
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

Alexandria Division

Maglula Ltd.,

Plaintiff,

V.

Amazon.com, Inc Amazon.com

Services, Inc.,

Defendants.

Case No. l:19-cv-01570

Hon. Liam O'Grady

ORDER

This matter comes before the Court on Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment

Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 56. Dkt. 420. The matter was fully briefed in Plaintiff s

Response in Opposition (Dkt. 449), Defendants' Reply to Response (Dkt. 465), Plaintiff s surreply

(Dkt. 477), and Defendants' reply to the surreply (Dkt. 478-1). In their Motion, Defendants argue

that the Court should grant summary judgment in their favor based on Plaintiff s failure to make a

prima facie case of trademark infringement, trademark counterfeiting, copyright infringement,

infringement of "uninspected" products, and vicarious liability.

The Court has studied the pleadings and exhibits and finds that there are genuine issues of

material fact in each of the causes of action, and that summary Judgment is therefore inappropriate.

Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242,247-48 (1986).

First, Defendants' arguments that Plaintiff failed to show evidence of trademark

infiingement, trademark counterfeiting, and copyright infnngement are meritless. Plaintiff has

alleged sufficient facts and provided sufficient evidence to establish a genuine issue of material

fact as to each cause of action.
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