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

Y e wn

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION,

t‘ivﬂ Action Na. 2:01-cv-04854-BMS

Plaintiff,

V.

JOHN ZUCCARINI, iandividually and
d/b/a Cupealce Party, ef al., :

LA B S I N

Defendant. :

On April 5, 2002, this Court entered a Judgment and Permanent I‘LljﬁﬂbﬁOﬂ (“Permanent
Injunction™) against Defendant Joln Zncearini. The Permanent Injunction prohibited Defendant
| Zuccarini from, among other things, engaging in any of the following conduci: (A) redirecting
consurmmers on the Iniemet or World Wide ‘Web; (B) represenﬁn B, expressly or by implication,
that any web pages, web sites, domain names, goods or services, are endorsed by, or affiliated or
associated with, any third party or any entity, when in fact ﬂley'érf: not; and (C) par!ibipaﬁn gin
any affiliate marketing programs. Permapanf Injunction (“Perm. nj.””) § I. The Permanent
Injunction also required Defendant, for a period of 5 years fiom the date of service of fhe Order,
to notify the Federal Trade Commission (“Comﬁﬁsion"’ or “FTC") in writing within 30 days of
regisiering or re-registering a domain name with any domain name registrar, Perm. Inj. § V(D),
or of any changeé 1o his resi;lantial or mailing address or employment status, Jd. § V(B)-(C). On -
December 21, 2006, the Commission filed a Motion secking an Order to Show Cause Why

Defendant Zucearini Should Not Be Held In Civil Contempt based upon his violations of the
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Permanent Injunciion. The Commission sought disgorgement of the revenues that Defendant
Zuccarini obtained as a result of his contumacious activities.

The FTC and Dgfclldant Znocarini hereby stipulais to the enlry of this Order (“Stipulatad
Order™) finding John Zuccarini in Civil Contempt and modii‘yin g the Permenent Injunction and
furlther agree and stipulaie to the fo]]owiﬁg:

FINDINGS:

1. This Court entered a valid Permanent Injunction against Defendant Zucearini on
April 9, 2002. |

2. Defendant Zncearini was served with the Tod gment and Permanent Injunction on

e

September 3, 2003 and had Imowledge of its contents.

3. Defendant Zuccarini disobsyed the Penmanent Injunction by engagin E 1 achvities
that vialated Sections I and V of the Permanent Injunction.

4. Défaudan‘t Zuccarini violated Section I (A) of the Permanent Tnjunction by
n_ad:irecting éons'flm crs away from their iut@udéd Intemet destinaﬁons by registering and operating
domain names that are misspellings 6r ;:onﬁlsingly similar variations of other domain names
relating to an array of products and services. |

5 Dafendaut Zucca_rini violated Secﬁon I (C) of the Permanent Injunction by
representing b& implication that his web pages and domain names were endormsed by, or affiliated
or associated with, third parties or entities, when in fact ﬂley were not. Defendant Zuccaﬁnj

mads these implied represontations by operating web sites with domain names that were

deliberate variations of other well-lnown web Bites.

6. Defendant Zuccarini violated Section I (D) of the Permanent Injunction by

2






