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Attorneys for Plaintiff

Las Vegas Sands Corp.
UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEVADA
LAS VEGAS SANDS CORP., a Nevada Case No: 2:14-cv-00424-JCM-NJK

corporation,

PRELIMINARY
Haintiff, INJUNCTION

V.

FIRST CAGAYAN LEISURE & RESORT
CORPORATION, et al.

Defendants.

UPON CONSIDERATION of the motion filed by Plaintiff Las Vegas Sands Corp. fc
preliminary injunction against the New Dafiants (Dkt. No. 21), the supporting memorand
of points and authorities, thegporting declaration of Meng Zhonggthecord in this case, an
for other good cause shown;

THE COURT HEREBY FINDS THAT:

1. In accordance with the Court's Temporary Restraining Order, Order
Alternative Service, and Order Setting Hearangl Briefing Schedule ORlaintiff's Motion for
Preliminary Injunction For The New Defendanentered on December 19, 2014 (Dkt. No. 2
and as set forth in the Certificate of Servic&t(No. 27), Las Vegas Sands Corp. served ead
the Defendants (including each of the Newdbelants) by email on December 29, 2014 with
Complaint, Amended Complaint, and Motion for Preliminary Injunction;

2. Las Vegas Sands also served a copy of0rt's order settingorth the briefing

schedule for the Motion for Prelimary Injunction (Dkt. No. 30);
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3. Las Vegas Sands Corp. will suffer irreparable injury to its valuable traderarks
and associated goodwill if the New Defendantsrexepreliminarily enjoined from transferring
the following domain names to other domainmearegistrars located outside the Couft’s
jurisdiction, or from transfeing the registrations for théllowing domain names to other
persons or entities located outside tleu€s jurisdiction: wwwjs3111.com, www.js3777.com,
www.js3222.com, www.5599js.com, www.5588js.com, www.js8777.com, www.6677js/com,
www.6633js.com, www.6644js.com, www.6611js.com, www.6666js.com, www.6688js/com,

www.7777js.com, www.111lljs.com, www.2222js.com, www.3333js.com, www.5555js/com,
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www.8888js.com, www.js8111.com, www.js8222.com, www.8877js.com, www.8833js/com,
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www.8811js.com, www.8822js.com, www.8844js.com, www.8855js.com, www.2211js/com,
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www.2255js.com, www.2266js.com, www.2277js.com, www.2288js.com, www.2299js.com,
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www.1122js.com, www.1155js.com, www.1144js.com, www.3311js.com, www.3322js.com,

=
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www.3355js.com, www.3377js.com, www.3388js.com, www.3399js.com, and www.3583.com
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(together the “New Domains”);
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4. Las Vegas Sands Corp. is likely to sweteon the merits of its Lanham A
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claims for trademark infringement and false deation of origin, brought pursuant to 15 U.S|C.

[ —
\]

88 1114(a) and 1125(a)(1)(A), respectively, and oclésn for copyrighinfringement, brought
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pursuantto 17 U.S.C. § 104,seq.;
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5. The balance of hardships tips in L¥ggas Sands Corp.’s favor becausg a
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preliminary injunction order would merelglace the New Domains on hold and lock pending

N
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trial, and the failure to issue a preliminaryummction order would cause Las Vegas Sands Cprp.

N
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to suffer additional irreparable injury andcur additional expense if the New Domains are
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transferred to other registrandsiring the pendency of this taan, requiring Las Vegas Sands

N
N

Corp. to file additional lawsuit(s) in other jurisdictions;

N
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6. The issuance of a preliminary injunction order is in the public interest because it

N
(o))

would protect consumers against deception amdusion arising from the use of Las Vegas

N
-~

Sands Corp.’s federally registereddemarks, by persons otheah_as Vegas Sands Corp.; ahd

_ 28 7. The New Defendants will suffer minimal damage, if any damage at all, by the
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issuance of a preliminary injunction; accogly, a nominal bond in the amount of $100
reasonable security;

8. To date, none of the Defendants (Newotirerwise) have filed a memorandum
points and authority or any other response withCourt in opposition to Plaintiff’'s motion for
preliminary injunction.

THEREFORE, IT ISHEREBY ORDERED THAT, pending a full trial on the merits:

1. Las Vegas Sands Corp. need not poditiadal security because it has alreg
deposited $100 with the Clerk of the Court security for the Cour$ previously issueq
preliminary injunction/temporarilyestraining order (Dkt. No. 10), and that deposit is suffic
security to support thissuance of this gliminary injunction;

2. eNom, Inc. (“eNom”), GoDaddy.com, Inc., and PDR LTD. D/H
PUBLICDOMAINREGISTRY.COM (the domain nanmregistrars) and VeSign, Inc. (the.com
registry) shall immediately remove or disable ttomain name server (“DNS”) information f
the New Domains, shall place the New Domadnshold and lock, and deposit them into {
registry of the Court;

3. The New Defendants and their respectifecers, agents, servants, employe

and/or all other persons actiimg concert or participation with the New Defendants are hef

enjoined from: (a) using the SANDS markgtlsunburst design, Jinsha, or any confusin
similar variations thereof, alone or in comhioa with any other lettey; words, letter string
phrases or designs in commoey including, without limitationpn any website, in any doma
name, in any social network user name, in higglen website text, or in any website metat
and (b) engaging in false or misleading advertising or commercial activities likely to d4
consumers into believing that any of the New Ddfmts is the Plaintiff othat any of the New
Defendants’ goods or services are associatedffdiated with, connected to, or approved,
sponsored by, Plaintiff; and

4. Plaintiff may serve follow-up ubpoenas upon eNom, Inc. (“eNom’
GoDaddy.com, Inc., and PDR LTD. D/B/A BUICDOMAINREGISTRY.COM (the domain

name registrars), and may serve subpoenas upoothey third party, busolely to the exten
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necessary to identify any unknown Defendan&imy other person or entity who is or who m

be violating this Order.

ENTERED: February 17, 2015.
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UNITE,D STATESDISTRICT JUDGE
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