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8 UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
9 CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
11 BROWN UNIVERSITY ) CASE NO.: CV 17-7522-GW(GJSx)
In Providence in the State of Rhodle
12 Island and Providence Plantationg,
13 ) PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
Plaintiff, )
14 )
15 || V. )
16 )
GARY ZIMET, )
17 )
18 Defendant. )
)
19 )
20
21 Brown University (“Plaintiff’) has sued Gary Zimet (“Defendant”) |n
22 || connection with Zimet’s possession of, and gtaauction off, the student file of John
23 ||F. Kennedy, Jr. (“JFK, Jr.”), that was coibeg while he was aapplicant and student
24 ||at the university. (Docket Nos. 1-2.) Gbctober 19, 2017, Plaiiff applied for &
25 ([temporary restraining order to prevent f@elant from “selling, transferring pr
26 || otherwise alienating any docuntém his possession, custody, or control that was pnce
27 |lowned by Brown University,” including the BE Jr. files. (Docket Nos. 11-17.) The
28
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Court granted the request, finding Plainkifid satisfied both the traditional injunct

relief test and the Ninth Cirdis alternative “sliding scaletest. (Docket Nos. 18-19.

The Court set a briefing schedule aadhearing to determine whether
temporary restraining order should be cote@into a preliminary injunction. (Dock
No. 19.) Plaintiff served Defendant withe Summons and Complaint (and ot
materials, including the tgoorary restraining order and teaals related thereto) ¢
October 22, 2017. (Docket N&0.) Defendant filed aapposition brief. (Docket N¢
21.) Plaintiff filed a reply brief and evideary objections. (Docket Nos. 23-24.) {
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November 2, 2017, following argument obunsel, the Court granted Plaintiff's

request for preliminary injunction for theasons stated in its tentative ruling wh
was adopted as the Court’sdi ruling. (Docket No. 25.)
FINDINGS

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 65 and LoRale 65, and after consideration of
Verified Complaint, Brown University’s pplication for Preliminary Injunction, an
all other papers filed hare it appears to the satsition of the Court that:

(1) The Summons, Complaint, Tporary Restraining Order, and otl
pleadings and papers wer@perly served on Defendant.

(2) This Court has jurisdiction ovehe subject matter of this case, :
personal jurisdiction over Defendant.

(3) Venue lies properlwith this Court.

(4) The Complaint statea claim upon which relietan be granted, ai
Plaintiff has the authority toegk the relief it has requested.

(5) Plaintiff is likely to prevail on the merits of this action.

(6) The documents at issue are unigud bear both intrinsic and histori
value.

(7) There is a substantial likelihottdat the documents will be transferr
sold or otherwise disposed of before thmuf has an opportunity to hear evidence
trial on the merits of ownership.

2.
[PROPOSED] PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

ich

the

nd

her

And

cal

ed,
ata




© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N N RN DN DN N NDNN R P RBP B R R R R R R
0o N o OO~ W N P O © 0 N~ o 0o W N B O

(8) If that happens, Plaintiff will suffeirreparable harm that will not |
capable of compensation by simple money damages.

(9) Defendant will not be harmed ifalstatus quo is maintained until the t
on the merits of ownership.

(10) Weighing the equities and considgrthe Plaintiff's likelihood of succe!
in the action, a preliminary iapction is in the public interest.

(11) Plaintiff is to post bond in the amount of $5,000.

ORDER
(1) Defendant Gary Zimet Defendant”), his agentservants, employes

rial

S,

attorneys, and all others in active concerparticipation with him, is restrained and

enjoined during the pendency of this antifrom selling, transferring, or otherw
alienating any document in Bendant’s possession, custody, or control that was
owned by Brown University (“Riintiff”’) (“the Documents”).
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(2) The Documents include, but are nahiied to the documents currently

offered for sale on the websitevw.momentsintime.correlating to the application fq

admission to Brown University if John Fitzgéd Kennedy, Jr. anany and all letter
written by Mrs. Jaqueline Kendg Onassis relating to MKennedy'’s application fg
admission or in any wayelated to Mr. Kennedy’s timm as a student at Bro{
University.

(3) The Documents also include, but ac limited to, any documents writt
by any professor, administrator, agentanployee of Brown University in any w
relating to Mr. Kennedy.

(4) The Documents also include, bate not limited to, any and eve
document in any way l&ted to Mr. Kennedy’s time asséudent at Brown Universit)

(5) This Preliminary Injunction is efféiwe from November 2, 2017, and sk
continue in effect until this Court entefisal judgment in this action or otherwi
vacates this Order.
I
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(6) Plaintiff shall file proof of bond in the amount of $5,000 within ten
business days after entry of this Order.

(7) Defendant shall immediately providecopy of this Order to any pers
or entity that has attempted, offered, antracted to sell any of the Docume
through, with the assistanad, or to Defendant. Defendashall, within three (3
business days following written request ésnail to Defendant’s counsel, The
Salazar, at salazarlawgroup@ahtom, serve upon counsel for Plaintiff, by ema
Christopher A. Duggan via chris.dugg@smithduggan.com and Kevin R. Crisp
kcrisp@lc-lawyers.coina declaration by Defendant umdeenalty of perjury that h

has complied with this paragraph. Thatstnent by Defendantalinclude the name

address, telephone numpand email address, of eashich person or entity who w
provided with a copy of this Ordeursuant to this paragraph.

(8) Plaintiff's attorneys, agents, employees may seg\this Order upon ar
person or entity that may have possessiostocly, control, or knowledge of any of 1
Documents, or any other entity or person thay be otherwise subject to any provig

of this Order, by delivering copy of this Order byny means, including, but njot

limited to, facsimile transmissin or electronic mail.
(9) This Preliminary Injunction sHasurvive the filing of an Amende
Complaint.
(10) Any party may seek to mddithis Order by noticed motion.
ENTERED this 18 day of November, 2017.

g F M

GEORGHH. WU,
UnitedStateistrict Judge
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