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IN THE WNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLUVANTIA

WORLD SERVICE OFFICE, INC.,
a Charitcable Corporatisn and
Truates of the Copyrights,
Trademarka and Sarvice Marks
for the Fellewvship of
¥arcotlcs Ancrnymous,
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This i3 an actizn for copyright infringesmant, federal

and commen law tradenark and service mark infringemant, viclatien
of §43(a) eof the Lannam Act, trada=zark a2nd service mevk dilution,
and unfalr competiticn. Plaintiff respactfully moves for the antry
of a prallminary injunction, pursuant to Fed. R. Clv, Pres. 65(b)
restralning defendant David Moorhead frem engaging in se=s ef
infringanent, dilution and unfalr cemgetition during the pandency
of this actlcn, as well as the entcy of an order granting axpeditad

ciscovery, This Mctlen is supported by the Declarazicns of Stuars



TanFaARAn Rrd Sieyye Hellahan wich supperting Exiiibite.
TI. Ragtuyal Backoround
The Plaintiff, Werld Sarvice 0ffice, Inc. (herainafter
YHEQM) is a Califernia nen-proflt corporatlon, Ws0 is the service
and support arm of Ethe Fallewshlp of MNagcotlcs Anonysous
{hereinafter "the Fallowship™ or "NA™), a charicable fallowshlp
dudlcated ta assisting narectics addlcts (Toeredman Decl., 49 4,
5§). Founded in 1953 in Southern Callifernia, ths Fellewship is an
organization comprising meabars situated throughout the United
Etatas and othar paris of tha vorld (Tosredman Cecl., § 2). Tha
garvica structure of Narcatics Anonymous consists af tha following.
A group 1s any ragularly hald mesting of two or mocrs mazbars.
Groups Iin a common goographlc location maka up an “Area.® A
significant number of Areas in @& gesgraphlc locatiscn constituta a
Mlagion." (Tocradaan Dacl., 9§ 3]. Ttd Tellowship’s decision-
making bBady is the World Servica Conferenca.

W50 publishes Fallowship licerature and sesrves as an

infarmatisan elearinghouss fer new groups (Tooradman Decl., 1 8).
In sccordanca with the directlon of tha World Sarvice Conferincs,
¥30 holds the copyrights, trademarks and service =marks ta all
Harcotlcs Anenymous literaturs 4as trustas in = charitable trust
hald on bekalf of the entire Fellowship. Tha World Service
Confarance s thae sattlsar of the charitable trust and WS0’s sctiens
ara subject to the dizection of tha Werld Saervica Conferance
(Tooredman Deci., ¥ §)- To date, the Werld Service Conference has
affirmed that W50 grant peralssion to four major Fellauvship Se=vice
Offices in savaral parts ef Cthe wvorld ts reproduce ceztaln
Fellewship 1lliterature. World Sarvica conferanca has alsa

specifically directed that WSO presecuta any party who infringes
tha Fellcwship‘s copyTtighta, tradamarks and secvica 3arks.

(Toaraednan Decl., 3 7).

W50 eurrently publishes and mells ovar twanty Fallowship
works, inciuding m 285-page basic taxt (herelraftar "Basic Text"|
antitled "Marcetics Ancnyaous®. The Baslc Text, vhich sells for
approximataly $8.00, discusses <the nature of drug addictlon and
gars Fforth =ha fundamantal tanats of the Fellowahlp, including



Twelve Steps and Twalve Traditions. (Tooradman Decl., 11 6, 8).°
The sale of the Fellewship’s pibllcal.ons by the #30,
and in particulay the Basic Text, provides the Fallowship with most
of the rescurces reguired tc fund its worldwide activities
{(Tooredman Decl., § 9). These activities include the dissemination
of starter kits for new groups, assistance for new Narcotlies
Anonymcus communities around tha world, salaries for Wso s:af:
mambers, costs cof WSO offlces and overhead, translaticn of
Fellowship litarature intoc other languages, and the develepment of
new Fellewssip books and zanpalets (Tooradman Decl., {1 5).
Beginning in approximately Jure, 1599, W50 became awvare
that someone was producing an infringing versien of the Basic Text.
(Tecredzan Decl., ¥ 11). The infringing baoks have been published
with a light blua cover and contain the tlﬁst tan chapters cf the
Narcotics Ancnymous Basic Text (Third Edition, Revised) version,

raplacing the material on Traditions 4 and 9 with material from the

‘Other works published for the Fellowship by WSO include "Recovery and Relapse”; *Am
I an Addict"; 'Thgquanlle of S:If-Obm;io%'? "Youth and Recovery”, o
]

Sacond Editien version (Tooredman Decl,, § 11, Hollahan Decl., %
8, 8):

Deferdant David Moorhaad, whe resides in this district,
has identifisd himself as the key individual responsible for the
creatlion ¢f the infringing Taxts. Moorhead, whc uses tha pseudonym
ssrataful Dave", hasa produced and distributed 7,000 coples ¢f tha
1llicit taxt from this district. Based upen statements contalned
in a letter which Moorhead dlistributed to mezbers of the
Falleowship, Moorhead currently plans to produce 50,000 additional
copies of the infringing Basic Texts and make them avallable ts
groups for $.50 each. (Tooredman Decl., § 12, Exhibit A). This
threat was repeatad to a WSO staff member. (Hollahan Decl., q 3).
Maarhead’s letrter haz invited anycne wishing to purchasa bocks to
write ta him at his address in Philadelphia or to call him at a
phona number within this district. (Tooredman Decl., {1 12, Exhibit

A). Hence, the act of copying has keen admitted in this casa by
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distritution of counterfeit basic informaticn pamphlets (Hallahan
Decl., € 3).

The Lllicit text being distributed and sold by defendant
Meeraea: inc.udes urauthor.zed reproductions of tha Fellowship’s
federally registered <Srademark and service ®mark Y"NARCOTICS
ANONYMOUS" as waell as a reference indicating that the illicit text
is "Fellowship Approved" (Mollahan Decl., 1 § %, 7). Arter th
failure of repeated and good faith atiempts to parsuade Mocrhead
to veluntarily ceass and desist from his infrincing cenduct, the

preazant aAction was filed. (Tooredasn Dacl., 4% 18=31, BEcilanan
geci., 91 3, 4).

As will ce shown balcw and ag attasted to in the appended
Ceclarations of Stuart Tocredman and Gecrge Hcllahan, the sale of
the infringing texts threatens both the stablllity of the Fellowship
and the cohesiveness cf {ts message, aa Vall as the financial basis
cf the WSO. In view of the clear damage and ongoing threat ts tha
Fellowship of Narcotics Anonymeus, W50 reguests tha entry of the
preliminary injunctisn appended heretc 2nd the grant of expedited
discovery.

III. Azgugent

A Tha Praraguisitas for the Grant
ef A Pralimicsary Injuncticn

The conditlons prerequlsite to tha grant of a preliminary

injunction include:

(1} a xeasonable probability of eventual success (n tha

litigation; and

(2) that the mevant will be irreparad®ly injured pendenta
lite.

Moreover, while the burden rests upon the moving party
tc make these two ragulsite showings, the District Court should
"take intc account when they are relevant; tha possibility of harm
to cther interested persons from the grant or denial of the
injunction; and the public interest, In xe Arthur Treachsr's
Franchise ricigscion, 6535 F.24 1137, 1143 (3d cir. 1982);

Andependence HMQ Inc. V. Smith, 72) F. Supp. 983 (E.D. Fa. 1930).
an addizicnal 30,000 of the infringing Basic Text.
Dacl,, § 22).

(Tooredman



T (S sutier Tereparable Injury and Waze Rasulting from
——Mooxheag's Infrincamqnt of the Basic Text
A showing of a prima facie casa of copyright infringement
and a reasonable likslikood ef suzccass con the marits ralsas tha
prasumption of lrrsparable harm. Apgls Computer. Tnc. v. Franklin
Computar Corp., 7i4 F.3d 1240, 1134 (3d clr. 1531] {and cases cited
gheraln). A copyright plalnelfr wheo makes out a prims facle case
of infringament is antitled to a4 prelisinary injunctlon without any
detailed showing of irrepareble harn. Id.; Ses, 2 Nizmes cn
Cogvrlshs, § 14.06 (A}, 14-84, 14-%1, and N.16 (Collecting
Autnericies).

Modrhead®s acts af infringement are thus presumed £o

irreparably harm WSS8. As stated im [pesds Dgll €9, JInc. v, Begeng
Raby Produsts Cors,, 155 F. Supp. 438, 45% (8,0.N.¥Y. 1573)¢
*Irzeparable dasage . . . [in » copyright infringesent action] is
Implicit in the natura of the werong oceplained of.™ NS0 has
cleazly demonatrated tha cthrsat snd fact of Ia=sdlata and
irrsparable harm. WEQ has aleo clasrly set forth & prima facie
casa of copyright infsingessnt and is entitled to pralisinacy
injunctive ralief under Fed. R. Clv, Preec. 65(b).

3. Tha Denial of a PFrsliminary Injunction Would EHarz
Harsotic Ancnvmous and the Membars of the Fallowghin

Evan putting aside the legal presumption of irreparakla
harm egreated By Hoorhsad's blatant and wanton acsts of copyright
infringatent, the danlal of a prellninary injunction would grestly
Ba=z the Fallewship as 2 whole. The Harcotlca Anonymous Badlc Text
graceants the fundanental opessage af che Fellowship (Tooredman
Dacl., 1 €). The unauthorized prilntlng of the Basic Taxt lapalra
the Feilcuship’s ablliey ta malntaln the integrity of bBath Lza
identisy and messaga (Tocredzam Daeczl., 11 6, 7, 8, 18, 14).
Further, the 2cts of [(nfringement undescut =any years of wock
dizscted ctovard making the World Service Conferanca the sirgle
g2cal point where decisions significantly affecting the aentirs
Warcotles Ananymouas movensnt a=ze Llmplesented. Buch daclalzsns
includs thoss affecting the cont=nt of tha Basic Text. (Torrsdman
Decl. $98, 9). Firnally, the unamtherized publication of tha Basic

Text undarcuts the prisary mazma for tha Fallowshiz to sumnare



Marcotlics Anonymous World Services. (Toorsdmar Decl., 1 19). As
noted sbeve, the bulk of the Fellouship’s worldwida services ara
fundaed through sales of its literakure, and most notably the Easle
Text. Mocorhead 1s obvleusly plamning to syphen o#f as puch ef
those siles as ke can. The potantial of harm te WSO and tha

Fallowship is izmense and any balamcing of hardships tips decidadly
toward the plainhlﬂ.j

*Any showing of a dewimental «flect on Moorhead should oot be deerminative. If that

W_trtlp per factor "then 1 kmowing in ide Moorhead] would be permitted to construct
his business around &is infrin tlum gmtmmumm

» 714 P.2d gt 1258, Similasly, lic Incerest considenutions W
w and the Fellowship. Notwi uﬁm thie fact that the Fﬂﬁsht l:h.l.rm]ﬂ

organization dedicated to n!dln: sarcotics addices, *it is virmally uiurmr.‘.n‘ fl-.n!. the public

P
interest can only be served by uphaold!: Hght protestions eotrespondingly, preventn
mh:ppmp‘r:E'm of the ilu;].s 1&% and m':’éi‘ “m l.hi
protected

€. w80 is also Entitled to Prellmisary Injunctiva Rallef
for Moorhead's Acts of Faderal and Commoo Lav T2adezarck
and fSarviea Mark Infriomgemsnk, Tiolsticps of 43(a) eof
tha Lanham Act, Unfalr Competition, and Trademark and
Sarvice Mark pillutisn
As discussad above, din addition to the wholasalae
misapprepriation ef the Fellowship’s copyrighted Basic Taxt,
Moorhead has wsold the infringfing booka with the "NARCOTICS
AMONYMOUS" faederal and commen l1lav brademark and sarvice mark
affixed prozinently therson. Moochead’s infringing taxt has alsc
been distributed with a praminent mark which falsaly indlicates that
tha illicie taxt ils "Fellowsahlp RApprovaed." (Hzllanan Decl., % 7.
8). WSO, acting in Trust for the Fallovahlp, is clanrly entitled
0 & praliainary injunction prolibiting further similar acts by
dafandant.

Wi @ Wk beE 00 kss s o -

Wow AB Liguly Likmiy SO0 pravail on Che merits of L1ts
counts for feadaral and common lav trademark and service mark
infringesent, vielation of §41(a) of the Lanham Act, dilution, and
unfalr compatition. The threatened irnjury ta the Fellowship’as
goodwill from Moorheoad's wrongful acts is {rreparable as a matter
ef law, The public interest clearly demands that Moorhead Ea
rastralnad from decelving membars of tha public inte purchasing
infrirnging bocks.
1. It Ia Highlv Likely That WSQ Will Succesd on the Merlts
The marits of WS0's tredemark, service merk, S§41(a).

dilutlen and unfalr competitleon =laims are ultimately greundsd an



two facts. First, that W5Q holds aexclusive legal rights in
THARCOTICS ANOWYMOUS" as & trademark and service mark. Second,
Ehat ‘Hhﬂ:hiﬁﬂ'l curcsant and Chresataned continuad use Ao
countarfalting of the sarcks "NARCOTICE ANONYMCUS™ clearly infringes
chose exclualive rights.

A, WAS, am Truates far the Fellowship, Hzlda

Exclusive Rights in its Registered Trademark
and Service Mark NARCOTICH ANONYMGOOS

Tha fedaral tradesark arsd sexvice mark rerlat-aticons for
WHASEOTIOS ANONYMOUS® for hooks, pamphlate, lnstructicnal »panuals
and drug counselling sarvices hald by W80, are evidanced by tha
certiricata of regissScation, appended o Ehe Cnll'pll.int subnicted
as IExhibie G (U.£. Reg. No. 1,476,774). Tha Fellowshlip Lkas

oorTinsouglv used thada Tarks i1a interstate commarce since 19353,

and the certiflcata of reglatration serves as priza facls evidancs

af valldity, ownership and uze.

A cartificate of raglstraticn of & mack upqn the
p:tnr.i.nal register previdec by this chapter shall b=
priza facle svidence ¢f tha validity of the :qlst:“iuﬁ,
ragistrant’s cwnershlp of tha mark, and of registrant'’s
exclusive right €2 use the mark in cnmnn:: Ln cernnection
with goods or services specified in tha certificate,
subject €2 any condltlons and limitatlons stated therain.
i3 U.5.C. § 1047,

hs provided By thna Lankam Act, the registrations held By
W50 ars constructive notice tz= Moorhead that WSO holds the
exclusiva enfercement rights in the "NARCOTICS ANONYMOUS" trademark
and mervica mark, 23 umed in comnectlon with tha sala of books,

Imscructilieonal mamuals, peasphlats and Information shests and dreug

Creataent Eervicas.

ﬂ-u-!-n--.rlan mf p mpel mm ke awiesiasT s e =wed
sm mE e EETTE W AR R RS SRS A e ki L ‘-l FT

Ee esnstructive naetice of the raglstrant’s elalm af
ownershlp thereof, 1% U.5.C. §1115%

B Moorhead’s Current and Thrsateosd coptinuad Ozm of
“NARCOTICS ANCHNYMOUS" Iafrisges W30’s Exclusive Rizbts
in the T=sdemATX and Sarvies Mark "HARCOTICH AMONTMDUA™

Tha fedaral tradamark statute, 15 U.5.C. §1i14, providas
in pactinent part:

{1} Any pa=son %whoe shall, without +the consant of tha
regiatrant--

{A) Usa in commerce any reproduction, counterfalt, copy,
or ¢clorable imitation of a reglstered mark in
connection with the sale, cffering for =ale,
distribution, or advertising of any goeds or
sarvices on er in cennecktlan with th.ch such usa is

TiwmTy ke saiteas cres@foaal == P - B



aamELT WY LUNSE WL uZaWilp WE CU CAUSE OlLSTAKE; OF
to deceive; or

(B) Raproduce, countarfeit, copy, cr colerably imitata
a registersad mark and apply such rapraductien,
counterfalce, SOPY, ar colarabla imication
to,..advertisements {ntanded Lo ba uged Ln ccmmerce
upon or in conne=tion with ths sa.s, distribi.tlan
or advertising =f goodd or services on or in
gonnection with vwhich such usa is likely to causa
confusion, er to <auss misctake or dacelve;

shall be liable in a civil actlon by the registrant for
the remedies herelnafter previdad,

Sectien 43(a) of the Lanham Act, 15 U.5.C. 1125(a), provides In

partirent pare:

4 Amy mavrann ohA A A T el e aaldale g omse e W wCw
!.tl BRI S e A moanr g RREE MG e Wb B e kT WLER ADNY quuﬁu ar

g4Tv.eae, SI ARy @cnkaliner for goeds, useas ln commarce
any word, %tara, nams, symbel, cr davice, or any
combination thereof, ox any false designation of erigin,
false or misleading dascription of fact, or falas or
misleading represantaticn of fact, which ==

(1) 4w likely to caums geonfusion, or to cauze mistake,
or to deceiva as %o the affiliaticn, connection, oz
aascclation ef such perseon wvith ancther persen, €r
as to the crigin, sponsorship, or approval of hia
ar her geoods, sarvices, or commerclal activities by
anothar pergcon, or . - .

shell be llable in a clvil actiaon by any person who balleves
that he or she is or ls likaly to be damaged by such mct.
The standard of liabllity undars 15 CD.s.£. §1114, and 135
U.5.2. §1125(a), es under tha common law’, is whather the defandant
has usad a tradepark or service mark which would be likely £2 causa
confusion as ko the source or origin of tha goeds or services.

. 1 U.S.P.Q.24 1856, 1701
{E.D. Pa. 1587). To trigger liabkilivy under the Lankam Aest, tha

Infringar’s mark and tha cownar”s mark nesdi cnly be confusingly
similar. Thay naed not be identlecal.

In the Instant caze, The marks of WSC and Mcorhead ars
abgolutely ldentlcal and the WSO marks have tean intenticnally
counterfaited by the defandant. Morsover, the goods and services
baing scld and rendered by WSO and Moorhead ara alse virsually
identical. Whera, as here, the ldentity of the parties’ services
and goods is combined with ldentlity of tha mark at fssue, 1laniliey
is sizply "cpen and shut,”™ as a leading suthor on tradamark law,

Professor McCarthy, has chsarved:

Casea whers a defendant us=s an ldantical mark on
competitive goads . , . Arae fgoan Ead ahnkf snd dn mes
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lavolve protracted litigation te datermine 1iakility fer
trademark infringemant. Most businesspecpla know encugh

net t2 adept a mark identical ta that already in use in
tha sama parket. 2 J. HeCazthy

Coxpetisien § 23:3 at 55 (24 ed. 1384).
In view of the abscluta :idantity of the marks and the
products and aarvices at lssue, WSO respactfully submits that an

axtended aralysis eof the "likelliheced of ccenlfugion" issua is

*The standacd of liability for trademark and service mark infringement undes Pennsylvania
common law has been repeatedly held o be co-extensive with the standard of Hability under
R e e L A A BT
?llna;?l:ﬁn.h.l " Ame. £ Co., 512 F.Supp. 1184, 1187 (W.D. Pa

dnpracesgary in this caza.' “unare thae marks ars ldeneical .

" =

che macks in themcalves are evidemcs of likelikood of confusion.®

iotarpaca corg, v, Lapp. Ing., Y31 F.3d 460, 463 (34 Cir, 1982)

{quoting Azecicen Flan Corp. v, State [oan & Finance Corp., 388

F.2d €23, 619 (14 Cir. 1964), cart. danied, 325 T.5. 1011 (19€7}).

"This court has long locked to the well established factars including the degree of mark
similarity, the degree of product similarity, the imtent of the defe ‘-Iid the degree of care
lixsly 18 be exercised by consumers in assessing "Hikelihood of ’, sia.w

$09 F.Supp. M§, 2Ll USP.Q 337 (E.D, 5
Each facior strongly favers

0. Moorhead') ¢l ear wrongful intent, however, is of particular
sote, Evidece ol shch Incext justifies an infarence that i it iy

Infringer has heen vascassful in
gnhanciag the likelthood of mmhtlrhdmngmmﬂnﬁ u 3 P

IF it c3n be shown that the selection of 3 mams or symbel Is past of a caleulated

E‘El facror will lﬂummdlhy’:rm m 'ﬁlf“ -Eﬂﬂf:ﬁ“ﬂm
a ] an en

of canfusion. Baker v. Simmons Co,, 307 F."ﬁ 458, 485 ﬁn »1:Jr'.r.Ir 1962).

[ Tha Hars to Oefsndant Dcas Yot Es:ﬂ:uli-;_h WE0'e
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pra {ssuance of a prallminary Injunctien prohibiking
Moornead’s use of the tradezmarie and sarvica mark “NARCOTICS
ANONYMAUS® will not substantially injurs Moorhead. Any harm ta
Maachsad resulting from & pralinlnarcy injunction would ba harm that
Naorhesd bDrought upon himsslf., Mocthead's countarfaiting and
appropriatisn of the tradsmark and garvice magk “HARCOTICS
AMONYMOUS" wera clearly wiliful, Having adcpted such & willful

course cf cenduckt, Maochekd cannokt proparly complain ef prallalinary

restrainz:

Defandant has brought thesa hapdships on Lisalfl
(hizzalf]. It s the duty cf the nevconer To identify its
predust ln 2 mapner that will aveid a Ilkelibood of
gaffasion with =tha product of tha first coaer.

HMMLFMERL- 807 F.Sapp. 181, 187
{E.O.K.¥, 1984), aff’d, 7684 F.2d 71 (24 Cir. 1383},
= Hargld F. Ritchle, Enc. ¥ gk =Pandt
Inc,, 281 P.32 985, 754 H‘d cir. 31%80); m:%ﬁ

Cevelouaent Corp. v. Cacniwval Crujse Lines, INc.,
r,5upp. 1257, 1321 (E.D. Pa. 1927); Johpson & JORRSon V.

Fitat e Bi=a Mamifaaroe] e Te~ Afd B Flama - FEE]



(0.N.T, 1879).

3. The Publlc Interest Favera tha TaeRnan~a

mm o m o mem e =T T AW

0 inar ¥ e
Lagal protection of trademarks and service marks rests,
first and foreacst, on protection of the public:
The btrademark laws exist nokt te /pratect’ trademarks, but
. . . to protect the consuning public frem confusien,

conconitantly protecting the trademary cwner's rvight s
4 non=~conlfused public, = d

Gald, Ins,, %33 F.ad J.aww
F.2d 246, 276 (7cth Cir, 1976)).

In shis case, the publiic interast clearly suppeorts the
preliminmary injunczion scught by W80, Pablic <csnfusion will
inevitably arise from ocafendant’s use of the mark "NARCOTICS
MICHYNCUS" on infringing coples of the Baslic Text.? "pPlaintire, as
well as the public, i3 entitled to protection fream a situation,
such as this, that is 1latent vith pusaibliities =22 menfusisn,
mistake or decaepticn.” §Susatarts v, Sunline. Inc., 390 F.24 922,
327 {dch cir. 1967). Tha individual whe {5 deceived as to tha
ldencizy of the sarvices and gedds he or she recaives suffers an
injury for which he or she will likely never receive compensation.®

D. WSO Requizes Expedited Discovery

Fed. R. Clv. Proc. 30(a2), 33(a), and 33(b) authorize a
District Cecurt to grant expedited discovery in appropriate
circumstances. WSO has mada a claar showing that dafendant
Maorhead, by his own admissisn, has sold 7,000 infringlng coplies
of the Basic Taxt and has stated that he furthar intendsa to produce
and distribute up ta 50,000 additional ccpies of the infringing
Basic Text. Moorhaad i3 currently working throuch scme group and
pessibly other intermediaries to distribute the infringing tex:t,

Irn order to deterzine the source and distridution in time %6

*The Fellowship, a charitble organization, faces the loss of control over its reputation
and goodwill, which have besa established for nearly forty years, “Theswe of injury are
noweriously ¢ifficult to prove.® ] i i jati
533 F, Supp. 16, 214 U.S.P.Q 231 (E.D. Fa. 1981). The Fellowship's Traditions
require that it be “self-supporting”, declining autside domations, Its 'g![?wpport" comes from
Ié:gagum ?I“\if ngoorheud's acts are diverting literature sales from the member's jniended

pient, the A

*This possibility is significant In the present case. New members ‘o the Fellowship are
gp-{‘:!l!y chemically dependent and may be particulardy vulnerable to deceptive conduct.
xisting members have leamed o trust the “Fellowship Approved® , and will be
decsived into thinking that their lierature purchase will in some way be benefitting the

Fellowship and/or the Pellowship's Worléd Service Office. Instead, the only benefeiary is
David M&m- 4 ; y



prevant furthar irvaparaszia mmesm, (¢t {3 necessary that WSO be
grantsd expeditcd discovery in this acticn. WSO Chersfore raguests
an Crder granting leave to take full discovery pricr te the hearing
on the notion for prealiminazy injunctlon.
iv. Canglusisp
Basad upen the foragoing points and authorities, WSO, as
trustea of the copyrights, trademarks, and sarvice marks of the
Fellowenip of Narcotics Ancnymeous respectfully requests the entey
ef tha attached Order granting preliminary injunctive relief and
expeaditad discovery.
Respcg?fuily subsmitted,
|11
-l

Jahn T, Synnestvedt
Scott J. Flelds

SYNWESTVEDT & LECHNER
2600 One Reading Center
1101 Market Strasan
Philadelghia, PA 19107
(21%) 98231=44586

Counsal for Plaimklrf
WORLD SERVICE OFFICE, INC.

Qf counsel:
Theresa Wagner Middlebrock

HAGNER & MIDDOLEEROOK

394 Cgean View Boulavard
Glendala, CA %1208

(818) $57=3340

IN THE UNITED STATES OISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENKSYLVAMIA

WORLD SERVICE CFFICE, INC., a
Charitable Cerporatien and
Trustee of the Copyrights,
Trademarks and Sarvice Marks
for the Fellowship of
Narcotics Ancnymcus

Plaintire

Civil Actien No.
Ve

DAVID MOORHEAD,

B AR wE B me S5 SR B A% B M G8 =T 0k wa

Defandant.

CRRER

Having caome befoers ma this day of December, 1330,

upon the Moticn of Plaintife, World Service Cffice, Inc., it is



nerecy ordered pursuant to Faderal Rule of civil Procedure 65(k)
as follows:

Defendant David Mocrhead, his agents, servants,
emplavesa, sliocomys, 3m= any snd all other persens acting 4in
active concert or in part{cipaticn with him, who recaive aztual
notice of this order, are hereby cordered to ceasa and desist from:

1. Using, selling, or trading in any manner utilizing the
federally registered and common law trademark and saervice mark
"NARCOTICS ANONYMOUS™;

2.  Reprodueing, copying, distributing, or selling werks
identified in the following subsisting copyright registraticna:

{2) United sStates Copyright Registraticn Tx2 £37 638,
entitled "Narcotics Ancnymcus" (S5th Bditien);

(b) Unitad Statea Cspyrisht Registration TX2 254 607,
entitled "Narcotics Anonymoug" (sth Editlen):

{¢}) United States Cepyright Reglstratlon TX2 350 $88§,
entitled “"Narcotics Ancnymous® (3rd Edition Ravised);

(d) United States Copyright Registration TX2I 342 <902,
entitled "Nareastices Anonymceus!" (Jrd Edition):

(e] United States Copyright Registration TX2 250 sas,
enticled “"Narcetics Ancnymous" (2nd Zditicn);

(f) United States Copyright Registration TXZ 112 %598,
entitled “Narcoties Anonymous" (lst Editisnm);

3. Repreducing, dlstributing, copying er sselling works in
vialatien af WS0’s rights in any ether propriatary or copyrightad
subjact matter;

4. Diluting cr tarnishing in any way Plaintif€¢’s rapusation,
goodwill and exclusive rights in and to tha "NARCOTICS ANONYMOUS™
service mark and trademark;

. aine LT T aw mevisloa e .-

S. Raina snthartioline oF Ciusify the use ©r "NATCOULCS
Anonymous” or any cslorable imitatisn thereaf, in ¢r on any bocks,
pamphlets, letterhaad, business cazds, signs, brechures,
directories, advertisements, promcticnal items, or ctherwise, 2s
2 name c¢r mark purportedly identifyinmg the Defendant Moorhead or
any sarvices or geods offerad or proposed to be offered by

Defendant Msorhead; and



E. Discarzding, dastroying, secreting, distrikuting, or
othervlsa divasting himself of possessicn, for eny purpesa, of any

tinanclal and/or busine=s eor personal records of reflecting or

ralated Ea the purchass, sale, eor othar dissribucien of arka
reproduced, disgributed, doplesd or sold I8 viglazien af (S3%s
espyrighita, LradaEscks or ASrvice =N rkE;

7. Encouraging, directlng, or ctherwliss assisting, aither
directly or indirectly, any paFson, ccepsny or enkticy that -ay nhava
possassion of any financial and/or business er persaonal rec rd- of,
raflacting or ralated to the purchasm, male, or othar disteik- ‘an
of works reproduced; dimtributed, copied or sold in vielak: 4
¥50's copyrights, trademarks or sarwice marks to dfiscard, dascra
secre® or otherwlise divest thesdalyves of possession of such
Cecares,

8. Discazding, destroying, sacrating, distributing, er
othervite divesting himself cf possession, for any purpess, of any
maans by vhich the creation of wvorks violative of WSo's ecpyrights,
tradsmarks or sarvice marks have baaen created [including but not
limited £o printing plateaj;

9. Encsuraging, édirecting, or otherwises assisting, either
directly or indivectly, any parsen, Sompany orf antity that may hava
possasdlon of any iteazs used In the creatlion of coplas viclatlve
of H50's copyrights, tradazarks or sarvice parks ([including but net
lizited ta princing plecas), to discard, destroy, secret or
othervits divest thesselvas of possmssion of such ite=s.

10, oOcherwlsa compating unfairly with Plainktiff.

Expeditead discovery is hereby otdered in this mattar.

Qata:

5 5% g





