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Venkat Balasubramani (pro hac vice pending)
BALASUBRAMANI LAW

8426 40th Avenue SW

Seattle, WA 98136

Tel: §206; 529-4827

Fax: (206) 260-3966

Email: venkat@balasubramani.com

John A. Conley, State Bar #016429
382 E Palm Lane

Phoenix, AZ 85004-1531

Tel:  602-307-0780

Fax: 602-307-0784

Email: johnconley@jbslaw.net

Attorneys for Plaintiff, ALEX ALGARD

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

ALEX ALGARD, a Washington resident, NO.

Plaintiff, IN REM COMPLAINT UNDER
THE ANTI-CYBERSQUATTING
VS. CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT

ALEXALGARD.COM, a domain name
registered to a domain name registrar
located in this Judicial District,

Defendant.

PLAINTIFF, Alex Algard (“ Algard”) respectfully submits this in rem Complaint
against the domain name <alexalgard.com>, which is registered through GoDaddy.com,
Inc., a domain name registrar (the “Registrar”) which is located in this judicial district.
In support thereof, Plaintiff alleges as follows:

NATURE OF ACTION

This is an action for cybersquatting. An unknown third party (the “Registrant”)
registered the domain name <alexalgard.com> (the “Domain Name”), and featured
Plaintiff’s likeness (a photograph and name) on the website accessible via the Domain

Name. Plaintiff through counsel transmitted letter demanding that the Registrant cease
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and desist from further exploiting the Domain Name, and Plaintiff’s likeness. The letter
also requested the Registrant to transfer the Domain Name to Plaintiff. The Registrant
did not transfer the Domain Name as demanded, and instead purported to cancel the
Domain Name. Pursuant to its contractual arrangement with the Registrar, the Registrant
retains the right to “re-activate” the Domain Name. In the event Registrant does not re-
activate the Domain Name, the Registrar will release the Domain Name into the available
pool of domain names. In such event, the Domain Name may be registered by a third
party (including the Registrant), depending on who else signed up to register the Domain
Name. Absent relief from the Court, Plaintiff will not be ensured registration of the
Domain Name. Plaintiff seeks an order requiring the Domain Name to be transferred to

Plaintiff, and such other relief as may be appropriate based on the evidence.

I. PARTIES
1. Plaintiff is an individual who resides in the State of Washington.
2. Defendant is a domain name registered through a domain name registrar

located in the State of Arizona, in this judicial district.
II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE

3. Subject Matter Jurisdiction: The Court has original subject matter
jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §1331 and 15 USC § 1051, ef seq. (the Lanham Act),
specifically, 15 U.S.C. § 1125(d).

4, Personal Jurisdiction: This Court has personal jurisdiction over the
Domain Name because the Domain Name is registered through a domain name registrar
which is located in this judicial district. 15 U.S.C. § 1125(d) expressly authorizes the
filing of an in rem lawsuit in the judicial district in which the registrar is located. Plaintiff
has exercised due diligence and has not been able to contact the Registrant. Plaintiff
further believes that the Registrant will not be found in this jurisdiction or will not be

subject to the jurisdiction of this Court. In these circumstances 15 U.S.C. § 1125(d)
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