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— As to Plaintiff Skydive Arizona’s claim, that Defendants infringed their
trademark in violation of Lanham Act § 32:

We, the jury, do find,

As to Cary Quattrochhi

/:’zd in favor of Plaintiff Skydive Arizona and against Defendant Cary |
Quattrocchi on Plaintiff’s claim of trademark infringement. |

OR

[/ in favor of Defendant Cary Quattrocchi and against Plaintiff Skydive
Arizona on Plaintiff’s claim of trademark infringement. .

As to Ben Butler |
I/ in favor of Plaintiff Skydive Arizona and agamst Defendant Ben Butler
on Plamtlff’s claim of trademark infringement.
OR

!/ in favor of Defendant Ben Butler and agamst Plaintiff Skydxve Arlzana
on Plamtlft’s claim of trademark mfrmgcment AT

As to IGOVincent, Inc. |
/jg/” in favor of Plaintiff Skydive Arizona and against Defendant
IGOVincent, Inc., on Plaintiff’s claim of trademark infringement‘
OR
/[ in favor of Defendant IGOVincent, Inc. and against Plaintiff Skydlve

Arizona on Plaintiff’s claim of trademark 1nfr1ngement :
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~ Asto USSO, LLC

o X in favor of Plaintiff Skydive Arizona and against Defendant USSO LLC
on Plaintiff’s claim of trademark mfrmgement |

J

OR

/1 in favor of Defendant USSO, LLC and agamst Plamtlff Skydwe Arlzona ;
on Plaintiff’s claim of trademark 1nfr1ngement , ; :

As to CASC, Inc.

/ X/ in favor of Plaintiff Skydive Arizona and agamst Defendant CASC Inc ,
on Plaintiff’s claim of trademark infringement.
OR
/[ in favor of Defendant CASC Inc. and agamst Plalntlff Skydxve Anzm:ra g :,f;}*‘ &

on Plaintiff’s claim of trademark 1nfr1ngement

As to Atlanta SC, Inc. -

Inc. on Plaintiff’s clalm of trademark mfrmgement
OR

/_X__/ in favor of Defendant Atlanta SC, Inc. ’and against Plaintiff Skydive
Arizona on Plaintiff’s claim of trademark infringement. '

/[ in favor of Plaintiff Skydlve Arizona and against Defendant Atlanta SC : ;
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— As to Plaintiff Skydive Arizona’s allegation that Defendants Cary
Quattrocchi and Ben Butler induced Defendants IGOVmcent Inc., USSO, LLC,

and CASC, Inc. to infringe Plaintif’s trademark.

We, the jury, do find,

As to Cary Quattrocchi mducmg IGOVmcent, Inc.

YES: K OR NO:__

As to Cary Quattroechi inducing USSO, LLC

YES: X OR NO:_ =

As to Cary Quattrocchi inducing CASC, Inc.
YES:_ >< OR NO:

As to Ben Butler inducing IGOVincent, Inc. o
YES: OR NO: ¥ S

As to Ben Butler mducmg USSO, LLC
YES: Z OR NO:

As to Ben Butler inducing CASC, Inc.
YES: 5 OR NO:
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— As to Plaintiff Skydive Arizona’s allegation that Defendants Cary
Quattrocchi, Ben Butler, and Atlanta SC Inc. aided and abetted Defendants
IGOVincent, Inc., USSO, LL.C, and CASC, Inc. mfrmgement of Plaintiff’s
trademark. ‘ ,

~ We, the jury, do find,

As to Cary Quattrocchi aiding and abetting IGOVincent, Inc.

YES: X OR NO:

As to Cary Quattrocchi aiding and abettmg USSO LLC
YES: OR NO:

As to Cary Quattrocchi aiding and abettmg CASC Inc.
YES:_ X< OR NO:

As to Ben Butler aldmg and abetting IGOVmcent Inc.
YES: OR NO: K i3

As to Ben Butler aiding and abetting USSO, LLC
YES: ¥  OR NO: <

As to Ben Butler aldmg and abettmg CASC Inc.
YES: X OR NO:
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As to Atlanta SC, Inc. aiding and abetting IGOVincent, Inc.
YES: OR NO: x f

As to Atlanta SC, Inc. aiding and abetting USSO, LLC
YES: K OR NO:_ ,

As to Atlanta SC, Inc. aiding and abetting CASC, Inc.
YES:_ X OR NO:
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IF YOU FOUND IN FAVOR OF PLAINTIFF ON ITS CLAIM
FOR TRADEMARK INFRINGEMENT UNDER
| LANHAM ACT § 32: |

You must decide the issue of actual damages:
We, the jury, do find,
/X/ that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona has provén by a preponderance of the

evidence that it is entitled to actual damages, and do assess actual
damages in the sum of § - % 2 SO0 ooo==
| , 7 ¥

OR

- that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona takes nothing.
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IF YOU FOUND IN FAVOR OF PLAINTIFF ON ITS CLAIM
FOR TRADEMARK INFRINGEMENT UNDER
LANHAM ACT § 32: |

You must decide the issue of profits:

We, the jury, do find,

As to Cary Quattrocchi

/X/ that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona has proven by a preponderance of the
evidence that it is entitled to profits, and do assess profits in the sum of
$ - ' ‘

2) @oo) o O osr OR

/] that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona takes nothing.

As to Ben Butler

/__X/ that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona has proven by a preponderance of the -

evidence that it is entltled to profits, and do assess proﬁts in the sum of
$ 5 oo 000~

OR

/1 that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona takes nothing.
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As to IGOVincent, Inc.
/‘XJ ' that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona has proven by a prepohderance of the
evidence that it is entitled to profits, and do assess proﬁts in the sumof
s 1% ~
OR
/] that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona takes nothing.
As to USSO, LLC
/_X/ that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona has proven by a prependerance of the
evidence that it is entitled to proﬁts, and do assess profits in the sum of
$ 1= ~
OR
| VN that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona takes nothing.
As to CASC, Inc.
/_K/ that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona has ‘proven by a preponderance of the
ev1dence that itis entltled to profits, and do assess profits in the sum of
OR
/[ that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona takes nothing. |
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As to Atlanta SC, Inc.

/ _K/ that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona has proven by a preponderance of 'the
evidence ‘thaat it is entitled to profits, and do assess profits in the sum of :
$ as, ; ; -

OR
/1 that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona _t.akesv nothing.
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IF YOU FOUND IN FAVOR OF PLAINTIFF ON ITS CLAIM
FOR TRADEMARK INFRINGEMENT UNDER
LANHAMACT §32

" You must decide if the Plaintiff has proven by cleérand'"cmvﬁmingwid?épce
that the infringement was willful:

We, the jury, do find,
As to Cary, Quattrocchi
YES: 5 OR NO:

As to Ben Butler

YES:_X_ OR NO:____ |

As to IGOVincent, LLC

YES:_ X _ OR NO:_

As to USSO, LL.C
YES: X OR NO:

As to CASC, Inc.
YES:_ X OR NO:

As to Atlanta SC, Inc.
YES: X OR NO:

10 -
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— As to Plaintiff Skydive Arizona’s claim, that Defendants engaged in acts of
unfair competition (cybersquatting) in violation of Lanham Act § 43(d)

We, the j Jury, do find,

Asto Cal'y Quattrochln R

/ Z / in favor of Plaintiff Skydive Arizona and against Defendant Cary
Quattrocchi on Plaintiff’s claim of unfair competition (cybersquatthﬁg).

OR

/ in favor of Defendant Cary Quattrocchi and against Plaintiff Sky&ive
Arizona on Plaintiff’s claim of unfair competition (cybersquatting).

As to Ben Butler
/ _>_<_/ in favor of Plaintiff Skydivé Arizona and agéinst D\efenda;nt Ben Butler X
on Plaintiff’s claim of unfair competition (cybersquatting).
OR |
AR in favor of Defendant Ben Butler and against Plamtlff Skydlve Arxzona'

on Plaintiff’s claim of unfair competition (cybersquattlng)

As to IGOVincent, Inc.

/Z/ in favor of Plaintiff Skydive Arizona and against Defendant
IGOVincent, Inc., on Plaintiff’s claim of unfair competltlon
(cybersquatting).

OR
[ ] in favor of Defendant IGOVincent, Inc. and against Plaintiff Skydive

Arizona on Plaintiff’s claim of unfair competition (cybersquatting).

11
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As to USSO, LLC

1D.4 in favor of Plaintiff Skydive Arizona and against Defendant USSO LLC
~_onPlaintiff’s claim of unfair competition (cybersquattmg) 3
OR
[/ in favor of Defendant USSO, LLC and against Plaintiff Skydive Arizona ‘,

on Plaintiff’s claim of unfair competition (cybersquatting). *

As to CASC, Inc.

/ 2 ; in favor of Plaintiff Skydive Arizona and agamst Defendant CASC Inc.

' - on Plaintiff’s claim of unfair competition (cybersquattmg) '
OR

/ _/ infavor of Defendant CASC Inc. and against Plamtlff Skydwe Anzana .

on Plaintiff’s claim of unfair competition (cybersqua.ttmg)

As to Atlanta SC, Inc.

| /1 in favor of Plaintiff Skydlve Arizona and agamst Defendant Atlanta SC ‘
' Inc on Plaintiff’s clalm of unfair competltlon (cybersquattmg) iy
OR
/i/ in favor of Defendant Atlanta SC, Inc. and agamst Plamtlff Skydlve g

Arizona on Plaintiff’s claim of unfair competition (cybersquattlng)

12
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IF YOU FOUND IN FAVOR OF PLAINTIFF ON
ITS CLAIM FOR UNFAIR COMPETITION UNDER

LANHAM ACT § 43(d) (cybersquatting):

You must decide the issue of statuto’ry' damages.

Please fill in the chart below as to each domain name for which you found a
Defendant or Defendants responsible for committing an act of unfair comipetition
(cybersquatting). Next to each domain name, please list the Defendant or Defendants
you hold liable as to that particular domain name, and the amount of damages you
believe are appropriate for that particular violation consistent with the instructions on

statutory damages.
Domain Name(s) Defendant(s) ~ Damages
. arizonaskydive.net cazy QU Aoy %0,000
REN TRpTLEVL ‘ 206, 66
. ~arizona-skydiving.com QA(U1 QUA‘T'T" oot 80; coo
G BuT Er el sha
. skydivingarizona.com CAR-) ] uaTRecH ] ; 801 oo
R e* ) VuTe - to ,00 ¢
 ae S oow
. skydivingaz.com Cary QUATIROSH] , 8o, oo
Raw BuTiew Ay 90 8
. skydivearizona.net A Ay Q JATT (RO 8o, © oo
M) PuTee™ o006
‘ | AT €O Chr t ae
. arizonaskydive.com CAs2Y = el ' ‘8 e, o °
BEN) TLyTLEre 20,0006
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CONCERNING PLAINTIFF’S CLAIM FOR FALSE |
DESIGNATION OF ORIGIN AND UNFAIR COMPETITION
UNDER LANHAM ACT § 43(a) (FALSE ADVERTISING):

You must determine the amount of actual damages:

We, the jury, do find

/X/ that Plaintiff Skydive Arizona is entltled to damages in the sum of
$ / 000, poo | o

14
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CONCERNING PLAINTIFF’S CLAIM FOR FALSE o
DESIGNATION OF ORIGIN AND UNFAIR COMPETITION
UNDER LANHAM ACT § 43(a) (FALSE ADVERTISING):

You must decide if the Plaintiff has proven by clear and convincing evidence , 7

that the Defendants acted willfully when engaging in false designation of origin
and unfair competition (false advertising)

We, the jury, do find,

As to Cai‘y Quattrocchi

ves: X _ OR NoO: -

As to Ben B}ltler

YES: K OR NO:‘

As to IGOVincent, LLC
YES: X OR NO: '

As to USSO, LLC

YES: Z<__ OR NO:

As to CASC, Inc.

YES: 2; OR NO:

15
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As to Atlanta SC, Inc.

YES: OR NO: >(

16



Case 2:05-cv-02656-MHM Document 370  Filed 10/02/09 Page 18 of 18

You have now reached the end of the verdict form and should review it to
ensure that it accurately reflects your unanimous determinations. The jury foreperson

should then sign and date the verdict form in the spaces below.

#59 | / 0/2/ Zoog |

7 7
Foreperson’s f Date

Signature & Jury Number
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