
contrary the Applicant has been a Brooklyn and a NYC’s Resident for almost 45 years and a certified NYS Minority

Business Enterprise as reflected in USPTO and TTAB’s Files;

f). Applicant’s Response to Notice of Initial Disclosures by Opposer dated 1/28/12 that Applicant had tried to work
with the Opposer from 2003 to 2011 in order to develop a strategic business relationship with the Opposer but to no
avail, corroborating Applicant’s position that the Opposer never had anything to do with the Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets

Global Brands until this opposition, given priority rights to the Applicant over its pending federal Brookiyn Nets® Mark;

g). Applicant’s Affidavit of Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol, the sole owner of the Brooklyn-Nets Giobal
Brands and its parent corporation: the Dr. Cassagnol institute of Research, inc., a Delaware Corporation in
good standing since its inception in 1979, filed such Affidavit with the Cmsr.’s Office and the TTAB, detailing a trail of

communication with the Opposer and its Executives and demonstrating that the Opposer has had NOTHING to do with

;che Brooklyn Nets Global Brands until this opposition noting their fl tenseunder :5,C. §§ 1051(b).
T s | COPY | A
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h). on 2/14/2012, Applicant extended its Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network’s Louisiana Trademark until 2022
from its original 1996°s National Basketball Female Association to its 2003’s application and subsequent Brooklyn-

Nets’ Marks in 2004 to its pending Brooklyn-Nets’ Federal Mark which gives priority rights to the Applicant;

i). Applicant’s Response to Notice of Pre-Trial Disclosures by Opposer dated on 8/20/12, Applicant rejecting the
Opposer’s General and Specific Objections and Opposer’s consistent refusal for its Executives to be deposed by

Applicant on their non-existent relationship to the Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets Global Brands until this opposition;

g). Applicant’s notice of Reliance dated 10/1/12, of Selected Specimen of Record on the evolution of the Dr.
Cassagnol Designer’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Global Brands, a registered Louisiana’s Trademark of the Dr. Cassagnol Institute
of Research, Inc., such documents have shown and have validated the Applicant’s standing that the Opposer has NO
INTERESTS in the Applicant’s Br_ooklyn—Nets’ Global Brands until this opposition in 2011 and the Opposer’s first use

in commerce in 2012 which automatically gives priority rights to the Applicant’s Brooklyn Nets® pending federal mark;

k). Applicant’s Request for immediate Dismissal of Opposition dated 12/12/12, based on the Opposer’s Flagrant
Abuses of the Applicant’s established Brookiyn-Nets Global Brands and its pending Federal Brooklyn-Nets’ Mark and
Applicant’s Issuance of Multiple Cease and Desist Notices to all concerned parties at the NJNets’ Organization, the

NBA and the Barclays Center’s Executives but to no avail;

). Applicant’s Letter of Protest and Amended Petition dated 1/13/13 AND 2/14/13, requesting Cmsr. Deborah Cohn
to take a look at the manners that the Trademark Examiners have approved the registrations of thé Brooklyn Nets’
Marks and the Nets B Brooklyn’s Marks to the NJNets’ Organization on the basis that the Opposer has willfully made
false statements in their pursuit of those marks, such false statements under 15 U.S.C. §81051(b) requires revocation

of such Brooklyn-Nets and Nets B Brookiyn Registrations;

m). Applicant’s Requests to Congressman Joseph Crowley and to the NYC Congressional Delegation dated
2/18/13 and 3/13/13 requesting congressidnal intervention on behalf of the Applicant vs. the action of Opposer pirating
the Applicant’s 10—year—6!d Brooklyn-Nets® Global Brands and using the USPTO and possibly the TTAB io take over the
_ Applicant’s 10-year-old established Brookiyn-Nets Global Brands which gives priority to the Applicant over the Opposer;

n). Applicant’s Request to Madame IPE Coordinator Victoria Espinel of the Executive Office of the President of the
United States dated 4/29/13, thru the US IP Enforcement Coordinator’s Office at the OMB, to take a special look at the
manners that USPTO Examiners have approved the Brookiyn Nets and their Nets B Brooklyn Marks to the NJNets

“Organization and the NBA’s flagrant action on 4/16/2013 using the Applicant’s exact Brooklyn Nets TV’s Global Brands

in violation of the Applicant’s Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.’s Global Brooklyn-Nets’ Brands;

o). Applicant’s Petition for Cancellation of the NJNets® Brooklyn Nets.Registration dated 5/8/13 based on

Grops 1 [CoRY! -
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violation of filing such mark thru faise pretense under 15 U.S.C. §§ 1051(b) as the sole owner of such mark,
neglecting the facts that the Applicant has owned such for almost 10 years, henceforth requires immediate

cancellation of the Opposer’s Brooklyn Nets’ Registrations and given priority to the Applicant over the Opposer;

and

p). Applicant’s Petition for Cancellation of the NJNets’ Nets B Brookiyn Registratidn dated 5/8/13 based on
violation of filing such mark under false pretense under 15 U.S.C. §§ 1051(b) as the sole owner of such mark,
neglecting the facts that the Applicant has owned such for almost 10 years, henceforth requires immediate cancellation

of the Opposer’s Nets B Brookiyn’s Registrations and to dismiss the Opposer’s Brooklyn Nets’ Opposition.

V. Procedural History of the Applicant versus the Opposer’s Non-Exié‘tent Brooklyn Nets before 2011

1). The NJNets has never started to use the Applicant’s Pending Brooklyn-Nets’ Mark and its 10-year-old
Brooklyn-Nets’ Brands until 2012 while the Applicant has been using its present Brooklyn Nets Entertainment
Network for almost 1Q years thru its fully registered 21 Brooklyn Nets’ Louisiana’s Marks and these Louisiana’s
Trademarks are valid tili 2022. And It’s the Applicant’s belief that the NJNets’ Organization has made willfui false
statements in their pursuit of the Brooklyn Nets’ USPTO Authorizations under 18 U.S.C. §§1051 (b) and such
false statement filed under 15 U.S.C. §§1051(b) and under the same false statement of the NJNets’ Declaration
that the NJNets’ Organization is the sole owner of such Brooklyn-Nets’ mark (s), henceforth, requires revocation
of any resulting trademark registrations, period. Noting that the NJNets and the NBA have being using strong
Trademark Intimidation by intimidating TuneCore, Inc., Catapult Reservatory, LLC and other On and Off the Web
Providers to illegally block global distribution of the Applicant’s established lines of Brooklyn Nets’ Products in
Music and Fine Arts which seem to violate several federal laws under the RICO Act, under the Patriot Act, under
the Digital Miliennium Copyright Act (DMCA} and related Interstate commercial laws. Thereby based on the action
of the Opposer, the Applicant is again requesting the TTA Board to consider reporting such action of the NJNets
and the NBA to the US Dept. of Justice, the Federal Trade Commission and related civil and criminal
enforcement agencies in order to look into their organized illegal efforts in apparent use of strong builying tactics
and deploying potent trademark intimidation and apparently related criminal commercial violations perpetrated by
the NJNets and the NBA; and since the Applicant’s organization has been using its constitutionally protected
Brooklyn Nets’ Products to raise funds for its Global Diaspora SuperPAC, consequently the NJNets and the NBA
have caused enormous amount of constitutional injuries to the Dr. Cassagnol’s Organization by preventing the
Applicant from marketing its constitutionally protected non-profit political causes dufing the last presidential
election of 2012. Thereby the Applicant is also requesting the TTA Board to report such clear constitutional and
civil rights’ violations to the US AG’s Office; and noting that the NJNets, the NBA and its affiliates have used the
Internet technologies to hijack the Applicant’s 21 Bropklyn Nets Entertainment Network’s Web Addresses and
related network, thereby the NJNets and the NBA have fraudulently redirected them to their On and Off the Web

Products and Services thru using their forms of trademark |nt|m|dat|on ar@ @Eﬁ
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crossing the line into pure illegality and outright On and Off the Internet’s criminality on the same level of such
jllegal interstate violations, against the appiicéble rules and practices of the Federal Trade Commission {FTC).
Consegquently, it’s crystal clear that the NJNets and the NBA continue to use multiple schemes to illegally take
over the Applicant’s established 10-year-oid Brooklyn Nets’ Intellectual Assets and accordingly the Applicant is
respectfully requesting the TTA Board to immediately cancel all of their Nets B Brooklyn’ Trademark
Authorizations given to the NJNets’ Organization and the NBA in re. to their usage and visible abuses of the Dr.
Cassagnol’s Brooklyn-Nets® iSignature Brands and its Global Louisiana Marks by recognizing these violations and
by cancelling all of their NJNets’ Brooklyn Nets’ and “Nets B Brooklyn” Registrations, and to trigger an automatic

suspension all of their Related NJNets’ Brooklyn Nets’ Authorizations issued by USPTO pursuant to Section 2(d)

of the Federal Trademark Act;

2). in 2011, Attorney Anil V. George on behalf of the NJNets asked for the Applicant’s permission to use its
Brooklyn-Nets’ Global iSignature Brands and the Applicant had then categorically and completely refused to

~ permit such use since no financial settiement was attached to that offer but the NJNets and the NBA started to
use the Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Brands for marketing purpose in 2011 and started to completely use the
Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Brands in 2012 thru the Brooklyn Arena and sales of un-authorized Brooklyn-Nets’
Products and Services and as the Applicant indicated to Cong. Crowley, his staff aﬁd others, that the NJNets
and the NBA have decided to start pirating the Appliéant’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Brands and it was crystal clear that
they’ve used USPTO’s loopholes to do so, which is again patently uhfair by the Opposer employing a scheme to
bombard the USPTO’s Trademark System with 38 “Hit and Miss” Brooklyn Nets’ Applications and was able to
get one or more USPTO Examiners to approve 7 of them without the Applicant’s knowledge during our on-going

proceeding in front of the TTA Board while challenging the Applicant’s pending Federal Brooklyn-Nets’ Mark;

3). While reviewing the Opposer’s Nets B Brooklyn’ applications and Nets B Broaklyn®’ registrations, it’s
extremely evident that the Trademark Examiners have made enormous capital mistakes and grave errors by
approving the Opposer’s Brooklyn-Nets Applications under the Applicant’s same IC 035 or IC 041 which are
identical and confusing to the Applicant’s CyberViliage Corporation’s pending registration or the Applicant’s
current federal service mark under The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group. Hence, the -
Examiners have overstepped their authority by registering identical Brooklyn Nets’ IC 035 to the New Jersey
Nets, LLCC and again, the Applicant is seeking their inmediate cancellation of all of the Opposer’s Nets B
Brooklyn Serial Numbers and Nets B Brooklyn Registrations authorized by the Examiners of such marks and/or
service marks and their related Brooklyn Nets trademark registrations which are a reversal scheme of such and

the Brooklyn-Nets mark is being used by the Opposer in conjunction with the Nets B Brooklyn Mark, pursuant to

Section 2(d) of the Trademark Act; and

4). On 4/16/2013, the Opposer i.e. the NJNets in association with the NBA have started to use the Applicant’s

Brooklyn Nets TV’s mark which is identical to the Applicant’s 10-ye Brooklvn Nets’ Brand again using the
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Applicant’s Brooklyn Nets TV Brand thru “ The Association: Brookfyn Nets” as a fiagrant violation of The
Institute’s10-year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and the Applicant’s 34-year-old Parent Corporation and its current

Federal Trademark: The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group (Federal TM Reg. #
4,326,200).

Vi. The Opposer’s Brooklyn-Nets’ False Ground on the basis that the Opposer’s 1*. use until April 30,

2012 vs. the Applicant’s established 10-Year-Old Brooklyn Nets Brands and its Pending Federal Mark

Firstly, it should be distinguished that the following points are not aliegations, they’re facts as noted in USPTO’s

and TTA Board’s Files:-

a). From 2003 to 2005, the Applicant has had multiple contacts with all concerned parties: the NJNets. The NBA
and others, asserting its full o_wnership of the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and the Brooklyn-Nets Marks and no one
had challenged and opposed the Applicant until 2011 when the NJNets started their relocation to Breoklyn and
their lawyer asked the Applicant for permission to co-use the Appli.cant’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Brands without a
financial settlement, of course the Applicant had absolutely refused to do such and their lawyer: Mr. George
indicated that they will use the Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets Intellectual Assets with or without the Applicant’s
permission and it was crystal clear that they were intentionally moving toward the direction of pirating the
Applicant’s Brookiyn-Nets iInteliectual Assets without the Appiicant’s permission. It maybe a legal move on their
part but the Applicant sees it as pure theft of its organizational intellectual assets since the Brooklyn Nets’
Brands are Louisiana’s trademarks under the corporate umbrella of its parent corporation: The Dr. Cassagnol
Institute of Research, Inc. and used in‘ connection with The Institute’s Logo and its fully registered Federal
Trademark Reg. # 4,326,200: The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group’s Mark and Logo

which have been used by Applicant in conjunction with the Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands and Marks;

b). The Applicant comparing this situation to the Kidnapped Baby’s Conceptual Framework and it’s fully
applicable because at no time during this proceeding that any USPTO’s Examiner should have entertained any
petition from the NJNets or any other party on their behalf because it’s extremely wrong and legally unfair, in
this instance, the TTA Board’s proceeding should have been fully completed first, before such action by any
Trademark Examiner, accordingly, the Applicant had requested all concerned parties to contact Cmsr. Deborah
Cohn in order to stop these folks in their continuance of persistent and flagrant violations of the Applicant’s 10-
year-old Brooklyn-Nets’ Brands and the Trademark Examiners’ indifference to the Applicant’s pending Brooklyn-
- Nets’ federal trademark. Since the Examiners have made these enormous errors in judgment by approving the 7
NJNets® Applications, these grave errors are meriting immediate cancellation of each live application # (s) as
noted on files at the USPTO and at the TTAB. Thereby, it’s apparent that the assigned Examiners have screwed
up the Applicant in a big way with tremendous bias vs. our current proceeding in front of the TTA Board which
necessitates reversal of their approvals, pursuant to TMEP §1715.01(a){@) because the"NiNets™armd the NBA are
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confusingly using the Applicant’s 10-year-old Louisiana in conhjunction with their Nets B Brooklyn’ Brands, its

identical Class 035 and the Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Pending Federal Trademark, also its identical international

Class 035 under Trademark Act §2(d);

c). Consequently, the Applicant has since 2011 respectfully asked Cmsr. Cohn and/or the Appeal Board to cancel
andfor de-activate all of the Opposer’s related Brooklyn Nets’ and “Nets B Brooklyn” authorizations from using
the Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets’ Marks until the Board’s Proceedings and other appealing options are fully
exhausted, keeping in mind that the Applicant has had its set of 21 Louisiana Brooklyn Nets’ Louisiana
Trademarks since 2003 and its last State of Louisiana’s Office of Trademark’s Validation Certificate #
10244605#DSL73 is vatid until 2022, pursuant to R.S. of 1950, Title 51, Chapter 1, Part VI as amended under

the State of Louisiana Law, a legally valid official agency with legal authority to issue official biz trademarks;

d). Accordingly, the Applicant has being using the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and its Louisiana Trademarks for
almost 10 years but NJNets and the NBA started using the Brooklyn Nets® Marks just on April 30, 2012;

e). Before the NJNets’ Official Relocation to Brooklyn in 2011, the team was and still is one of the worst team in
the NBA, the team was worth about $300 Million and after they started to use the Applicant’s Brookiyn Nets’
iSignature Brands without its permission, the team is now worth a bit over $500 Million by intentionally pirating
the Applicant’s Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and it was not until 4/30/2012 that they had filed their first use in
commerce of the Brooklyn Nets’ Marks and their Attorney Anil V. George signed a USPTO Declaration that the
NJNets is the rightful owner without any regards to the Applicant’s 10 years ownership of the Brooklyn Nets’
Brands, such declaration is a willfully false statement under the 1946 Trademark Act, as amended, thereby such
intentionally false statement requires full revocation of any resulting registration (s) and Attorney Anil V. George’s
signatory position, on behalif of the NJNets, requires USPTO to report such illegaf violations to Agencies having

supervisory authorities over these matters for fine or imprisonment or both under 18 U.S.C. Section 1001 of the

Federal Trademark Act;

f). It’s the Applicant’s strong belief that the Examiners acted with bias vs. the Applicant and was unfairly
involved in approving the NJNets’ Applications and Registrations for the Brooklyn Nets® Marks. The Examiners
“made enormous errors in judgment by acting completely indifferent to the current TTA Board’s Proceeding and
by advancing each application to the leve! of awarding multiple Brooklyn Nets’ Registrations to the NJNets,
neglecting the facts that the Brooklyn Nets’ Marks are under proceeding at the TTA Board, thereby these grave
errors either negligent or intentional merits full cancellation of each the NJNets’ Registrations of the Brooklyn
Nets’ Marks and its related “Nets B Brooklyn” which are other malicious schemes to use the Brooklyn Nets’
Brands since the “Nets B Brookiyn” Mark as listed on USPTO’s Principal Register, is a reverse way of
marketing the Applicant’s Brooklyn Nets’ Global iSignature Brands. The Applicant must also point out that almost

a year ago when the NJNets decided to launch their “Nets B Brooijrr"n” Brand thru the Internet and linked the
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«B” word to the Applicant’s Brooklyn Nets® Global iSignature Brands, it was shocking to everyone and to the
public since the “B” word has been forever linked to bitches, prostitutes and drug dealers but the NBA and the
NJNets decided to viciously market a logo designed by Jay-Z in many ways are pure and complete denigration
to the Applicant’s original 34-year-old registered Louisiana’s Brands and its Federal Mark with Reg. # 4,326,200

under IC 35 and 41, and it was purely malicious as the Applicant has previously noted in all of its denigrating

facets to the USPTO and to the TTA Board;

g). The Applicant has asked Cong. Joe Crowley and the NYC Congressional Delegation to intervene on the
Applicant’s behalf toward finding ways to resolve these issues and has also implored Cmsr. Deborah Cohn,
Acting Under Sec. Rea and other supervisory agencies to look into why such flagrant hiases were deployed vs.
the Applicant to intentionally let the NJNets and the NBA pirating the Applicant’s intellectual assets and defraud
the Dr. Cassagnol organization, and the NJNets’ Organization may see it as fegal maneuvers on their part but

on the Applicant’s part, we see it as pure and gross theft of the Petitioner’s Brookiyn Nets intellectual assets;

and

h). Again, this is the Applicant’s intent to file cancellations of each ene of the Brooklyn Nets Registrations since
their Nets B Brooklyn’s Brands are used in conjunction with the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and those 2 marks are
connected and are being used in conjdnction with the following Brooklyn Nets’ applications and Nets B Brooklyn’
registrations: Serial No.: 85442375 Reg. # 4273135 [ Serial No.: 35608381 [/ Reg. # 4237737 [ Serial No.:
85608362 Reg. # 4237735 / Serial No.; 85608358 / Regq. # 4237734 | Serial No.: 85608343 Reg. #
4237733 / Serial No.: 77873194 Reg. # 4222229 | Serial No.: 77728208 Reg. # 4175932 and their related
NJNets’ Serial Numbers: 85608376 / 85608366 / 85608354 / 85608347 / 85442401 / 85442395 /
85442355 / 85442314 [ 85442308 | 85442296 / 77845645 [/ 85608347 / 85442355 / 85442296.

Vil: ARGUMENT VS. THE OPPOSER’S FIRST USE IN COMMERCE OF THE BROOKLYN NETS’ MARKS

The Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets’ 10-year-old Global Brands and its pending Brooklyn-Nets” Federal Mark
have been in use since 2003 but the Opposer started to use and pirating the Applicant’s fully established
Brookiyn Nets’ Global iSignature Brands just in 2012, The Applicant would also like to bring to the TTA
Board’s attention that from 2005 to 2011, all of the Opposer’s Executives lied to the Applicant proclaiming
‘that they had no intention of using the Applicant’s 10-year-old fully established Brooklyn Nets’ iSignature

Brands as evidenced by content of Affidavit filed by Applicant thru TTAB’s records on current proceeding

and on USPTO’s files:-

a). From 1996 to 2003, Applicant has always wanted to own a Sports’ Team or form one, that’s why that in April 22,
1996 that the Applicant had formed: The National Basketbalt Ferpale.Association..(NBEA).and its creation has
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nothing to do with the NBA or the NJNets since at that time, the Applicant was doing business in Louisiana;

b}. From 2003 to now, Applicant had formed: The B’Kiyn Pro-Sports Association and all its 21+ Brooklyn Nets’
Louisiana’s Web Addresses are attached to this Association and were renewed thru The Brooklyn Nets
Entertainment Network and its Web Extensions: .TV, .INFO, .US, .SHOP, .WS, .GAME, .CN, .BE, .CLUB, .AGENT,
.SPORT, .BIZ, .DE, .MGBI, .ORG, .CA, .CO and .XXX;

c). On the basis of the Applicant’s Louisiana Trademark’s Rights, had applied in 2006 for a Federal Trademark:-

... promoting the goods and services of others, namely, the Dr. Cassagnol Signature-Lines of Fine Arts and Higher
Technologies’ Products and Services thru The DR. CASSAGNOL PUBLISHING HOUSE, STUDIOS AND
MUSEUM GROUP by means of online and offline ordering and catailoging of those goods and services in fine arts
and high technologies, distributing advertizing materials through a variety of online and offline marketing methods
and promotional contests of THE DR. CASSAGNOL PUBLISHING HOUSE, STUDIOS AND MUSEUM
GROUPS, and by arranging for sponsors to affiliate their goods and services with THE DR. CASSAGNOL
PUBLISHING HOUSE, STUDIOS AND MUSEUM GROUP’s activities through the Dr. Cassagnol organizational
global high-tech network of THE DR. CASSAGNOL PUBLISHING HOUSE, STUDIOS AND MUSEUM
GROUP’s duly registered Web Addresses for the CyberVillage Services;

d). As one can visibly see that the Applicant’s “The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios and Museum
Group” (PHSMG) has been fully incorporated in its Brooklyn-Nets’ Federal TM Application and surprise, surprise,
surprise, this PHSMG’s Mark is a fully registered fede_ral trademark: TM Req. # 4,326,200 and it’s crystal clear that
the Opposer has violated the Applicant’s State ‘and Federal TM Rights by using its Brooklyn Nets TV’s Marks
without the Applicant’s explicit permission and the Opposer can NOT plead ignorance since the Opposer has had
in their possession a volume of documents to corroborate the Applicant’s position that the Brookiyn Nets’ Marks
were NOT obtained in bad faith since The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network was set-up in conjunction with the
PHSMG’s Federal TM and Logo and has had NO relation with the NJNets, the NBA but to present a $1 Billion

Proposal to them and with good intent to enter into a partnership with them using the Applicant fully established
10-year-old federally PHSMG connected TM under its 34-year-old parent corporation: The Dr. Cassagnol Institute
of Research, Inc., not forgetting that the Opposer never wanted to do anything with the Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets’

Marks until 2011 and their first use in commerce in 2012 which gives priority to the Applicant not to the Opposer;

e). That the Applicant had a meeting with Mr. Randall Toure, a VP of Dev. Bruce Ratner’s Forest City Ratner
Companies on 9/12/05 which did not end up very well due to their participatory requirements to own 10% of

the Applicant’s Brooklyn-Nets Project as presented to them in order to do business with the Qpposing Group;
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f). Applicant had numerous contacts with VP Chrysa Chin of the NBA’s Talents Management, she had reassured
the Applicant up to 2011 that the NBA had no plan to use the Appiicant’s Brooklyn Nets’ Global iSignature
Brands but intended to use their old New York Nets’ (NYNets) Brand and the NBA has NO intention to use
the Applicant’s fully established Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s 10-year-old Brookiyn Nets Global 1Signature Brand;

g). Applicant had 2 phone conversations in 2010 with NJNets’ Pres. Irina Pavlova and ag'ain she reéssured the
Applicant that the NJNets’ Organization had NO intention of using the Applicant’s Brooklyn Nets’ Brands
after her review of the $1 Billion Biz Proposat that the Applicant made to the NJNets’ Organization which
she opined as extremely comprehensive and same $1 Billion Proposal was made thereafter to NBA Cmsr.

Stern on 5/11/11 in order to give a chance to the NBA to work with the Applicant as a NYS Certified MBE;

h). Applicant had issued numerous Cease & Desist Notices to all concerned parties of the NJNets’ Organization,
the NBA, Dev. Bruce Ratner and their Executive Staff at the Barclay Center but to no avail and all have
refused to be deposed in re. to these pertinent issues of misusing and pirating the Applicant’s fully

established 10-year-old Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Global Brooklyn Nets® iSignature Brands;

i). Please note that all of the Opposer’s top level Executives have maliciously and viciously lied to the

Applicant, it’s clear that they’re a group of professional liars: Liars! Liars} Liars!, their pants are on fire;

g). The Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc. a corporation certified to do business in Louisiana, applied for
the foliowing trademarks in the following manners and received The National Basketball Female Association’s

Trademark on April 22, 1996 from the LA. Office of Trademarks which gives priority rights to the Appiicant;

k). The Applicant then apptied for the B’Klyn Pro-Sports Association’s Trademark'on April 15",,.2003 and

received its Trademark Certificate on May 17"., 2004 from the Louisiana Office of Trademarks;

). The Applicant then applied for the Brookiyn-Nets’ Federal Trademark in June 28"., 2008, met all USPTO
requirements under Sect. 1(a) and the www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv (Brooklyn-Nets) Mark was published on 4/19/11
‘which gives priority rights to the Applicant not the Opposer: the NJNets and/or the NBA; and

m). All above Louisiana Trademarks were issued under the Applicant’s 34-year-old Parent Corporation: the Dr.

Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc., founded in 1979 and the Applicant, Ambassador Dr. Frangois de

Cassagnol, a certified NYS MBE also fully owns this entity and its Federal Trademark Reg. # 4,326.200.

VIII: The Opposer’s Non-Existent False Legal Standing and its First Use in Commerce till April 30, 2012

a). Please be informed that the Applicant has already made a formal reque r-Cmsr. -Cohny for-Acting Under Sec.
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Rea, for any concerned third party and/or any other agencies having supervisory and enforcement.authorities over
USPTO and the Trademark Trial & Appeal Board or any other individual party or entity as indicated in the Applicant’s
Jan. 29™. 2012’s meeting with Cong. Crowley for the purpose finding ways to immediately resoive the issues in re. to
the piracy of the Applicant’s Global Brooklyn Nets® iSignature Brands and the Appticant’s pending federal Brooklyn-
Nets’ trademark by the NBA. Again, please review and focus on the following chronological points of the Applicant’s
Brooklyn-Nets’ Global Marks which have being in commercial use on and off the Internet since 2003 for almost 10
years. Applicant also found out while he was watching for the NJNets’ abandoned trademark applications # 77413958
and 77418775, the Opposer was able to file and born'barded. the USPTQ’s Trademark System with over 38 different
applications as previously noted and obtained 7 Brooklyn Nets’ Registrations during our current TTA Board’s
proceeding. The Applicant finds It to be extremely wrong since it’s very apparent that any such authorizations to them,
put the Applicant at extreme disadvantage, which is extremely unfair. It’s like an individual, who went to a hospital and
kidnapped a baby, the individual was apprehended and while on bail, was able to adopt another baby, with the
adoption system in complete disregard of the criminal act of kidnapping by that individual, thereby, it was patently
wrong for any USPTO’s Examiners to approve any Brooklyn Nets’ Trademark Requests for the NJNets’ Organization
since they’re disputing and opposing the Applicant’s 10-year- old Brooklyn Nets’ iSignature Brands and since the
Applicant has been the sole owner of the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Made in America $1 Billion Global Brooklyn Nets’
iSignature Brands, its 21 Registered Louisiana Brooklyn Nets Marks and its pending federal Brooklyn-Nets® Mark.
Thereby, based on the above factual contents of this brief, the above noted opposition is meriting immediate dismissal
hased on the facts that Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol, the sole owner of The Dr. Cassagnol Organization and
its parent corporation: The Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc. a Delaware and is respectfully requesting added
considerations should be given by the TTA Board to attach this dismissat to all NJNets’ live Brookiyn Nets and Nets B
Brooklyn’s applications and registrations in order to prevent any other Trademark Examiners from making the same
capital mistakes of approving such additional Brooklyn Nets and Nets B Brooklyn Marks withbut paying attention to
existing issues of the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Brooklyn-Nets iSignature Brands since the Applicant’s TM applications
was tagged as Brooklyn-Nets in order to make It easier for all concemned parties to be fully aware of the Brooklyn-Nets
Mark was under considerations for the CyberVillage Corporation, a La. TM of The Institute not the NJNets nor the

NBA; and

b). Applicant has never seen any individual the like of the Opposer’s Attorney, Mr. Anil V. George with the kind of
denial mechanism permitting him to spew the falsehood as cited in the Opposer’s Brief noting that the Applicant’s
Marks are NOT marks in use, Mr. George is acting like a magician not an aftorney because Applicant has met all of
the USPTO’s requirements for the Brooklyn-Nets’ Mark up to its publication in the USPTO Official Gazette, followed by

their opposition which gives priority rights to the Applicant since the Opposer has never use such mark;

c). The Opposer’s Attorney, Mr. George has spewed pure lies in re. to the $1 Billion asking price for the Brooklyn Nets
Entertainment Network including its Louisiana’s Brookiyn Nets Trademarks and its pending Federal Brooklyn Nets™

Mark. Applicant would like to issue a challenge to Mr. George to possi iudentify when .and-where:dhat offer was made
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by the Applicant, because the Applicant never made that $1 Billion sale request to anyone including the NBA, period;

d). Noticing that the Applicant has used its Brooklyn-Nets Marks in conjunction with its parent corporation’s logo and
other related Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Marks for the last 10 years thru the following marketing tools and media
platforms thru the following trademarked avenues:-

On its Brooklyn Nets’ Organizational Web Site and related Web Network, on its corporate letter heads, on its Brooklyn
Nets’ Business Cards, on its Brooklyn Nets’ Note Pads, in its eMail Signature, on its Brooklyn Nets” Stickers & Mailing
Labels, Brooklyn Nets’ Envelopes, Brooklyn Nets® Organizational Banners, Brooklyn Nets’ Web Advertisements, Real
Brooklyn Nets Facebook Page, Brooklyn Nets’ US Postal Mailing Stamps, Real Brooklyn Nets’ Twitter Page, Google+
Real Brooklyn Nets’ icon, part of the Applicant’s 333+ Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Domain Name Portfolio and Web
Network, Real Brooklyn Nets’ Linked!n Profile, on Brooklyn Nets® Hats, Pen, promotional items, tote bags, folders, Real
Brooklyn Nets’ Blog Page, Internet Key Words, Print Brooklyn Nets® Advertisements, multipie Brooklyn Nets’
‘registrations in several foreign countries, and Embedded in photos & Real Brooklyn Nets’ artworks part of the Dr.

Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum’s Multi-Miltion-Dollar Commercial Art Library & Music Album; and

e). Applicant does not have any clue in which planet that Mr. George is on since there is evidence on files at the
USPTO and at the TTAB that the Applicant has maintained extensive pre-paid accounts since the beginning of the
Internet at first with SRSPlus, at the .TV Network and currently at GoDaddy’s Registrar since 2001 as evident by latest
bill reflecting the Applicant’s GoDaddy’s Account from 2001 to now with incurred expenses totaling over $27,383.86 as
of 4/10/13 and the Applicant’s Brooklyn Nets’ Hosting plan created upon transier from the .TV Network, then has
accumulated similar pre-paid expenses and are fully paid until 12/16/2017 and thereby the Opposer’s position that the
Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands and Marks are not being used for purpose intended, is purely against logics since a
huge amount of resources have been used by Applicant to promote its Brooklyn Nets’ Mark in connection with the Dr.
Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios and Museum’s Federally registered Mark and logo marketing the Brookiyn Nets’

Global Brands as a gIobal promotion group under its Federally Registered Mark: USPTO Reg. # 4,326,200.

IX. THE OPPOSER’S x2-FACE ABOUT THE APPLICANT’S FULL OWNERSHIP OF THE DR CASSAGNOL
‘S BROOKLYN NETS GLOBAL BRANDS

Just before the Opposer filed its opposition of the Applicant’s 10-year-old Brooklyn Nets® Mark, the Applicant had 2
phone conversations with Mr. George, the main NBA Properties’ (NBAP) Attorney and Applicant has a record of such
conference between Mr. George, Tony, its NBAP’s underling, and the Applicant and both have tried to convince the
Applicant to extend their time for their opposition and to continue to intimidate the Applicant in letting them use the
Applicant’s Brooklyn Nets Brands for multiple lines of Brooklyn Nets’ Clothing in exchange for dropping their opposition
of the Applicant’s pending Brookiyn Nets’ Mark. Applicant refuses to accept their “Don Corleone’s App.roach” toward

- resolving the issues and at that time there was no mention of the rights to such since the only way that the Opposer

was going to have access to the Applicant’s Intellectual Assets, was t.'ru- hancial setlement 'o'g"ga partnership,
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period. Thereby Applicant can’t see how the Opposer can overcome these steps since the Applicant has followed all of
the USPTO’s Rutes and applicable TM Practices toward reaching a level where the Applicant’s Federal Brooklyn Nets’
Mark is pending. One should pay attention to the Opposer’s fraudulent manners of obtaining these Brooklyn Nets’
Marks as noted since those marks were published far before their first use in commerce in April 30, 2012 and if the
TM Examiners had done their due diligence in detecting that the Applicant’s USPTO’s application was tagged under:
Brooklyn-Nets. It’s naticeable that the Opposer did not need to do a comprehensive clearance TM search since the
Opposer knew of the Applicant’s priority rights all the ways back from 2003 to present, and the Opposer decided to
willfully infringe on the Applicant’s Inteltectual Property Rights. While we’re at property rights, the Applicant would like
to bring to the attention of the TTA Board that the NBA Properties fighting for control of the Brookiyn Nets’ Mark,
appears to be a front entity for the NBA, not for the NJNets’ Organization because it appears to be clear that the
NJNets does not control its intelleciual properties but the NBAP, a separate entity, a front for the NBA, controls the
NJNets® Intellectual Assets, if we’re looking at an organized efforts to take aver the Applicant’s intellectual assets, if
we look very close, i’s right here. Thereby it’s clear that the TTA Board should refer these flagrant organized
behaviors of the Opposer to the NY, NJ and to the US AGs. for civit and criminal action under the RICO Act. In
addition the Applicant may file a Freedom of Information’s (FoL) Reguest with USPTO in order to find out thru a FolL
Request, the manners that the/ TM Examiners have issued those Brookiyn Nets’ Marks to the NJNets since those
marks were publishing far before their use in commerce in April 30, 2012 and if intimidation was invoived by the

Opposer in the pursuit of the Brooklyn Nets’ Marks by not obeying or neglecting all USPTO’s Rules and Practice.

X. REVIEW OF FACTUAL BACKGROUND OF THE DR. CASSAGNOL REAL BROOKLYN-NETS BRANDS

IN REVIEWING THE OPPOSER’S NON-EXISTENT BROOKLYN NETS’ MARKS UNTIL 2012 iN ITS FIRST USE IN
COMMERCE WHILE THE APPLICANT HAS BEEN USING ITS BROOKLYN-NETS’ GLOBAL BRANDS SINCE 2003,
ALMOST 10 YEARS, NOT TO FORGET THAT THE APPLICANT’S BROOKLYN-NETS BRANDS.ARE USED IN
CONJUNCTION WITH THE DR. CASSAGNOL INSTITUTE OF RESEARCH, INC.’S DR. CASSAGNOL PUBLISHING
HOUSE, STUDIOS & MUSEUM’S LOGO AND ITS REGISTERED FEDERAL SERVICE MARK: | FEDERAL
REGISTRATION # 4,326,200 AND THE BROOKLYN NETS ENTERTAINMENT NETWORK WITH A BONA FIDE STATE
OF LOUISIANA TRADEMARK VALID UNTIL 2022.

A. STARTING WITH THE OPPOSER’S FIRST USE OF THE BROOKLYN NETS® MARK IN 2012, OPPOSER STARTED
TO USE THE APPLICANT’S BROOKLYN-NETS GLOBAL BRANDS WHICH ARE INDENTICAL TO THE APPLICANT’S
APPLICATION TAGGED UNDER THE BROOKLYN-NETS MARK AS REGISTERED WITH USPTC;

B. OPPOSER WILLFULLY VIOLATE AND INFRINGE ON APPLICANT'S BROOKLYN-NETS’ GLOBAL
BRANDS BY MARKETING SUCH OBTAINING ITS SO CALLED BROOKLYN NETS’ MARKS BEFORE THE
OPPOSER’S ACQUISITION IN ERRORS AND iTS FIRST USE IN COMMERCE iN 2012 AND UNDER FALSE

PRETENSE, VIOLATED USPTO’S RULES UNDER ITS 18 U.S.C. §§100f  —— ="~
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C. THE OPPOSER NEVER HAD ANY CONNECTION TO BROOKLYN OR TO THE APPLICANT’S BROOKLYN NETS’
BROOKLYN NETS’ BRANDS UNTIL ITS RELOCATION IN 2011 AND ITS ILLEGAL FIRST USE OF THE
APPLICANT’S BROOKLYN-NETS’ BRANDS UNTIL 2012;

D. THE OPPOSER FALSELY SUGGESTS ITS OWNERSHIP OF THE APPLICANT’S BROOKLYN-NETS’ GLOBAL
BRANDS BEFORE THEIR ILLEGAL FIRST USE IN COMMERCE IN 2012 AND ITS ACQUISITION OF SUCH IN BAD
FAITH, THE OPPOSER HAS CONTINUED TO DO SO ALL DURING THE CURRENT TTAB PROCEEDING
WITHOUT PERMISSION OF THE APPLICANT;

E. APPLICANT NEVER MADE ANY FALSY CONNECTION TO THE OPPOSER’S NETS’ BRANDS SINCE THE
OPPOSER NEVER ACQUIRED ANY RIGHTS TO THE APPLICANT’S 10-YEAR-OLD BROOKLYN-NETS GLOBAL
BRANDS BUT HAS ISSUED MULTIPLE CEASE AND DESIST NOTICES TO STOP THEIR UN-AUTHORIZED USAGE
OF SUCH OF THE APPLICANT’S REAL BROOKLYN NETS’ BRANDS;

F. FOR THE LAST 2 YEARS, OPPOSER HAS BEING INVOLVED IN TRADEMARK INTIMIDATION, TRADEMARK
HARRASMENT AND ASKING OTHERS LIKE TUNECORE AND OTHERS NOT TO DISTRIBUTE THE
APPLICANT’S REAL BROOKLYN NETS’ PRODUCTS ON AND OFF THE WEB;

G. APPLICANT HAS MADE SEVERAL PROPOSALS TO THE NJNETS® ORGANIZATION, TO THE NBA FOR
CO-DEVELOPMENT OF THE APPLICANT’S BROOKLYN-NETS GLOBAL BRANDS FROM 2005 TO 2011
BUT TO NO AVAIL BECAUSE OPPOSER HAS HAD NO INTEREST IN CO-USING THE APPLICANT’S
10-YEAR-OLD GLOBAL BROOKLYN-NETS BRANDS UNTIL THE OPPOSER STARTED PIRATING THE
APPLICANT’S BROOKLYN-NETS’ BRANDS ON AND OFF THE INTERNET IN 2011; AND

H. APPLICANT HAS BEEN USING ITS BROOKLYN-NETS BRANDS FOR ALMOST 10 YEARS AS A
SERVICE MARK ON AND OFF THE WEB AND THE OPPOSER DID NOT START PIRATING THE
APPLICANT’S BROOKLYN-NETS’ GLOBAL BRANDS UNTIL 2011, CONSTITUTES VIOLATION OF THE
APPLICANT’S EXISTING INTELLECTUAL RIGHTS AND INFRINGEMENT OF THE APPLICANT’S PRIORITY
INTELLECTUAL RIGHTS TO THE REAL BROOKLYN NETS’ GLOBAL BRANDS AND PENDING
FEDERAL TRADEMARK RIGHTS IN CONNECTION WITH THE APPLICANT’S BUNDLING OF THE
BROOKLYN-NETS* MARKS WITH THE FEDERALLY REGISTERED: DR. CASSAGNOL PUBLISHING HOUSE,
STUDIOS AND MUSEUM’S MARK REG. # 4,326,200 AND ITS DR. CASSAGNOL DESIGNER’S GLOBAL BRANDS.

XI: CONCLUSION OF THE APPLICANT’S REAL BROOKLYN-NETS BRANDS & PENDING FEDERAL MARK

In conclusion, the files at the USPTO and the TTAB have alreadrdemonstrated thiat-#ie-Applicant has

Uiz - | CORY| 4l



Case 1:13-cv-06929-MKB-LB Document 1 Filed 12/09/13 Page 128 of 166 PagelD #: 128

been uniquely using its Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands and pending federal
Brooklyn-Nets’ Mark to clearly have complete priority rights to such, since Applicant acquires such
intellectual rights by starting to establish such Brooklyn Nets’ Brands thru its first pro-sports’ Louisiana
Trademark in 1996, converted such thru its application for a set of Brooklyn-Nets’ Louisiana Marks in
2003 and received its set of Brooklyn-Nets’ State Marks in 2004 and that set of trademarks, was later
converted into The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network with a certificate valid until 2022. Opposer has
registered its Brooklyn Nets’ Marks during the TTAB’s proceeding in bad faith and Opposer willfully
violate USPTO’s Rules under its 18 U.S.C. §§1001 and such willful false statement filed under 15 U.S.C. 88
1051(b) meriting fine or imprisonment or both, thereby the Opposer ought to be referred to the
appropriate civil and criminal authorities for appropriate civil and criminal action. Furthermore, based on
the above facts enunciated by the Applicant, the Opposer does not deserve any priority rights according to
its first use in commerce of the Brooklyn Nets’ Mark starting April 30, 2012, while the Applicant has been
using its Brooklyn Nets Global Brands and Louisiana’s Marks for over 10 years thru promoting others the
like of the candidacies of then Sen. Hillary R. Clinton, then Sen. Barack Obama, not forgetting promotion
of other minority businesses in New York City using the Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s extensive lines of
products in fine arts thru the Applicant’s multi-million-dollar commercial art library. Lately the Applicant
has been involved in the promotion of an immediate resolution of the issues affecting the Dreamers and the
Un-Registered Immigrants thra The Global Diaspora SuperPAC. The applicant finds it unbelievable that
the Opposer and its group would have such amount of brass to claim any priority rights to the Applicant’s
10-year-old Brooklyn Nets® Intellectual Assets. Since the Opposer has been acting like Pirates, the
Applicant has released 3 Real Brooklyn Nets’ Music Tracks depicting the Opposer and its group for what
they’re: High Tech Pirates, infringing on the Applicant’s 10-year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Intellectual Rights. It
should be noted that the Applicant has already filed Petitions in front of the TTAB in order to cancel the
NJNets’ Brooklyn Nets’ and the Nets B Brooklyn’s Registrations. One should also understand that the
Nets B Brooklyn’s Marks appear to be a fraudulent and tactical reversal of the Applicant’s Brooklyn Nets
Brands and its pending Federal Brooklyn-Nets’ Mark. Accordingly, Applicant is respectfully requesting
that the TTA Board dismisses the New Jersey Basketball, LLC’s Opposition with prejudice and issue the
Real Brooklyn-Nets’ Mark to CyberVillage Corporation, a registered Louisiana trademark of the Dr.
Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc., its 34-year-old parent corporation in connection with its bundling
commercial use thru its Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios and Museum, a fully registered federal
trademark with Registration # 4,326,200 on file with the TTA Board as attachments to the Applicant’s
Petitions for the NJNets’ Brooklyn Nets and Nets B Brooklyn’s Marks that these opposing marks ought to
be cancelled under 15 U.S.C. §§ 1051(b) of the Federal Trademark Act in conjunction with.this opposition.

>

Respectfully Submitted, : -

' By:
7%8/,’ Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol

Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors

The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network

Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.

www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv

The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

SERIAL NO. : 76/662.605 TT AB

MARKS : WWW.BROOKLYN-NETS.TV

X

NEW JERSEY BASKETBALL, LLC
Opposer :

- against- : :

Opposition Ne.: 91201370

CYBERVILLAGE CORPORATION

(The Brookiyn Nets Entertainment Network)

both Registered Louisiana Trademarks of:

Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.
Applicant

Applicant: CyberViilage Corporation (The Brookiyn Nets Entertainment Network) pursuant to the
stipulation as reflected in the Dec. 14%. 2011 TTAR Order. The Applicant has withdrawn his consent for
such because the Opposer wanted testimonies by Affidavit ONLY and the Applicant required Deposition
to reconfirm that the Opposer has had no interest in this mark as noted in previous filings and the Opposer
refused to be subjected to any deposition as requested multiple times by Applicant to prove that

Opposer did not show any interests in the Applicant’s Brookt Nets BrandsfMarksaﬁerZOIl when the
Opposer started to use the Applicant’s Brookiyn Nets’ E , nds a

Respectfally Submitted By:

Founder & Chamnan of the Beard of Directors
CyberVillage Corporation
The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network
Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc,

0L " P.0. Box 740 Bronx, New York 10467-0740--
Date: 1-516-3-Museum (368-7386)

*10-09.2012"
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

SERIAL NO. : 76/662.605
MARKS . WWW.BROOKLYN-NETS.TV

X

. NEW JERSEY BASKETBALL, LI.C
| Opposer

- against-
Opposition No.: 91201370

CYBERVILLAGE.CORPORATION

(T hie Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network)
‘both Registered Louisiana Trademarks of:
Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.

Applicant
X

AFFIDAVIT OF:-
Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol -

Behavioral Scientist & Designer
Ordained Multi-Faith Minister for Life

1, Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol, a Licensed New York City Ordained Ministér for
Life, hereby declare and affirm as follows:

1). Pm the Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors of a 33-year-old corporation
registered in Delaware and is currently permitted to do business in Louisiana as a Foreign
Corporation and both entities are presently in good standing and of which the CyberVillage
Corporation and The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network are both legally registered and
bona fide Louisiana Trademarks registered thru the Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research,
Inc. with its Updated State of Louisiana Certification & Validation # 102446054DSL73, its
Brooklyn Nets’ Louisiana Trademark expires in 2022, ten years from now. All corporate
assets from this 33-year-old corporation, are fully owned and control by Ambassador Dr.
Frangois de Cassagnol, a Certified New York State Minority Business Enterprise and the

principal applicant and listed owner of this Brooklyn Nets’ Mark # 76/662.605. ﬁ a

-

e [COPY]
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2). Numerous proposals were presented by me to the NJNets’ Organization and to the NBA
and my propesals were labeled for FYE (For Your Eyes Only), CONFIDENTIAL and were tagged
as: Any Reproduction For Any Other Purpese is STRICTLY PROHIBITED, thereby the Oppaoser
has had NO PERMISSION to file such privileged materials in front of any entity, and if Opposer
has used such confidential materials without my explicit authorization, specially since the
Interlocutor Basley has directed the Opposer not to use any financial info reflected to him cutside - ‘
of the Appeal Board®s Proceedings: EXHIBIT A, and thereby Attorney Anil V. has disregarded
Attorney Baxley’s direetives and flagrantly included my old corporate financial statements in his
9/10/12's filings: for this action alone, Pm asking the Appeal Board to take severe action vs. the
Oppeoser by dismissing this epposition with prejudice and P've additionally asked Cmsr. Deborah
Cohn: EXHIBIT B to refer Attorney Anil V. George to the US Dept. of Justice for possible
CRIMINAL ACTION and to the American Bars for appropriate civil and administrative action.

3). My Mauttiple Brooklyn Nets’ Brands are currently registered live Lounisiana Trademarks
and were registered with the Louisiana Office of Trademarks since 2003-04 calendar year,
almost ten years age and my Louisiana Trademarks cover all of the 20+ Web Extensions

that are fully registered on and off the Internet since their inception and Pve maintained my
portfolio of Web Addresses with GoDaddy.Com Registrar and I’ve had a Long Term Pre-
Paid DeLuxe Top Rated Web Hosting Contract with GoDaddy and it’s pre-paid until 2017:
EXHIBIT C, our contractual Web Hosting arrangements are good for an additional 5+
years from now.

4). I’ve continuously used my Brooklyn Nets’ Network On and Off the Internet thru my
Commercial ArtWorks, my Musie promefing others thru my Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s '
Artworks and related Musikal Tracks and this is to confirm that any day from now, a series
of our Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Products: EXHIBIT C will globally reach our targeted
markets thru the Apple Stores’ and the TuneCore Stores’ & related Commercial Platforms.

© 5). For the last 10 years, Pve continuously tried to work with these parties opposing my
Brooklyn Nets’ Brands/Marks and I’ve NOT been successfal in establishing an equitable
relationship with them but I’ve refased to give any permission to the Opposer or any other
party, thereby, ’ve NOT given any rights to any person or any entity to nse my established
Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and thereby, any such use witheut my autheorization coustitutes theft
by deception of my persoual and my corporate assets and my intellectual properties.

6). On 9/12/05: EXHIBIT D, I met with VP Raudall Toure of Forest City Ratner
Companies, the Develaper of the Brooklyn Arena, LLC, and that meeting was arranged by
the Develaper ‘s sister: Madame Ellen F. Ratner. The meeting with VP Toure resulted from
his request to continue to work Ms. Ratuer under the conditions that she will get 10% of my
projeet which was not acceptable te me and a counter prapasal was issued to all concerned
parties that ’m willing to use Ms. Ratner as a Consultant or place her in a position of Vice
Chairman of my Brooklyn Neis* Project but a working aud an earning executive position,

‘IO/II I Page: 2 /N
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not getting access to 10% of my assets without earning it and my counter propesal resalted
from Dev. Bruce Ratner’s email communication: *What is this” and “Not to have anymore

contact or commusication with them”.

“7). It should he noted from 2003 to 2011 that no one from the Opposer’s side had any
interest in working together with me or to farther place anyone in a pesition to co-

‘implementing my Brooklyn Nets® initiatives until 2011 when the Opposer started their
Opposition of my Brooklyn Nets® Application/Registration aud it’s based on communication
and contacts that Pve personally had with:- |

a). Mr. Randafl Toure, VP of Community Affairs of Forest City Ratner Companies;

b). Numerous direct personal and indirect contacts that I had with NBA VP for Talents’
Management, Ms. Chrysa Chin that she assured me numerous times that the NBA plans to
use their New York Nets® already established Brand and they did start using it for a while
and had dropped it and thereafter started using my Brooklyn Nets’ Brands, without my
authorization;

¢). I also had two phone conversations with NJNets’ Pres. Irina Paviova and again reassured
me that they do not plan to use my Brookiyn Nets* Brands as represented in their
communication but please keep in mind that I’ve proposed a compreheunsive $1 Billion
Project to the NJNets’ Organization, thereafter, the same was also propesed to the NBA and
alt documents that I've filed with the Appeal Board and the USPTQ will reflect that the
Brooklyn Nets’ initiatives to use my Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and/or Marks, were mine not
the NJNets Organization neither the NBA and neither any other third party; and

d). Based on al of the contacts and communication Trom alt concerned parties, it’s apparent
that officials of the NBA and NJNets’ Organization were lying to me and the Appeal Board
and Cmsr. Deborah Cohn are required to treat these folks as liars, pretenders, piraies and
swindlers based on the facts as enumerated. In my book, it's a case of theit by deceptiou by

~ Mr. M. Prokborov, the Majority Owner of the NJNets by deceiving the public at large in
English and in Russian that he owns the Brooklyn Neis’ Brands and Marks.

8). Since numerous requests to the Opposer, have been made to have its people, available for
deposition, were completely ignored, but I still plan to file Criminal Complaints and Criminal
Charges vs. Attorney George based on its conversion of my $1 Rillion Proposal, its use of the
Brookiyn Nets’ Brands are based on my ideas on my prposed co-implementations of the Brocklyn
Nets® Business Concept, as well as Privileged Materials presented to the Opposer for parinership
but the Opposer turned my initiatives into Theft of my Personal and Corporate Properties and the
Opposer’s plan to use my proposal as it wishes, which iz in violation of my federal privacy and
related New York State Iaws and their theft of my persenal and corperate properties of my $1
Billion Biz Proposal as cnunciated in multiple Cease & Desist Notices to the Opposer because the
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Confidential $1 Billion Biz Proposal was presented to the Arena Developer in 2005, re-intraduced to
the NJNets in 2010 and same final proposal was made to the Cmsr. David Stern in 2011 and these
initiatives were outside of the Appeal Board®s proceedings and had nothing to do with the
proceedings of this Appeal Board. Tnfo provided by the Opposer to the Appeal Board, is purely
baseless since financial info is not reflecting my real financial network based on inflation and I’ve

" always affirmed ny full ownership of ¢he Brooklyn Nets® Brands/Marks for almost 10 years. That’s
why my multiple propesals have been issued to all top execatives of the Opposer’s Organization in
order to develop a partnership but not letting them use my Brooklyn Nets® Brands for nothing.

9). Lastly, Pve issued numerous Cease & Desist Notices to all concerned parties as noted coupled
.with a long list of officials to be deposed by me and my legal team as follows:-

a). Developer Bruce Ratuer, Sr. VP Randall Toure, Madame Ellen F. Ratner, and Executive
Staff of the Arena Development n Brooklyn and coordinating Arena’s Staff with NJNets;

b). Majority Owner Mikhai#l Prokhorov, NINets Pres. Irina Pavlova, Minority Owner Mr. S.
“Jay.Z” Carter and NJNets” Exeeutive Staff with direct contact with my $1 Billion Proposal;

¢). Executive Staff at Barclay’s Bank with pertinent info on the Arena Development in Brooklyn
and the Barclay’s past involvement in International Commerce of Slavery since the Bank’s
Logo will be inseribed on the Arena on public viewing and in the faces of the majority of
players which happen to be a majority African Americans;

d). Additional Staff of the NBA and the NBA Properties with direct knowledge of my $1 Biltion
Brooklyn Nets® Biz Proposal presented to Cmsr, David Stern in 2011; and

all of miy requests were ignored by the Opposer preventing me from deposing ail as noted above.

10). The Opposer has not ha@d NO public association with Breoklyn before 2011 and the Opposer
has had NO interest and/or any use in relationship of my Brooklyn Nets® Brands, until Jay-Z. -

~ started using the Brooklyn Nets® Label/Brand as a slogan in 2811 for the transfer of the NJNets to
Brooklyn for the purpose of marketing their relocation and their 2012"s Season and it was
extremely clear that Jay-Z appears to misrepresent the NJNets by stating in the Public Media that
the NJNets has been changed to Brooklyn Nets which is pure misrepresentation in its purest forms
since no researched materials are showing that such change has been legally done by the NJNets
except thru Attorney Anil V. George’s misrepresentation that the Opposer can use the Brooklyn
Nets® Mark without any USPTO’s registration during the extended Discovery Conference Call on
Wed. Dec. the 14®, 2011, Again this group is out of control without any regards to the Appeal
Board® Proceedings and the Applicant’s Legal Rights to a Pending Brooklyn Nets® Mark and its
fully registered Louisiana Brooklyn Nets’ Trademarks & its Brooklyn Nets’ Brands as a valid and
bona fide set of Brooklyn Nets* Marks/Brands as registered thru the State of Lonisiana Trademark
Office, and valid until 2022 thru the Applicant’s 33-year-old parent corporation: the Dr. Cassagnol
Institute of Research, Inc.. ‘

11). If Interlocutor Baxley does a quick review of the USPTQ and the Appeal Board’s Case Files on
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my Application and the Opposer, it would be extremely easy to see that from 1979 to 2012 for 33
years that the Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc. has had the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and the
Brooklyn Nets’ Marks under the organizational umbrella of its parent corporation for almost 10
years but to the contrary the Opposer’s historieal and marketing materials up to its opposition, has
for 35 years: EXHIBIT E , from 1977 to 2012, the Opposer has been using NJNets (New Jersey
Nets) ONLY, thereby, it’s inconceivable that the Opposer will have any claim on my Breoklyn
Nets” Brands and Brooklyn Nets’ Marks sinee the Opposer’s liistorical marketing evolution and
logos have NOT shown any of it as represented before the Opposer started its opposition in 2011.

12). 1t’s imperative that Interlocutor Baxley and the Appeal Board in recognizing these present
legal trademark opposing situations for what they’re pure intimidation, harassment and bullying
by preventing Attorney Anil V. George from making 2 mockery of these proceedings of its Appeal
Board because it’s extremely apparent that the Opposer is using all existing legal loopholes to
bully its ways into future usage of my Bona Fide Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and our legally valid
Louisiana Brooklyn Nets” Marks that I’ve been using for more than 9 years under the
organizational umbrella of my 33 years old parent corporation, the Dr. Cassagnol Institute of
Research, Inc., a Delaware Corporation registered in Louisiana as a Foreign Corporation.

13). I’ve issued numerous Cease & Desist Notices to the NBA, to NBAP, to the NJNets’
Organization and all other Concerned Parties in re. o their usage of my Brooklyn Nets’ Global
Brands and my Brooklyn Nets’ Marks as reflected on attachments:-

1). EXHIBIT F: The Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Product-Lines/Marketing Artwork (1 Page);
2). Exhibit G: Dr. Cassagnol Designer’s Ensemble Brooklyn Nets’ Artworks as 3 Web Pages;
3). Exhibit H: The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network’s List of Global Brands (3 Pages);
3). E‘Xl‘li‘bit ¥: Multiple Cease & Desist Notices to the NJNets’ Organization & Others (3 Pages);
5). And Exhibit J: Multiple Louisiana Trademark Documents & Others (6 Pages);

" representing a listing of contacts and correspondence showing that the Oppeser has had nothing to

do with my Brooklyn Nets’ Brands. Further neticing their pirating activities of my Brooklyn Nets’
Brands and that’s why I wanted to depose all concerned parties in order for the Opposer to state
clearly why the Opposer would start using my Brooklyn Nets’ Brands only after 2011 and to have
opportunities to justify their flagrant infringement of my Intellectual Properties since if one looks
at my ehronological contacts with the Opposer and its group, one ¢an easily see that in 2005 when I
made my Brooklyn Nets’ Proposal to the Arena’s Developer, the CEO of the Brooklyn Arena,
LLC) as noted on attachments of 9/12/2005, there was no indication that my Brooklyn Nets’
Brands and my Brooklyn Nets’ Marks will be used by Developer Bruce Ratner, and thru several of
my Brooklyn Nets’ Proposals introduced to the NBA and the NJNets” Organization, again, there
was no interest in using my Brooklyn Nets’ initiatives as presented but from 2011 to 2012, the
Opposer has maneuvered to start using the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands without my permission even
though it was my original idea to the Developer and my sole initiatives to others to eo-develop
and/or co-use the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands but my Brooklyn Nets’ Brands have never being theirs,
thereby, it’s a clear case of piracy,, fragrant misrepresentation of ownership, apparent fraudulent
usage of my Brooklyn Nets Marks and my Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and the Opposer’s illegal
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conversion of my Intellectual Properties, manipulating the public by giving to the public and to
the media, the false impression that the NJNets® Organization and Mr. M. Prokkorov own the

Brooklyn Nets® Mark and their conspiracy to steal my Personal and Corporate Intellectual
Properties, purely based on deception and misrepresentation of their ownership of my trademark.

14). T would also like to bring to the Board’s attention that "'m patiently waiting for their final
order in order to pursue civil and criminal charges vs. the Opposer and its group and 1

would furthermore Iike to remind the Board that the Oppeoser has followed its own rules thru these
proceedings and the Opposer’s behaviors are a principle case of completely involving in trademark
bullying, performing trademark intimidation and carrying out trademark harassment vs. me as
P’ve indicated during the Discovery Conference on Dec. 14%., 2011.

15). As previously indicated, I’ve made multiple requests for the Opposer® s Executives to be
deposed but to no avail since Attorney Anil V. George has ignored alt of my past requests of all
concerned parties of the NJNets® Organization, the NBA, the NBAP, Dev. Bruce Ratuer and its
Arena’s Group, The Barclays Center’s Executives and staff, and other concerned parties with
direct knowledge of my $1 Biflion Brooklyn Nets* Proposal presented as my Brooklyn Nets® Biz
Initiatives not theirs and by deposing them I would have opportunities te disprove that the
Opposer has had no interest in my Brooklyn Nets® Brands and my Brooklyn Nets® Marks until
2011, almost 10 years that Pve had full ownership of such Brooklyn Nets* Marks, from which 21 of
my global Webh Addresses and extensions are registered thru major Internet Registrars in the US,
in China, in Europe, in the Pacific Islands and in Canada and I"ve maintained full control of these
Brooklyn Nets® Entertainment Network®s Trademarks that are valid until 2022 thru my
trademarks registered thru the Louisiana Office of Trademark.

16). And therefore, I would moreover like to reiterate my interests as previously recommended to
the Board and to the Opposer to find ways to setile this case since these issues are not going to go
away without a final resolution and because it’s fully known to the public at large that the Opposer
has maneuvered to link its logo to the “B” word which in the public knowledge, means bitches,
prostitutes and drug dealings and by doing so, the Opposer has directly and indirectly maliciously
and injuriously linked my 33-year-old organization to this negative labels and thereby the Opposer
is currently involved in marketing activities denigrating my Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and my
original Organizational Marks, That is why I would like the Interlocutor and the Appeat Board to
encourage the Opposer to immediately resolve all outstanding issues and settle this case. Otherwise
I will have no other choice but to file a slew of civil complaints and criminal charges vs. all
concerned parties in front of the US Dept. of Justice. Because it should be erystal clear to all
concerned parties that the Opposer’s Refusal to be deposed, it’s already vividly reflecting the
Opposer’s lack of honesty, deficit of truthfulness and its inabilities to disprove any intellectual
property rights to my rightful possession of my Brooklyn Netz* Brands and related Lounisiana’s
Marks that I’ve had full ownership of such Brooklyn Nets* brands for almost 10 years.

. 17). I similarly would like to point out to the Board that the current Intellectual Property Act and
related property laws did not intend for the Opposer to abuse the system thru its Trademark
Ballying and Trademark Harassment but the Opposer is redefining its application thru its legal
maneuvers and it’s sad that ’ve had to go thru these legal hoops in order to reach a final

- ﬂ/’/”' Page: 6 | | ﬂ/ﬂ
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resolution of this trademark application’s process and its appeal proceedings.

18). Therefore, ’m imploring the TTA Board to look into why an Intent to Use the Brooklyn Nets
Mark was issued by the USPTO to the NJNets while the proceedings were still on because it’s vs.
standard legal protocols and human logies for a challenger to obtain a permit to use right while
an Applicant is under consideration for the same pending right to be issued to the rightful party.

19). Please note that when Attorney Anil V. George had tried to set up the Dec. 14" Discovery
Conference, Attorney George had no difficulties contacting me back and forth but when he had to
schedule the Opposer*s Exeeutives as listed abeve for their deposition, Attorney George has
completely ignored my multiple requests for such. Thereby, Pm requesting the Appeal Board to
penalize the Opposer for not following the trademark rules and to dismiss its opposition with
prejudice. I would moreover love to send to the Board and to the Opposer, advanced samples of a
series of my Designer’s Products to be on the global markets any day from now but based on

my experience and knowing Attorney Anil V. George’s MOs., he will NOT hesitate to release them
for me without my authorization hefore their near official launch and it’s very sad to feel that way
because of my direct experience with Attorney George, he gives me the impression that he’s NOT
the kind of person that I would have lunch with, because I’ve the strongest fear and his modalities
of wining by any means, that he will put something in my foods. Since the Oppaoser started to use
my Brooklyn Nets® Brands after 2011, the Opposer’s action maybe classified under what I cail:
The Squatter’s Doetrine, whereas Pve a Summer House in the Hamptons on Long Island, T
used the Summer House only on Weekend and the Opposer decided to use my Summer House,
when Pm NOT using it and im our case by using my Suramer House without my auwthorization, is
purely eriminal, period. Another example as well put by Former Gov. David Paterson, is a
Reserved Parking Space’s Doctrine in Brooklyn, New York City, whereas ['ve had a
Reserved Annually Pre Paid Parking Space at a Condo Building for almost 10 years and a Rnssian
Billionaire moved from New Jersey to Brooklyn and tried to convince the Condo’s Board to assist
him in taking over my pre-paid long term parking space because my parking space is well located
and extremely convenient for him and it’s very well within the range of illegality since I’ve had that
parking space for almost 10 years and figuratively that is exaefly what the NJNets” Organization
and Majority Owner M. Prokhorev would like the Appeal Board and USPTO to assist them in
illegally taking over my established Brocklyn Nets’ Brands i.e. my fuily registered and bone fide
Louisiana Brooklyn Nets” Marks, period.

20). Please also notice that the Oppoer has been extremely overzealous in using my Brooklyn Nets’
Brands since Attorney had arrogantly issued an ultimatom to me that they will use the Brooklyn
Nets” Mark without or without my permission and started doing so during 2011 and continue to so
during this year before the final order of the Appeal Board. Agaim, Attorney George hag been
extremely disrespectful to me, extremely condescending by littlering me in his small ways, to me
it’s pure insanity since I was educated in New York City thru the City University of New York,
with a professional graduate degree from Long Island University and my doctoral and past
doctoral works done at New York University School of Education and Technology, in addition to
specialties in international business law, I find it extremely ironic that Attorney George would act
Tike is more educated than me because I speak more than 3 langnages and lived as a behavioral
scientist in Asia and Eastern Europe for 6 years, As a scientist, I feel strongly that Attorney George

/9//’!' | Page: 7 . ‘ Mﬁ
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has a lot of difficulties dealing with me since he’s accustomed to deal with these young black
players and instruct them what the NBA and he wants to do, that’s why he had calied me and
arrogantly directed me to extend its time of opposition of this mark, and ¥ found it a Iack of cuiture
to address someone the like of myself by his first name since he and Pve not been friendly to each
other and his overzealous efforts in conspiring to steal my Brooklyn Nets* Brands, thereby it's
extremely criminal in my book, period.

21). Pm also strongly requesting that the Opposer’s Intent to Use of Brooklyn Nets® Mark to be
reversed ASAP and its revocation be implemented, immediately. Again, the Board should look at
the Opposer”s illegal maneuvers to take over my bona fide Brooklyn Nets® Marks. Accordingly, I
pray that the Board finally rejects and dismisses this oppaesition by the NJNets and by issuing a
definitive rejection and/or a fall dismissal to the Opposer with prejudice since the Opposer has -
categorically and has continuously refused to follow the Trademark Rules & Practice of the Board.
Furthermore, the Opposer has alse ignored the Applicant’s multiple requests for their officials m
past contacts with me to be deposed in order for me to reconfirm and to further prove that the
Opposer has had zerc mterest in the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands until 2011 while I've had full
functional control and full intellectual property rights of the Brooklyn Nets” Brands under
Louisiana Trademark Law, and the Opposer Is in full contempt of using my corporate materials
that the Opposer was not permitted to use against Interhucutor Baxley’s directives, thereby, Pm
again respectfully asking Attorney Andrew Baxley to ask the TTA Board te dismiss this oppaosition

with prejudice on basis of the truth and facts as en ted ahove.
/54
|

Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol
Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors
CyberVillage Corporation
The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network

7 ~ Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc.
P.O. Box 740 Bronx, New York 10467-0740
Date: Io/ ' / /2

Respectfully Submitted By Affiant:

1—516-3—Musemn (368—7386)

- ‘-vu-n'm

STATE Of New York ) L@@PY

COUNTY OF THE BRONX ) S.S.:

L

Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol, being first duly swqm on oath according to
law, affirms that he has read the foregoing Affidavit of Ambassador Dr. Francois de
Cassagnol by his subscribed and that the matters stated herein, are true to the best

of his information, knowledge and belief.

| <N
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me, this .....\....... Day of Dlmw’, 2012
4
X -
NOTARY PUBLIC :
HEMANT C. DESAI

Notary Public. State of New York
¥ - Reg. No. 01DEJ051735
Page. 8 Qualified in Bronx County

My Commission Expires, Ay !q b
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Office of the Comptroller, City of New York

NOTICE OF CLAIM

CLAIMANT’S INFORMATION:-

CLAIMANT’S NAME Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol
' Tel. # (516)-3-MUSEUM (368-7386) & (718) 874-6439

Official Mallmg Address: P.O. Box 740 CyberVillage Corporation
The B’klyn Nets Entertainment Network

www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv
WilliamsBridge Station, Bronx, New York 10467-0740

‘The Dr. Cassagnol Organization (DrCO) Tax LD. Numbers:-

LD. # @I (Dr. Cassagnol Foundation, Inc.) NYC Vendor # 0001211997-1 ,
DBA The Afro-Hispanic American Chambers of Commerce and The B’ klyn—Nets Pro-

Sports’ Association: www.Brooklyn-Nets.org; and

LD. # GERNER (Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research, Ine.) NYC Vendor #
0001211869-1 DBA The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group in
connection with The Global Diaspora PAC, Inc. and CyberVillage Corporation (The
B’klyn-Nets Entertainment Network): www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv and its 19 other

extensions noted as per attachments.

The Dr. Cassagnbl Institute of Research, Inc., their parent corporation is a MBE Certified
thru the New York State MBE Certification Program (File # 8944) and registered with The
New York City Mayor’s Office of Contracts and NYC-FMS Vendor Program as per the 2

attached letters of Enrollment.

The Dr. Cassagnol Organization (DrCO) was established in 1979 by Amb. Dr. Frangois de
Cassagnol, its Founder & Chairman of its Board of Directors. The Institute, the Foundation
and The Global Diaspora PAC are incorporated with the State of Delaware but the Dr. Cassagnol
Foundation is a non-profit corporation with a 501(c)(3) Tax-Exempt Status as a Charitable,
Religious, Educational and Scientific Foundation and The Global Diaspora PAC is classified as a
501(c)(4) Tax-Exempt PAC fully registered as a Tax-Exempt Political Action Corporation with

the United States Federal Electlon Commission.
CERTWIED & TRUE COPY, ﬂ;(L

Vatfer | oFORGNALDCUMENT
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Amb. Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol’s Notice of Claim vs. The City of New York............. Page: 2

CLAIM’S INFORMATION:-

City Agencies Involved: New York City Economic Development Corp., The Deputy Mayor
‘s Offices for Economic Development and related NYS, Federal &
NYC Economic Development Agencies of The City of New York -
presently involve with the NJNets’ Arena and the NBA in Brooklyn.

NATURE OF CLAIM:-

1). On April 19 2011, the US Patent & Trademark Office (U SPTO) published in its Official
Gazette, our www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv and indicated their intent to issue a Certificate of Registration
to CyberVillage Corporation within 30 days if there was no opposition but within that 30 days time
line, NJNets filed for an extension to oppose and after the end of the 90 days accorded to them, a
voicemail was left for me by NBA with their intent to work something out with me in order to get
another 30 or 60 days extension to oppose me but NBA failed to propose any strategies to resolve
pertinent issues, therefore I was left with no other option but to reject their request for another
extension since the NBA had more than 6 years to collaberate with me in addition to the 90 days
given to them by the Trademark Trial & Appeal Board. Please note that their Attorney Mr. Anil V.
George has used all of the legal ruses to get my permission to challenge my own Brooklyn Nets’
Trademark but to no avail. All during that time, Attorney George has been pretending that they
own the Brooklyn Nets’ Mark but to the best of my knowledge, he has filed intent to use the
Brooklyn Nets and the New York Nets , that does not give them rights over the 2 marks, even though
all concerned have been fully aware of my full use of the Brooklyn Nets’ Mark thru my Brooklyn

Nets Entainment Network, on and off the Internet;

2). It’s clear that thru Attorney Anil V. George’s correspondence of August 31%, 2011, that they are
completely neglecting that the facts on the evolution of the The B’klyn Nets Entertainment Network

and its 20 Web Addresses in the following manners:~

a). Our first application to form a National Sports’ Team, was respectively in 1982, 1993, 1996, 2003
and 2004 which commensurate our efforts in the development of the B’klyn Nets’ Entertainment
Network has been promoting New York City as the Pro-Sports’ Capital of the World in front of the
International Olympic Organization in our last community efforts to bring the Olympics to New
York City and our involvement has been noted in promoting other economic development activities
in Harlem and the Bronx Empowerment Zone Programs and their development;

b). On 9/12/05, I met with Randall Toure, a Sr. VP of Dev. Bruce C. Ratner and thru his sister Ellen

' F. Ratner to see how feasible to develop a partuership and to support their efforts to bring NJNets to
Brooklyn and I did my part in support them in front of the MTTA but later on I find out that their
only reason that they’ve met with me, was to collect info about my organization and to obtain my
support for them to bring the NJNets to Brooklyn and this was one more of their ruses;

- ¢). For the last 6+ years I’ve reached out to the Developer, the NJNets’ Organization and to the

Votly T b e
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NBA’s Cmsr. but to no avail and it came out crystal clear that their only purpose is to hijack my
Brooklyn Nets’ Mark into their complete use without my collaboration and compensation and every
reasen on their sides will come out when I get to depose all of them in order to expose their

misdeeds; and

d). The main purpose of this Notice of Claim is to get the City of New York’s attention not to be part
of NINets’ Organization and the NBA’s deceptive tactics in registering the Brooklyn Nets” Mark
with different NYC, NYS and Federal Agencies without them knowing the NBA Attorney route’s in
trying to use the back door to claim rights to a Brooklyn Nets’ Mark that is currently in dispute in
front of the Trademarks Trial & Appeal Board. And for some reason beyond my comprehension as
a scientist, the NBA & the NJNets’s Organization have refused to understand that I own a priceless

mark and they’re the challenger, not the owner; and

3). A CONFIDENTIAL $1+ Billion Business Proposal was presented to Dev. Bruce Ratner, later on
to the NJNets Organization and to the NBA Cmsr. But within the last 6 years in lieu of working with
the Dr. Cassagnol Organization, they’ve been involved in a campaign to be little me and my
organization and thereby my intent is to pursue a $1 Billion Jlawsuit if these issues are not
successfully resolved and therefore this notice is given a chance to The City of New York not to be
engaging in any supporting activities in re. to their quest to use the Brooklyn Nets’ Mark without
my collaboration as the legal owner since 1983 and thru its usages throughout the last 6+ years of
ray ownership. After the NBA Cmsr.’s receipt of a Confidential Business Package on May 27,2011
and it may take deposing the Cmsr. to find out if the package was not used for purpose un-intended
since Attorney Anil V. George has been extremely desperate to using ways to take over my Brooklyn
Nets’ Mark without any compensation to our erganization because again, their intent is not to
collaborate with our organization as the legitimate owner of the Brooklyn Nets’ Mark registered

_thru the Trademark Office of the State of Louisiana in April 15"., 2003, our TradeMark Reg. # is
RRO 58-2434 issued in May 17, 2004 as per attachments and it was also filed with same The US
Patent & TradeMark Office in 2006. Thereby it’s very apparent that the NBA and NJNets’
Organizational intent to use the Brooklyn Nets’ Mark in lieu of using the Nets’ Mark or the New
York Nets as intended which could be a clear violation of our intellectual rights. Although we’ve
made countless efforts in reaching directly to all concerned parties but they’ve neglected to reach
out to us in clarifying their position in the acquisition and/or co- development of the Brooklyn Nets
Entertainment Network as proposed thru our $1 Billion Business Proposal.

Therefore in order to protect our rights, we’ve filed this Notice of Claim for the same $1 Billion
amount as previously proposed thru 2011. Please note that we’ve attached numerous pieces of
documentation confirming the potential losses of our intellectual properties and the unintended uses
of our business proposals which violate our intellectual and property rights thru our exclusion as
original creator and developer of the Brooklyn Nets’ conceptual framework outlined on our final
proposal to the NBA Cmsr.. Thereby if the issues are resolved thru The United States Trademark
Trial & Appeal Board ACS Process, I plan to file a lawsuit vs. all concerned parties in the Bronx
County Court System, in addition to ask the NYS MBE Program to look at the Arena’s MBE

Community Participation and to also ask:- '

I). the NYS Attorney Gen.’s Office k wocate’s Office to investigate the following:-
Y XD :

e/l GFORGAALDocAEY _ o
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). Barclays’ past involvement in the international slavery trade to the Americas and to look if it’s
fitting for their logo to be on a major sports’ arena in Brooklyn, New York; and

II). to look at Its Majority Owner, Chairman Mikhail Prokhorov’s riches from being a communist
in the 90ies. toward becoming a multi-billionaire in just less than 20 years thru the Soviet and
Russian Biz System of doing business and where the money is from that he had invested in the

'NJXNets because I plan to depose all of the concerned parties from Cmsr. David Stern & Staff to
Chairman Mikhail Prokhorov, Pres. Irina Pavlova & Staff; from Dev. Bruce Ratner, his sister
and Staff to Barelays’ Leadership and Staff; and other concerned parties pertinent to this case
and in their efforts in depriving me and my organization of our rights to take advantages of our
intellectual and property rights attached to our Brooklyn Nets’ Louisiana’s Trademark.

TOTAL AMOUNT CLAIMED: §$1+ Billion (One Plus Billion Dollars)

Gt D3¢ -

Ambassador DF. Francois de Cassagnol
Licensed NYC Ordained Multi-Faith Minister for Life

Claimant’s Signature:

o e RECOPY NY C Office of the City Clerk ID # 1438531
%wﬁmﬁ | Behavioral Research Scientist & Designer
opOT ACADEMICIAN |

J.D., International Business IQa.W‘

SS: STATE OF NEW YORK CEMPEDATRUECORY.
" City of New York fﬁw OF ORIGINAL DOCUMER -

i .

Subscribed And Sworn To ‘Befdr&" Me..

. ‘ =

~ NOTARY

To: Office Of The Comptroller
Division of Law - Room 1225
South 1 Centre Street, New York, NY 10007

Tel. # (212) 669-4736
Copies were served to:-
1). USPTO-TTA Board;

2). Attorney Anil V. George, NBAP; and
3). All Other Concerned Parties.



" NOTICE OF PUBLICATION UNDER §12(a) .
MAILING DATE: Mar 30, 2011-
PUBLICATION DATE: Apr19, 2011

The mark identified below will be published in the Official Gazetie on Apr 19, 2011..
Any party who believes they will be damaged by registration of the mark may
oppose its registration by filing an opposition to registration or a request to extend
the time to oppose within thirty (30) days from the publication date on this notice. If
no opposition is filed within the time specified by law, the USPTO may issue a .

Certificate of Registration. :

To view the Official Gazette online or to order a paper copy, visit the USPTO
website at hitp:/Aww.uspto. goviweb/trademarks/tmog/ any time within the
five-week period after the date of publication. You may also order a printed version

from the U.S. Government Printing: Office (GPO) athttp://booksfore.gpo.gov or
202-512-1800. To check the status of your application, go to htip://tarr.uspto.gov/.

SERTAL MUMEER: 76662605
MARK: WWW . BROOKLYN-NETS. TV
CWNER: CYEERVILLAGE CORPORATION

ox 740 CyberVillage Corporation
The Dr. Cassagno! Publishing House
3 iEis ios & Museum Group, Bronx, NY 10467




D CHsapiiol B'Klyn Nets Web-TradeNames s
| ™

www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv
www.BrooklynNets.tv
www.Brooklyn-Nets.us
www.BrooklynNets.us
www.Brooklyn-Nets.shop
www.BrooklynNets.shop
www.Brooklyn-Nets.ws
www.BrooklynNets.ws
www.Brooklyn-Nets.cn
www.BrooklynNets.cn
www.Brooklyn-Nets.game
www.BrooklynNets.game
www.Brooklyn-Nets.info
www.BrooklynNets.inio
www.Brooklyn-Nets.club
~ www.BrooklynNets.club
www.Brooklyn-Nets.agent
www.BrooklynNets.agent
~ www.Brooklyn-Nets.sport
www.BrooklynNets.sport
www.Brooklyn-Nets.biz
www.Brooklyn-Nets.org

&,
*

Amb. Dr. Francois de Cassagnol
Designer & Chief Architect

CyberVillage Corporation
The B’klyn Pro-Sports’ Association

Wffos . e
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STATE OF LOUISIANA COMMERCIAL DIVISION
SECRETARY OF STATE Unitorm Commerclal Gode
W. FOX McKEITHEN - {225) :::-5542
SECRETARY OF STATE P LoD (225) 342-7011
Administrative Services
{225) 925-4704

Fax
{225) 8254728

HELEN J. CUMBO
ADMINISTRATOR

May 17, 2004 o 254004

Fax

Dr. Cassagnol 58-2434 (226) 9220435

P.O. Box 740
Broux, New York 10467-0740

Dear Sir/Madam:

THE B'KLYN PRO-SPORTS ASSOCIATION WWW.BROOKLYN-NETS.TV;
.INFO; .US; .ORG; .WS;BIZ; .SHOP; AND ALL... PROMOTING NEW YCRK
CITY AS THE PRO-SPORTS CAPITAL OF THE WORLD! & LOGO

It has been a pleasure to approve and place on file your
Trademark. The appropriate evidence is attached for your

files, and the original has been placed on file in this.
office.

Payment of the filing fee is acknowledged by this letter.
If we can be of further service at any time, please let us

know. :

Sincerely,

Pibens G Casmbs—

Helen J. Cumbo

RRO

Mailling Address: P, 0. Box 84125, Eaton Rouge, LA * T0804-8125
Orice Location: 2548 Ukited Plars, Szten Reugs=, LA « 70800

85301 Rev, 08/00
Web Site Address: www.sos.loulslana.gov
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W. Fox McKeithen A . : ’
Secretary of State TRADEMARK OR SERVICE MARK
L (Pursuant to R.S. of 1950, Title 51, ‘Chapter 1, Part VI as amended)
Enclose $50.00 flling fee Return to Commercial Division '
Make remittance payable to P.0O. Box 94125
Secretary of State ' Baton Rouge; LA 70804-9125
Do not send cash _ Phone (225) 925-4704
Web Site: www.sec.state.la.us

PARISH/COUNTY OFM@ZCAEMO | - -
Check One:” () Trade Name (w9 Trademark- ( } Service Mark

| 6. Enter class(es) in which trademark or service mark is registered:

STATE OF AoU fS_)’& "R

Check One: '(Vﬁ).ﬁgirial Filing ( ) Renewal

1. Name of person(s) Corporahon Limited Laab[hty ‘Comipany or Partriership appfyrng for régistration: 134 w e
' smg o, /41&. i

2. If applicant is a corporation, list state of incorporation:

3. Full street address and P. O. Box address cnty, state; and zip oanphcant M e 57 .

Name of tradé name, trademark orF service mark to be reglstered If logo is included, piease descnbe If the LOGO of your
s e 8 i

trade name, trademark or service mark is part of your registration, atiach 3 capies of design. & 7~

720 - SPaa?js_A:ggcm-ﬁau wg__@%é/va-ﬁ@ e TV

: FEnrionws New York Cl A %g;_ez,,_mm oF

f)m &
Type 0 Usinass or I‘l'gf%f g‘oods or.services to Wthh the trade name trademark or serv:ce mark is applled ” ‘G, Ve

Llyut Foa- Stons 7 et e LBosnicy Jile. 2

Fhen ey F2
C!ass [i5st on reverse sige. There is a $50egistration fee for each class number registered. 'ﬁ :
/VM /87 [223

7. Date frade name, trademark or service mark first used by applicant
- Month, DaS/ Year

8. Date trade name, traéie‘mark or ser\rice mark first used in Louisiana

cant, am tha owner of the trade name, trademark or service mark sought to be registered and no other person fi rm
d tian has the right ta such use in such class, either in the identicat form hereinabove described, or

I, the apph
be calculated to deceive, and the facsimiles or counterparts herein filed are true and

association, union or cOrp
in any-such resembfaqce thereto as may

correct. ‘ )
Swom to and subscnbea* before me, the undersigned Notary Public, on this date:

¥

The below named person swears that he is the apphcant orgng
golng application, and that the facts alleged in said apphc

I:casl:gﬁ\ruﬂed Re jsegﬁ%m le

» Pk
- ' __Mg&g._b_ﬂﬁtsm
g A Snckif- e 3y

{See instructions on back)

19 Rev. 4/99
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- o

McKeithen
SECRETARY OF STATE

Mo/ gza»udkﬁyr%fQQZ%ﬁ@ g{ﬁﬁﬁagzzué %(ﬂszauénknag.Jgaéiéamuétcaﬁﬁéﬁ; Hat

DR. CASSAGNOL INSTITUTE OF RESEARCH, INC., located at P.O.
BOX 5454, BOSSIER CITY, LA 71111,

Has filed for record in this department an application for
the trade mark

THE B'KLYN PRO-SPORTS ASSOCIATION WWW.BROOKLYN-NETS.TV;
.INFO; .US; .ORG; .WS;BIZ; .SHOP; AND ALL... PROMOTING NEW YORK
CITY AS THE PRO-SPORTS CAPITAL, OF THE WORLD! & LOGO

Which was first used in the State of Louisiana on February
14, 1996, for Class 35, Miscellaneous,

Said applicatién was filed and recorded dn this Office on
May 17, 2004, which recordation is for a term of ten years
from the date hereof.

.ﬁ;z &J&'}nmy wﬁereo//f f Aave hereunlo sel
ﬂ%péand%nu{auMmddée5€a(9ﬂﬂ%;é%%m

daAeq4ﬁnw{a(£éz%ﬁéyg/f@bdn:g%hﬁgean,
May 17, 2004

RO 58-2434

CERTIFICATE S5 102 PRINTED SEAL (06/03)
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. lisn x & Museum Gr
The,Dr, Cassaanol Publishing iouse, Studics & Museurm Group

in connection with The Global Diaspora SuperFAC Fund |

kA
Behavioral Research Scientist & Designer
Founder & C of the Board of Directors
Dy u%myno/ oundalion MWJ
... a BOKoHE) Nom- Profit; Fan- Fusemps, Chasitable, Educolioncd;, Foisntilin § Fooncamic Dovolopmont Vegunivation!
wivw.Brookiyn-Nets.org
The Brookiyn Nets Entertainment Nelwork
PO. Bow 740 @ Williaems Bridye Hation, Drona, Neww Hork: 10467-0740 UST X

To: Mr. Shawn “Jay-Z" Carter, Minority Owner, - B e, o
The N.JNets”* Basketball Team, C/O 40/40 Club C‘ '
1115 Broadway, NY, NY 10010 b o

Copled to: Madame Irina Paviova, President, N.JNets’ Organization
Billy King, NJNets’ General Manager; Avery Johnson, NJNets’ Coach;
Brett Yormack, NJNets’ Chief Executive Officer; Lead Atforney Jeffrey B. Gewiriz;
and to the Attn, Of All Other Concerned Parties

Transmitted Via USPS Certified Mall & Return Mall Recelpt & 70// '3.5,00 ~0003 —655%' 0333

Re.: The Very Last Cease & Dasist Notices issued to Alf Concermned Parties in regards to
Unauthorized Use of the Dr. Cassagnol Institute of Research., Inc. (The instituts)
DBA CyberVillage Corp.’s Brooklyn Nefs' Marks and/or Brooklyn Nets® Global Brands.

Dear Mr. Shawn “Jay.Z" Carter:

This is to remind you that | met you and your Mom at the NYC Councll, years and years ago, and at that time, | gave
you my biz card and | had a chance to introduce myself as the Tull MBE owner of the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and
related Brooklyn Nets’ Marks and it's dishearfening to me to see you, representing yourself and the NJNets In
relationship to my Brooklyn Nets’ Brands because since 2003-2005 to present, all concerned parties knew that I've
fully Owned the Brooklyn Nets Brands or Marks and Its 21 Web Addresses which are fully reglstered as my
Trademarks with the Secretary of State of the State of Loulslana Trademerk Office.

From 2003-2005 to present, 've had & trall of contacts with the Arena Developer, with the NJNets Organization and
othertpcal officials from BP Marty Markowitz, the Mayor's Office, the Governor’s Office, other leaders of the
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NY City Councll, the NYS Assembly and NYS Senate, therefore, it's mind-baoggling to me: why would you
audaclously misrepresenting my ownership of the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands & Marks since the Brooklyn Nets’ Mark
has been under proceedings thru the US Trademark Trial & Appeal Board and It's clearly noted as per attachments
that it’s my pending certificate of trademark reglstration not yours or the NJNets. The NJNets /s the Challenger or
the Opposer and I'm the Owner and/or the Applicant, thereby, you and others must be on another planet to think
that you can audaciously use my Brooklyn Nets’ Intellectual Assets without the appearance of pirating or stealing
my intellectual propertias or without my explicit authorization which I've NOT given to any third party.

It's beyond my comprehension as a Sclentist, as an Academiclan and as an expert in International Law, how you
guys will have a proper defense In the Courts of Law, Le. why you're illegally using my Brooklyn Nets” Brands, right
now In 2012 since Pve had full ownership of the Brooklyn Nets’ Brands for almost 10 years and Attorney George,
Dev. Ratner and all other related parties knew about my Brooklyn Nets® activities from the very beginning of the
development of the Arena In Brooklyn, please also note that during my numerous meetings with the Developer's
Staff and they’ve asked me to support their relocation to Brooklyn and our organization did just that In front of the
New York City Metropolitan Transpartation Authority and at that time no one challenged my ownership of the
Brooklyn Nets’ Entertainment Network since 2003 or from the start of the Arena’s Development. In regard to any
possible settfement activities, I've spoken to several top level officlals of the NY City Council and the NYS
Leglslature and they’re on standby to mediate any real proposed offer of settlement by you or any other party on
behalf of the NBA, the NBAP and the NJNets Organization and there must be NO pre-condftions and everything

" must be on the table and If you do not offer a real settlement offer very soon, please get ready to notice a list of
NBA , NJNets Organization that my legal team would like to start deposing:-

1). You as a Minority Owner in order to establish: how much that you've eamed thru lllegally using my Brookiyn
Nets’ Brands, one example Is thru a Budweiser’s promotion during the Olympics and for you to axplain to me, why
you're letting the NJNets’ Organization using you at the expenses of the Dr. Cassagnol’s Organization, a Certifled

NYS Minority Business Enterprise;

2). Majority Owner M. Prokhorov, NJNets’ Organization & lts Senior Officials to find out why that the Team should
be profiting from using my Brooklyn Nets’ Brands before the Trademark Appeal Board’s final end of the year's

Decision; and

3). We would Itke to know why that the N.JNets’ Organlzation had made the strategic decision to use the “B” word in
your logo which is fully connected with Bitches, Prostitutes and Drug Dealers and linking It to our Brooklyn Nets’
Global Brands before the end of this yesr's final decision of the US Trademark Trial & Appeal Board.

I've made It extremely clear to all concemed partlas that if we can’t reach an amicable settlement, | will have no
cholce but to ask the US Department of Justice to look at your activities under the Racketeer influenced & Corrupt

Organizations (RICO Statute and/or Act) In regards to:-

1). Trademark Bullying & Maliclous Intimidation, Piracy & Grand Theft of my Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands & Marks
reglstered in Loulsiana and its pending reglistration thru the USPTQ and In front of the TM Trial & Appeal Board;

2). Fragrant Public Misrepresentation of your ownership of the Brookiyn Nets’ Brands & Marks as Apparant Fraud;
3). lilegal Conversion of my Brooklyn Nets’ Corporate Assets & Personal Froperties thru Trademark Bullying;

4). And thru carrying out Muitiple PR, Marketing activities and promoting sale of Brooklyn Nets’ Products and using
the leadership of the N.JNets’s Organization contributing to conspiracy to commit frauds thru using the institute’s
almost 10 year-old Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands & Marks reglstered thru its 33-year-old parent organization.

It's extremely apparent that every top level officlals of the NJNets’ Organization knew of my full ownership of the
Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and there Is no lagal defense for such plracy but again Irina and others have reassured me
that there was no plan to rename the NJNets, The Brooklyn Nets and at least one other NBA’s Sr. Official went
further and told me that the NJNets will be renamed the NY Nets NOT the Brooklyn Nets. Therefore you must Cease
& Desist all of your future activities thru using my Brooklyn Nets’ Brands and/or Marks.

1 think strongly that you've been misgulded bgg_ﬂ&A ’sLawy@m in making you to think that you can use my 10 years
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old Brookiyn Nets’ Brands without my approval but you’re wrong since my Brookiyn Nets’ Brands have been linked
to my 33 years old Corporation. Thereby, I strongly recommend that you immediately cease and desist from using
my established 10 years old Brooklyn Nets’ Brands, otherwise, | will file a slew of civil complaints and criminal
charges vs. you and your group. | must telf that it’s going to be extremely painful for me to do so since you’re doing
extremely well and you do not need fo pirate my Brooklyn Nets' Brands because it seems to me to be pure 24K
greed in order to help your friends at the NJNets’ Organization and automatically Increase your equity participation
with the team as a minority owner because you've made the calculus to screw me up and forgetting that you’re
picking a fight with someone the llke of my stature as a prominent American Sclentist with enormous. imellectual
capabllities to even go to the Supreme Court to prove that you're extremely wrong and you're illegally using my
Brooklyn Nets’ Brands without my approval and you know how you would classify someone using your assets
without your permission or providing any due compensation, it's pure theft of Intellectual properties, in this case

you’'re using ”és’s’é’té‘w%m mine not yours, period.

'm hoping that you guys am)paylng aftention fo last week’s Apple vs. Samsung’s Verdict, where Apple was
awarded $1.05 Billlon and this case will surely help me in court, solidifying my case for your pirating of my 10 years
old Brooklyn Nets’ Brands which has bean linked with my 33 years old parent corporation from its Inception in
addition that you’ve decided to link my Brooklyn Nets' Brands with the *B” word which has tarnished my overall
branding as a Designer and poliuting my Intellectual properties to your degree of willful infringement of my
Brooklyn Nets’ Marks which are fully registered with the USPTO and the State of Loulsiana Office of Trademarks.

Based on the above polnts, It's apparently clear that you've plrating and/or stealing my Intellectual properties
without my permission, thereby, if you don’t stop Immediately, | wilt have no other choice but to ask the Court for
thelr judicial Intervention in order for the Court to Issue an Order to sefze all of the Brookiyn Nets' Products that

you guys have on the global markets On and Off the internet.

Therefore, it would be helpful to you and others to encourage the NBA, NBAP, the NJNets’ Organization and others
the like of President Irina Paviova and Majority Owner M. Prokhorov to find ways to settle this case with ma, ASAP.
But what | do not understand as a Behavioral Sclentist, why that you’ve had an extremely non-traditional business
background and you're extremely lucky to be in your present position and you've represented yourself to become
extremely successful. You've a very nice famlly together with an extremely successful wife that | think strongly that
she one of the greatest successful young stars and she fooks like she I8 relatad to me in addition that if she is in a
room with me, others would think that she Is my daughter and for the life of me, why would you put yourseffin a
corner for me to file‘’a criminal complaint vs. you and your group thru the US Justice Dept. under the RICO Act, it's
sad since you do not'need that kind of aggravation for you to put your famlily thru this kind of situation and it's

very, very sad.

Respectiully Yours, |
_ 7 ) v ,/ J-'f/l ™
T e | Ambassaddr Dr. Frangdls de Cassagnol

Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors
The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network
CyberVillage Cosporation
in connection with

The Global Diaspora SuperPAC

1-516-3-Museum
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A Global Request to Pope Francis to pray for The Brooklyn Nets™
Pirates in Brooklyn and @ the Olympic Tower in New York City

God, we need your divine intervention to please send a Strong Message to the
Brooklyn Nets’ Pirates in Brooklyn and in New York City at the Opympic Tower
that you, God has NOT given to them, any God Given Rights to pirate the Dr.
Cassagnol Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands and ripping off Minister Dr. de
Cassagnol, every day on and off the Internet specially in Brooklyn, New York;

God, we need your divine intervention to please bring a bright light on these
Brooklyn Nets’ Pirates in Brooklyn and in New York City that we 've begged
them to work with us but in lieu of collaborating with us, these pirates have
decided to pick our pocket by continuing to pirating the Brookiyn Nets’ Global
Brands without permission or authorization from Minister Dr. de Cassagnol;

God, we need your divine intervention to please bring some clarity to their
frame of mind that the Bible made it very clear: Thy Should Not Steal, thereby,
God, you should send a Very Strong Message to these Brooklyn Nets’ Pirates
that since every day they ‘re picking the pockets of these Minority Basketball

* Players and they 're getting away with it, thereby they must understand that they
can’t continue to take advantage of other minorities in the ways that Brian G.
has labeled them as “slaves’ owners and/or slaves’ plantation overseer e

God, we neéd your divine intervention to please lead the Brookl:-yn Ne’ts 4 Pir-.ates
in Brooklyn and in New York City to do the right thing by stopping with their 4
flagrant piracy and theft of Dr. Cassagnol Brooklyn Nets’ Global Brands; and

Pope Francis, please ask everyone in the world, specially in New Ye ork City and
in Brooklyn to pray for these Brooklyn Nets’ Pirates because these folks have a
lot of difficulties understanding that the Dr. Cassagnol’s Intellef:t?a’zl‘ Assets are
NOT theirs for their taken and they must take financial responsibilities ’of the:r
misusage and abuses of the Dr. Cassagnol trademarked Brookiyn Nets g{obal
brands and again Pope Francis, please ask God to pray for these pirates in
order to stop abusing and pirating our Global Brands without any permission.

Yofs ‘ | Ae.
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LOCKOUT IS JUST START
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DAILY NEWS NYDailyNews.cor

OF NBA’S LABOR PAINS

hile announcing yesterday that

his owners had decided tolock

out the players, David Stem

managed to come up with one

pieceof good news on an other-
wise brutal dayfor his NBA.

Stern will not resort to going without a
shaveaslongasthetwosidescan’tagreeona
new collective bargaining agreement. Pro
basketball fans ntight not remember, but
when the commissioner and his owners
locked the players out in 1998, he didn’t picke
up his razor during the 204-day work stop-
page. '

“I wort't be doing that again,” he said.
“Sorry, it wasreallyugly.”

Aside from having problems with his ap-
pearance, Stern has good reason not to start
growing a “fockout” beard. The way this-one
is shaping up, he could be looking like Rip

Mitch
Lawrence ,

Van Winkle by the time his owners and play-
ersreach anagreement.

“We have a huge philosophical divide,”
Sternsaid.

Dotheyever.

Orwners say the cirrent economic system
isbroken. Allitdoes isassure thewm of red ink
on their bocks, and they're tired of losing
theirshirts,

Players counter that the current system is
fine, but they think that owners throw away
millions with bad signings. as Isiah Thomas
madea career doingwhen he ran the Knicks,

A plague on both their mansions?

But this is why we're in Day 1 ofan NBA
lockout, why Stern was talking about all the
negative fallout that is coming his way.

“I'm not scared,” he said. “Fm resigned to
the potential damage it can cause to our
league.”

There was damage m 1999, with the
league needinga good twoyears to rebuildits
goodwill with millions of fans. That's where
the two sides are headed again, because they
haven't found a way to divide $4.2 hillion.

“Our differences are mammoth,” said Bil-
Iy Hunter, executive director of the Players
Association.

Here’s what is particularly troubling, but
not surprising: Everybody has lmown about
the great philosophical divide ever since
ovmers and players decided to starinegotiat-

" ingin 2009. Yet, they have done nothing in

allthistimetoget on thesame page.

As Stern admitted yesierday, maybe they
need to chuck everything they’ve done so far
and just start over when talks resume in per-
haps another twoweeks.

In ease you reelly thought the two sides
were speaking the same language, the play-

ers’ last offer yesterday put that to rest. Thisis

. where Stern got the players. got them good.

now is $58 miilion.

FAST BREAKDOWN

Here are the imain sticking points in the dispute between NEA owners and
players, as the league imposed a lockout this morning at 12:01 am.:

M Method to split revenuie: Owners are demanding the institution of
a first-ever hard salary cap, set at $62 million, to roll back salaries by
around 33%, or $800 million annually. Players want to continue the soft-
cap system that lets teams exceed the cap when they re-sign their own -
players but have offered to take $100 milffon in annual cuts. The cap

B Dividing the leot: Owners want at least a 50-50 spiit of revenue,
afthough players contend that the owners’ proposal calls for them to
get a 61-39 advantage at the end of a 10-year deal. Players geta 5743 -
split now and want it to continue in a five-year deal.

H What the players get: Owners say their proposal would give players the
same %2 billion they make now in salaries and benefits. Owners contend
players’ last proposal would give them in excess of $3 billion, while players

dispute that but refuse to divulge their demands.

N Guaramteed comtracts: Owners have come off their

w demand to eliminate guaranteed deals entirely. They're

looking to reduce the &- and 5-year deals to 5- and

3-year deals. Players want to continue getting

b-year deals for re-signing with their own
teams and 5-year deals for joining a new:
team.

M Guaranteed annual raises: Players pres-
ently get 10.5% if they re-sign with theif:
own teams or 8% if they go to new teams. ¢

Although they haven't announced their
demands, owners want to slash those

Hunter and his guys had already left the
building when Stern revealed that their last
offer, made in the three-hour negotiating ses-
sion leading up to the midnight expiration of
the CBA, actually would have increased the
average salary from $5 million this season to
$7 milion.

How do you think that will that play in
Americatoday?

Do you think that will help the players,
who already are considered overpaid and
greedy?

Both sides are going to catch hell for this.
Notnow, when baskethall fans can live with-
out the NBA for a few months, There won't
be summer leagues now and free agency is
gettingdelaved, but sowhat?

But fall will eventually roll around, and
fans will start wonderinghow LeBron James
is going to recover from his colossal Finals
fiop. They're going to begin o ponderif Mike
Brown isgoingto bea good fit with Kobe Bry-
ant. Knicks fans will be consumed with
whether Milkke D*Antoni can teach defense,
and whether Carmelo Anthony and Amar'e
Stoudemire will try to play that end of the
court.

And when those issues begin to be raised
when camps would be starting, at the begin-
ning of October, and there’s still no agree-
ment, then the players will get the backlash.
Theyalwaysdo.

But as for now, it won't hurt the players.
That was evident during a suireal scene yes-

10 5% and 3%. —~ Mitch Lawrence

NBA commissioner
Pavid Stern and
players’ union head
Billy Hunter

Hunter and player president Derele Fisher
weremetbyamok ofreporters, minutes after
theyieftthelast, futile negotiating session.

For a few minutes, reporters and fans
mixed and that’s never a good combinafion,
especially when there’s breaking news, Fish-
er had just said that owners were still insist-
ing on a hard cap and wag about to makean-
other point when a fan walked right iniothe
discussionand rudelyinterrupted. -

“Big fan, Derek!” the fan said. “Can I geta
picture?”

Fisher, of cou:se, complied. Becauss he
getsit

Today, tomorrow and next weelt, thefan
will freasure the shot. But by the start of next
seasch, ifthere’sstillnodeal, youcan bethell

_beusingitforadarthoard.

ierday in the lobby of 2 midtown hotel, when
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The Brookiyn Nets Entertainment Network

... 2 Dr. Cassagnol Designer‘s Made in America $2 Billion Global iConic Signature Brand!
in connection with
The Globai Diaspora SuperPAC Fund and
The Afro-Hispanic American Chambers of Commerce
PO, Bow 740 @ Williams Bridge Seotion, Bronw, Now Hosk 10467-0740 U .
2. 2.0.0.¢ ¢ |

RESUME
Hodek Hrke

Ambassador Dr. Francois de Cassagnol is the Founder & Chairman of the Board of The
Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museum Group and CEO of CyberVillage
Corporation. Dr. Cassagnol is a uniquely qualified Academician and Entrepreneur. He has
developed a huge Internet infrastructure of over 333 Web Trademarks and as a Designer by
skills, he has created a huge Multi-Million-Dollar Multicultural Commereial Art Library. As an
Internet Investor, he has developed a set of global business strategies to reach every market on
the Internet. As a Behavioral Scientist by Education and as a Minority Enfrepreneur,
Ambassador de Cassagnol has also fully developed his solid and exceptionally international
qualifications thru the full assemblage of eight (8) projects of over $1 Billion worth in Asia and
in the former USSR. Amb. Dr. de Cassagnol has been working on the implementation ofa $1+
Billion Economic Development Project in affiliation with The Afro-Hispanic American
 Chambers of Commerce, to be fully implemented when Cuba is fully open to American
Investors and awaiting Cuba’s full development of a free market economy.

EDUCATION:-

AS., BS.: Occupational Therapy/Liberal Arts with the City University of New York
(Distinguished Alnmnus of LaGuardia Community College) and The University of the State of
New York, New York {1977); MPS,: Professional Master’s Degree in Health Care
Administration as Health Care Administrator C W Post, Long Island University, New York

(1978); Ph.D. as a Behavioral Scientist with SouthEastern University (1979) Doctoral & Post

/ /’_/ A Page: 1 | | % ﬂ
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Doctoral Specialization (1978-79) thru New York University, New York City in Vocational and
Industrial Education with a NYS Licensed Bilingual Special Education Evaluator; further
expertise in U.S. High Technology Transfer; and additional specialization in Commercial &
International Banking with a J.D. in International Business Law and an Ed.D. in International
Business Management (1986). New York City Licensed Ordained Multi-Faith Minister for Life.

e

EXPERTISE:-

With over 34 years of international executive management experience, he has participated
in two foreign business missions in Southeast Asia, People's Republic of China and the former
Soviet Union through The People To People Ambassador Program. His expertise is coupled
with over 6 years living business and academic experience in Asia and Russia. The Dr.
Cassagnol Institute of Research, Inc., founded since 1979, is currently a Certified MBE by the
State of New York (File # 8944). The Institute has also been a registered organizational
Consultant with the World Bank, the U.S. Agency For International Development and The
Resolution Trust Corporation. His Special Multilingual Skills are English, Haitian-Creole,
French, Spanish and some Russian & Asian Dialects. The Institute has been included in D&B
Million Dollar Directory (DUN # 12-262-2004). The Dr. Cassagnol Foundation Incorporated .
founded since 1979, is a 501(¢)(3) Tax-Exempt, Charitable, Educational, Scientific and
Socioeconomic Development Entity and The Global Diaspora SuperPAC, a 501(c)(4) Tax-
Exempt PAC. For the last 34 years, all 3 minority business corporations have collaborated in
developing eight (8) overseas’ projects over $1 Billion worth and have also been involved in the
creation and the full economic development of the NYS/NYC Empowerment Zone Programs

in the Bronx and Harlem.
PAST AND/OR PRESENT MEMBERSHIP:-

Founder & Chairman of The Afro-Hispanic American Chambers of Commerce, a
division of Dr. Cassagnol Foundation Incorporated and Membership with The American Bar
Association (ID # 02035953) and Founding Member of The NYTech Council, Member of the
Intellectual Property Owners Association. Membership with The Greater New York Chamber
of Commerce, The Greater Harlem Chamber of Commerce, The Caribbean American Chamber
of Commerce & Industry (CACCI), the NAN, NAACP (Silver Life), & the AARP.
Distinguished Fellow of The Museum of Modern Art and the Metropolitan Museum of Art. The
CEO Clubs. The Republican Governors’ Association. The American Civil Liberties Union. The
Union of Concerned Scientists. The 2000 & 2001's Member of the Governor’s Club & The
1999's Member of the “Governor’s Leadership Circle” (NYS Gov. George E. Pataki). Member
of the Bronx Democratic Party and NYS Democratic Party. The RNC President’s Club 2000
Award & the RNC Honor’s Roll. The 1997-98's Eisenhower Commission. The New York
Republican Party & The President's Club of the RNC. The Presidents' Association: The CEQO's |
Division of the American Management Association. The Valdosta & Lowndes CO}mty and The
Shreveport & Bossier Chambers of Commerce. Chairman, Small Business Education &
Entrepreneurial Training of the 1986's Louisiana Delegation to The White House Conference on
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Small Business & The Minority Business Delegates' Caucus. The U.S. Technology Transfer
Society & its Task Force/Council for U.S. Technology Transfer. The U.S. People to People
Ambassador Program. The U.S. Congressional Advisory Board. The U.S. Senatorial Club.
Notary Public of the State of Georgia (91-95).

SPECIAL HONORS & MAJOR INCLUSIONS:- »_,

Attended the Mayor-Elect Bill de Blasio’s Election Victory Party. Participated @ The
Denver’s ‘08 Democratic Convention and attended the Spitzer-Paterson Governor’s Inaugural
Festivities & Sen. Clinton’s 2006 Election Gala. Attended the 2004's Republican Convention as
a VIP Guest of Gov. Pataki and Governor Pataki’s New York State Economic Summit For
Women (1997). Recipient of the 1995's The President's Club/RNC HONORABLE
EISENHOWER COMMISSION. Attended the 1995's National Republican Inaugural Activities
& Gala. Attended the 1994 & 1998's Inauguration Ceremonies of NYC Mayor Rudolph W.
Giuliani. Inclusion in Who's Who in the South & Southwest (22nd. Edition: 1991_92) Who's
Who in America. 1991's Presidential Order of Merit & U.S. Capitol’s Flag by President George
[1. Bush. Special Honor Guest at the 51st. Presidential Inauguration of President George H.
Bush. 1988's Presidential Gold Medal of Merit by President Ronald Reagan. Special Honor
Guest at the 1988's GOP Convention in New Orleans, Louisiana. 1987's Presidential Honor Roll
by President Ronald Reagan. 1986's Peace through Strength Silver Star Award by the U.S.
Congressional Advisory Board. 1985's American Management Associations Presidents’
Association & CEO's Award. The State of Louisiana’s Ambassadorial Proclamation (1986) and
The City of Shreveport & Bossier City’s Honorable Ambassador of Goodwill of the State of

Louisiana (1986 to present).

Contact Info:- ~ Ambassador Dr. Frangois de Cassagnol
Founder & Chairman of the Board of Directors
The Brooklyn Nets Entertainment Network
CyberVillage Corporation
The Dr. Cassagnol Publishing House, Studios & Museumn Group
P.0O. Box 740 Bronx, New York 10467-0740 USA

| www.Brooklyn-Nets.tv
Biz Ph.# 1-718-874-6439  e-Mail: DrCassagnol@AOQOL.Com Fax #1-718-792-2707
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Senator Ruth Hassell-Thompson, Conference Chairwoman
3675t SENATE DISTRICT

February 12%, 2010

Honorable Kirsten Gillibrand [
United States Senator (D) New York i @@ PV
478 Russell Senate Bldg b

Washington, DC 20510-0001
Dear Senator Gillibrand:

This is a request for you and your office to nominate Ambassador Dr. Francois de
Cassagnol for an appointment as a U.S. Ambassador. For over 20 years, | have known
Dr. De Cassagnol to be an active constituent in my district, as well as a strong supporter
of the Democratic Party.

Dr. De Cassagnol has been on the White House Personnel Listing since 1989 for an
Ambassadorship At-Large in the area of Economic Development. Doctor De Cassagnol
has expressed his interest in this position to many presidential administrations, from U.S.
President George H. Bush to the current administration. He has also voiced this interest to
President Obama and Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, while they were the democratic
candidates during the 2008 Presidential Campaign. I strongly believe that the opportunity
to pursue this position has now presented itself. At this moment in time, Doctor De
Cassagnol has asked me to reintroduce him to your office and to the Obama-Biden
Administration.

Therefore, on behalf of Honorable Carl E. Heastie, the Chairman of the Bronx
Democratic County Committee, we support Dr. Francois De Cassagnol for the
Ambassadorial nomination and his appointment as a 1.8, Ambassador.

Very Respectfully Yours,

/ |

NY¥S-Assemblyman Carl E. Heastie

FAX: [518) 426-6998

Chairman, Bronx Democratic County Commitee



—————

kS

1844 (Rev. 172013)

The IS 44 civil cover sheet and

purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet

CIVIL COVER SHEET

j the information contained herein neither repl E i i
provided by local rules of court, This form, approved by the Judicial Cgrzeer:ggcng;‘ tsl;]g E}S?gg tStt};:e?Iirg e A teaaings or other Fike of the Clany o DY lavi, except as

(SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON NEXT PAGE OF THIS FORM,)

eptember 1

1fgﬁf':Case 1:13-cv-06929-MKB-LB Document 1-1 Filed 12/09/13 Page 1 of 2 PagelD #: 167

974, is required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the

L (a) PLAINTIFFS
DR. FRANCOIS DE CAS
STATION BRONX NY 10

SAGNOL 1P.0, BOX 740 WILLIAMSBRID
467-0740

(b) County of Residence of First Listed Plaintiff
(EXCEPTIN U.8. PLAINTIFF CASES)

13

(¢) Attorneys (Firm Name, Address, and Telephone Number)

DEFENDANTS
GE

AND AFFILIATED

County of Residence

6929

NOTE: INLANDCQ
THE TRACT
Attorneys (If Knownj

of First Listed Defendant

NBS,NBAP, MR. SHAWN"JAY-Z"CARTER DEV. BRUCE RATNER

COMPANIES NEW JERSEY BASKETBALL LLC

(TN ULS. PLAINTIFF CASES ONLY)

NDEMNATION CASES, USE THE LOCAT
OF LAND INVOLVED. ION OF

AKA "THE NBA'S GROUP" BRET YOMACK, BARCLAYS CENTER

II. BAS!S OF JUR!SD[CTION {Place an "X"m One Box Only)

01

1.5, Gevemment

M 3 Federal Question

(For Diversity Cases Only)

II1. CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES (Place an “X" in One Box for Plamtiff

and One Box for Defendant)

3 245 Tort Product Liability Accommodations 0 530 General
0 290 Alt Other Real Property O 445 Amer. w/Disabilities - | (3 535 Death Penalty
Employment Other:

0 446 Amer. w/Disabilities -

IMMIG RA TION.

O 540 Mandaimus & Other

O 550 Civil Rights

) 555 Prison Condition

O 560 Civil Detainee -
Conditions of
Confinement

Other
1 448 Education

3 462 Naturalization Application
3 465 Other lmmigration
Actions

"R PTF DEF PTF DEF
Plaint)ff {U.S. Governmeni Nor a Party) Citizen of This State 01 O 1 Incorporated or Principal Place 04 34
of Business In This State .
02 U5 Government 0 4 Duversity w . ] other Pate @2 O 2 Incorporated and Principal Place 05 p>*s
Defendant {Indicate Citizenship of Paviies in ]rB}R § of Business In Another State
) > =] :
i e el B CRIGE Ehllctofa § 03 (3 3 Forcign Nation 06 06
3% 2} {iLYie Gy
IV. NATURE QF SUIT (Place an "X in One Box Only)_k.- o? i T I AN g
‘CONTRACL DR . TTORTE o R RIE, ENALTY | BANKRUPTCY [ OTHERSTATUTES . ]
3 110 Insurance PERSONAL INJURY I;EﬁSONAL INJURY |3 625 Drug Related Seizure 0 422 Appeal 28 USC 158 0 375 False Claims Act
0 120 Marine 3 310 Airplane 0 365 Pérsonal Injury - of Property 21 USC 881 |3 423 Withdrawal 0 400 State Reapportionment
7 130 Miller Act 7 315 Airplane Product Product Liability 2 690 Other 28 USC 157 O 410 Antitmyst
] 140 Negatiable Instrament Liability 0 367 Health Care/ £ 430 Banks and Banking
{7 150 Recovery of Overpayment | O 320 Assault, Libel & Pharmacentical B PERT O 450 Commerce
& Enforcement of Judgment Slander Personal Injury 7 820 Copyrights O 460 Deportation ~
7 151 Medicare Act 03 330 Federal Employers” > Product Liability 0. 830 Patent 0 470 Racketeer Influenced and
03 152 Recovery of Defaulted Liability 7 368 Asbestos Personal 0 -840 Trademark Corrupt Organizations
Student Loans 1 340 Marine Injury Product w ;i O 480 Consumer Credit
(Excludes Veterans) O 345 Marine Product Liabih‘t'y ” [ iS50 i RE O 450 Cable/Sat TV
0O 153 Recavery of Overpayinent Liability PERSONAL PROPERTY [0 7i¢ Fair Labor Standards 3 861 HIA (13956 O 850 Securities’Commodities/
of Veteran's Benefits D 350 Motor Vehicle 3 370 Cther Fraud Act 3 862 Black Lung (923) Exchange
O 160 Stockholders’ Suits 0 355 Motor Vehicle O 371 Truth in Lending 0 720 Labor/Management 3:863 DIWC/DIWW (405(g)} | (7 850 Other Statutory Actions
O 156 Other Contract Product Liability 3 380 Other Personal B Relations O 864 SSID Title XVI - O 891 Agricultural Acts
3 195 Contract Product Liability |3 360 Other Personal Property Damage ~ [ 740 Railway Labor Act O 865 RSI{405(g)) 0 893 Environmental Matters
O 196 Franchise Injury D 385 Property Damage O 751 Family and Medical O 895 Freedom of Information
3 362 Personal Injury - Product Liability Leave Act Act
Medical Malpractice O 790 Other Labor Litigation O 896 Arbitration
[ REALPROFERTY CIVIL. RIGITS PRISONER PETITIONS |0 791 Employee Retirement | SFEDERAL TARSUITS | O 899 Administrative Procedure
3 210 Land Condemnation O 440 Other Civil Rights Habeas Corpus: Income Security Act O 870 Taxes (U.S. Plaintiff Act/Review or Appeal of
3 220 Foreclosure O 441 Voting O 463 Alien Detainee or Defendant) Agency Decision
3 230 Rent Lease & Ejectment 0 442 Employment ' |O 510 Motions to Vacate 3 871 IRS—Third Party O 950 Constitutionality of
O 240 Torts to Land 7 443 Housing/ Sentence 26 USC 7609 State Statutes

V. ORIGIN (Place an “Xx* in One Box Oniy)

¥ 1 Original 7 2 Removed from 0O 3 Remanded from O 4 Reinstatedor (3 5 Transferred from 06 Multidistrict
Proceeding State Court Appellate Court Reopened ?Anotjl};r District Litigation
spect;

VL CAUSE OF ACTIO

15USC1072

Cite the U.S. Civil Statute under which you are filing (Do nof cite jurisdictional statutes unless diversity):

N

Brief description of cause:

VII. REQUESTED IN O CHECK IF THIS IS A CLASS ACTION DEMAND § CHECK YES only if demanded in complaint:
COMPLAINT: UNDER RULE 23, FRCv.P. JURY DEMAND: X Yes COINo
VIII. RELATED CASE(S) o
IF ANY (See instructions): JUDGE RANDOM BOCKET NUMBER
DATE SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY OF RECORD
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
RECEIPT # AMOUNT APPLYING IFP JUDGE MAG. JUDGE

L 45306 3659




;Eitﬁ’gsé?qvﬁ@éoro@g/zmws-w Document 1-1 Filed 12/09/13 Page 2 of 2 PagelD #: 168
CERTIFICATION OF ARBITRATION ELIGIBILITY

Local Arbitration Ruie 83.10 provides that w
exclusive of interest and costs, are eligible fo.
certification to the contrary is filed,

ith certain exceptfons, actions seeking money damages only in an amount not in excess of $150,000,
r compulsory arbitration. The amount of damages is presumed to be below the threshold amount unless 2

.l, _ ' , counsel for , do hereby certify that the above captioned civil action is
ineligible for compulsory arbitration for the following reason(s):

O monetary damages sought are in excess of $150,000, exclusive of interest and costs,

| the complaint seeks injunctive relief,

O the matter is otherwise ineligible for the following reason

DISCLOSURE STATEMENT - FEDERAL RULES CIVIL PROCEDURE 7.1

Identify any parent corporation and any publicly held corporation that owns 10% or more or its stocks:

RELATED CASE STATEMENT (Section VIII on the Front of this Form)

Please list all cases that are arguably related pursuant to Division of Business Rule 50.3.1 in Section VIII on the front of this form. Rule 50.3.1 (a)
provides that “A civil case is “related” to another civil case for purposes of this guideline when, because of the similarity of facts and legal issues or
because the cases arise from the same transactions or events, a substantial saving of judicial resources is likely to result from assigning both cases to the
same judge and magistrate judge.” Rule 50.3.1 (b) provides that “ A civil case shall not be deemed “related” to another civil case merely because the civil
case: {(A) involves identical legal issues, or {B) invelves the same parties.” Rule 50.3.1 (c) further provides that “Presumptively, and subject to the power
of a judge to determine otherwise pursuant to paragraph (d), civil cases shall not be deemed to be *‘related” unless both cases are still pending before the
court,” )

NY-E DIVISION OF BUSINESS RULE 50.1(d)(2)

1) Is the civil action being filed in the Eastern District removed from a New York State Court located in Nassau or Suffolk
County: NO

2) If you answered “no” above:
a) Did the events or omissions giving rise to the claim or claims, or a substantial part thereof, occur in Nassau or Suffolk
County? NO

b) Did the events of omissions giving rise to the claim or claims, or a substantial part thereof, occur in'the Eastetn
District? YES .

If your answer to question 2 (b) is “No,” does the defendant (or a majority of the defendants, if there is more than one) residfe in'Nassau or
Suffolk County, or, in an interpleader action, does the claimant (or a majority of the claimants, if there is more than one) reside in Nassau

or Suffoik County? ' o 4
(Note: A corporation shall be considered a resident of the County in which it has the most significant contacts).

BAR ADMISSION

I am currently admitted in the Eastern District of New York and currently a member in good standing of the bar of this court.
Yes D No

Are you currently the subject of any disciplinary action (s) in this or any other state or federal court?
Yes  (Ifyes, please explain) [0 Neo

I certify the accuracy of all information provided above..

Signature:






