
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

ARLINGTON INDUSTRIES, INC., 
Plaintiff, 
 

v. 
 
BRIDGEPORT FITTINGS, INC. 

Defendant. 
 

Civil Action No.:  06:CV:1105 (ARC) 

 

JURY DEMAND   

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF SOUGHT 

ELECTRONICALLY FILED 

SECOND  AMENDED COMPLAINT WITH 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF SOUGHT 

In support of its Second Amended Complaint against Defendant 

BRIDGEPORT FITTINGS, INC. (“BRIDGEPORT”),  Plaintiff ARLINGTON 

INDUSTRIES, INC. (“ARLINGTON”) states as follows:   

THE PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff ARLINGTON is a corporation organized and existing under 

the laws of the State of New York, having a principal place of business at 1 

Stauffer Industrial Park, Scranton, Pennsylvania 18517. 
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2. Defendant BRIDGEPORT is a corporation organized and existing 

under the laws of the State of Connecticut, having its headquarters and principal 

place of business at 705 Lordship Boulevard, Stratford, CT 06615.   

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

3.  This action arises under the Patent Laws of the United States, 35 

U.S.C. § 100 et seq.   

4. This Court has original Federal Question jurisdiction over this action 

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§  1331 and 1338.  

5.  Venue is proper in this District under 28 U.S.C. § 1391 as defendant 

BRIDGEPORT regularly conducts business throughout this District. 

CLAIM 1 
INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 6,521,831 

 
6. ARLINGTON repeats and incorporates by reference the allegations 

set forth in Paragraphs 1-5.   

7.  ARLINGTON is the owner by assignment of United States Patent No. 

6,521,831 (“the ‘831 patent”).  The ‘831 patent was duly and legally issued by the 

United States Patent and Trademark Office on February 18, 2003. A true and 

correct copy of the ‘831 patent is attached as Exhibit A. 

8.  BRIDGEPORT is infringing the ‘831 patent.  Upon information and 

belief, BRIDGEPORT makes, uses, sells, offers to sell, or imports the following 

products with designated catalog numbers: 3838ASP and 3838SP (“the Accused 
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Products”).  BRIDGEPORT infringes and continue to infringe the ‘831 patent by 

making, using, selling, offering to sell, or importing the Accused Products. 

9. BRIDGEPORT’s infringement of the ‘831 patent is willful. 

BRIDGEPORT knew or should have known that by making, using, selling, 

offering to sell, and/or importing the Accused Products that there was a high 

likelihood that its actions constituted infringement of the ‘831 patent.  

10. This is an exceptional case warranting an award of treble damages to 

ARLINGTON under 35 U.S.C. § 284, and an award of ARLINGTON’s attorney 

fees under 35 U.S.C. § 285.  

11. ARLINGTON has been irreparably and monetarily damaged by 

BRIDGEPORT’S infringement of the ‘831 patent.  If BRIDGEPORT’S actions are 

not permanently enjoined, ARLINGTON will continue to be irreparably and 

monetarily damaged.   

CLAIM 2 
INFRINGEMENT OF US. PATENT NO. 5,266,050 

 
12. ARLINGTON repeats and incorporates by reference the allegations 

set forth in Paragraphs 1-11.   

13. ARLINGTON is the owner by assignment of United States Patent No. 

5,266,050 (“the ‘050 patent”).  The ‘050 patent was duly and legally issued by the 

United States Patent and Trademark Office on September 11, 1992. A true and 

correct copy of the ‘050 patent is attached as Exhibit B. 
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14.  BRIDGEPORT is infringing Claim 8 of the ‘050 patent.  Upon 

information and belief, BRIDGEPORT makes, uses, sells, offers to sell, or imports 

the Accused Products.  BRIDGEPORT infringes and continue to infringe the ‘050 

patent by making, using, selling, offering to sell, or importing the Accused 

Products. 

15.  BRIDGEPORT’s infringement of the ‘050 patent is willful.  This is an 

exceptional case warranting an award of treble damages to ARLINGTON under 35 

U.S.C. § 284, and an award of ARLINGTON’s attorney fees under 35 U.S.C. § 

285.  

16.     ARLINGTON has been irreparably and monetarily damaged by 

BRIDGEPORT’S infringement of the ‘050 patent.  If BRIDGEPORT’s actions are 

not permanently enjoined, ARLINGTON will continue to be irreparably and 

monetarily damaged. 

CLAIM 3 
DECLARATION THAT BRIDGEPORT IS BARRED FROM A FINDING 

OF INEQUITABLE CONDUCT AND ANY OTHER EQUITABLE RELIEF 
BY THE DOCTRINE OF UNCLEAN HANDS 

 
17. ARLINGTON repeats and incorporates by reference the allegations 

set forth in Paragraphs 1-16. 

18. BRIDGEPORT has unclean hands when it comes into this Court and 

requests equitable relief such as a finding that the ‘831 patent is unenforceable due 

to inequitable conduct. 
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19. BRIDGEPORT has not been frank and fair with the Court and the 

United States Patent and Trademark Office in its representations. 

20. BRIDGEPORT is barred from a finding that the ‘831 patent is 

unenforceable due to inequitable conduct or any other equitable relief due to its 

unclean hands. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff ARLINGTON prays for a judgment: 

A. That BRIDGEPORT has infringed the ‘831 patent; 

B. Awarding damages for infringement of the ‘831 patent; 

C. Awarding treble damages for willful infringement of the ‘831 patent;  

D. That BRIDGEPORT has unclean hands and is barred from a finding 

that the ‘831 patent is unenforceable due to inequitable conduct.  

E. Preliminarily and permanently enjoining and restraining 

BRIDGEPORT from further infringement of the ‘831 patent; 

F. That BRIDGEPORT has infringed the ‘050 patent; 

G. Awarding damages for infringement of the ‘050 patent; 

H. Preliminarily and permanently enjoining and restraining 

BRIDGEPORT from further infringement of the ‘050 patent; 

I.  Awarding treble damages for willful infringement of the ‘050 patent; 
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J. That this is an exceptional case under 35 U.S.C. § 285 warranting an 

award of ARLINGTON’S attorney fees; 

K. Awarding pre-judgment interest to compensate  

ARLINGTON for the damages it has sustained;  

L. Awarding costs for this lawsuit; and 

M. Awarding ARLINGTON such other and further relief as the Court 

deems just and proper. 

JURY DEMAND 
 
 Plaintiff ARLINGTON demands trial by jury on all issues. 

Date: September 24, 2007 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
 
 By:/s/ Robert J. Tribeck  

Robert J. Tribeck 
Pa. I.D. No. 74486 
Rhoads & Sinon LLP 
One South Market Square 
Harrisburg, PA  17108-1146 
(717) 233-5731 
(717) 231-6600 (fax) 
rtribeck@rhoads-sinon.com 

Mark L. Hogge (to be admitted pro hac vice) 
Shailendra Maheshwari (to be admitted pro hac vice) 
Katie A. Jefcoat (to be admitted pro hac vice) 
Greenberg Traurig, LLP 
800 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 
Suite 500 
Washington, DC  20006 
(202) 331-3100 
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(202) 331-3101 (fax) 
 
Kathryn L. Clune (admitted pro hac vice) 
Crowell & Moring, LLP 
1001 Pennsylvania Ave, N.W. 
Washington, DC  20004-2595 
Telephone: (202) 624-2705 
Facsimile: (202) 628-5116 
 
Auzville Jackson, Jr. (admitted pro hac vice) 
8652 Rio Grande Road 
Richmond, VA  23229 
Telephone:  (804) 740-6828 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff  
Arlington Industries, Inc. 
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