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Pursuant to Rule 56 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and Local Rule 56, Plaintiff

Rosetta Stone Ltd. moves this Court for partial summary judgment as to liability on all its claims

against Google Inc. (“Google”). Specifically:

 Google is directly liable for trademark infringement because Google uses Rosetta
Stone’s trademarks in commerce, in connection with the sale, offering for sale,
and advertising of goods and services, and in a manner that is likely to confuse –
and that in fact has confused – consumers.

 Google is liable for the trademark infringement of its advertisers because it (i)
intentionally induces its advertisers to infringe Rosetta Stone’s marks;
(ii) continues to sell advertising space to entities that it knows or has reason to
know are engaging in trademark infringement; and (iii) has the legal right to stop
or limit the infringing conduct, and the practical ability to do so, yet fails to
prevent the ongoing infringement of Rosetta Stone’s marks that occurs on
Google’s search-results pages.

 Google is liable for trademark dilution under the Lanham Act because Google’s
conduct has resulted in the blurring and tarnishment of Rosetta Stone’s famous
marks.

 Google has been unjustly enriched under Virginia law because it knowingly uses
and sells Rosetta Stone’s trademarks for its own profit without compensating
Rosetta Stone.

The grounds and authorities in support of this motion are set forth in Rosetta Stone Ltd.’s

Memorandum of Law in Support of Its Motion for Partial Summary Judgment As To Liability

along with the supporting Declarations and Exhibits.
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