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PILLSBURY WINTHROP LLP

IAN R. BARRETT #155687
CHRISTOPHER J. CHAUDOIR #198444
725 South Figueroa Street, Suite 2800

Los Angeles, CA 90017-5406

Telephone: (213) 488-7100

Facsimile: (213) 629-1033

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Miracle Blade, LLC
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Miracle Blade, LLC, a California limited
liability company,

Plaintiff,
Vs.

Fowler Products, a Nevada company; Joe
Fowler, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; Ronald Blankenship, an individual;
Joseph B. Fowler, and individual; Jamie
Green, an individual; Mark Hyman, an
individual; and Robert Payne, an individual,

Defendants.
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COMPLAINT OF MIRACLE BLADE
LLC FOR:

1. PATENT INFRINGEMENT;

2. UNFAIR COMPETITION UNDER
THE LANHAM ACT § 43(a);

3. CALIFORNIA UNFAIR
COMPETITION UNDER CAL. BUS. &
PROF. CODE §§ 17200 ET SEQ. AND
17500;

4. COMMON LAW UNFAIR
COMPETITION; AND

5. COMMON LAW TRADE DRESS
INFRINGEMENT.

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

COMPLAINT OF MIRACLE BLADE, L1L.C
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Plaintiff, Miracle Blade, LLC, through its attorneys of record, alleges as follows:
INTRODUCTION
This is a complaint for patent and trade dress infringement. This Complaint is based
upon the Defendant’s unauthorized manufacture, use, promotion, advertising and sale of
Plaintiff’s patented kitchen knives.
JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1. This is a civil action arising under the patent and trademark laws of the
United States 15 U.S.C. § 1125 et seq. and 35 U.S.C. § 271 et seq. Accordingly, this court
has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331, 1367, and 1338. On information and belief,
jurisdiction is also proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1332. Plaintiff is informed and believes and
thereon alleges that the amount in controversy, exclusiv.c of interest and costs, exceeds the
jurisdictional minimum.

2. Venue in this court is proper under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391(b) and 1400.

THE PARTIES

3. Plaintiff MIRACLE BLADE, LLC, (“Miracle Blade™) is a Delaware limited
liability company having an address and principal place of business at 4929 Wilshire
Boulevard, Suite 500, Los Angeles, California, 90010.

4, On information and belief, Defendant Fowler Products, is a company of
unknown form, with a principle place of business and business address at PO Box 60131,
Las Vegas, NV 89160.

5. On information and belief, Defendant Joe Fowler, LLC (“Fowler LLC”), is a
limited liability company formed under the laws of the State of Nevada, with a principle
place of business and business address at P.O. Box 60131, Las Vegas, NV 89160. On
information and belief, the members of the limited liability company are residents of
Nevada.

6. On information and belief, Defendant Joseph B. Fowler (“Fowler”), is an

individual residing in Las Vegas, Nevada.

20450233v1 -1- COMPLAINT OF MIRACLE BLADE, LLC
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7. On information and belief, Defendant Ronald Blankenship (“Blankenship™)
is an individual residing in Las Vegas, Nevada.

8. On information and belief, Defendant Jamie Green (“Green™) is an
individual residing in Las Vegas, Nevada.

9. On information and belief, Defendant Mark Hyman (“Hyman™) is an
individual residing in Las Vegas, Nevada.

10.  On information and belief, Defendant Robert Payne (“Payne™) is an
individual residing in Las Vegas, Nevada,

11.  Together each of the defendants described above shall be referred to herein
as “Defendants.”

12.  Upon information and belief, Miracle Blade alleges that at all times relevant
herein, each of the Defendants was acting in concert with the other Defendants and were the
agents of with the other Defendants and were the agents, servants, employees, partners,
joint venturers, and/or co-conspirators of the other defendants, and in doing the things
alleged herein, acted within the scope of said agency, servitude, employment, partnership,
joint venture and/or conspiracy.

13.  Miracle Blade is further informed and believes, and on that basis alleges,
that the Defendants, and each of them, are responsible in some manner for the occurrences
herein alleged, and that Miracle Blade’s damages as’ herein alleged were proximately
caused by the acts or omissions of said defendants and each of them.

14.  Upon information and belief, Miracle Blade alleges that Defendants have
knowingly and willfully conspired and agreed among themselves to commit the acts alleged
herein.

15.  Oninformation and belief, Miracle Blade alleges that Defendants
manufacture, use, promote, sell, and offer to sell the products complained of herein (viz.,
infringing copies of Miracle Blade’s patented kitchen knives) throughout the United States
and within this judicial district.

OMPLAINT OF M ‘BLADE, L1C
20450233v1 -2- C OF MIRACLE
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MIRACLE BLADE’S PATENTED KITCHEN KNIVES

16.  Miracle Blade designs, manufactures, advertises and sells uniquely designed
kitchen knives called the Miracle Blade I1I. Miracle Blade has sold over twelve million of
its uniquely designed and world famous Miracle Blade knives. |

17.  One of Miracle Blade’s kitchen knives’ most notable features is their
distinctive appearance, including uniquely shaped handles, blades and decorative knobs on
the knife blade. Miracle Blade’s kitchen knives are exceptionally durable, as they are
constructed of high quality materials and are skillfully assembled. Because of their durable
construction, they can withstand heavy use in demanding environments, such as
commercial and residential kitchens. Pictures of Miracle Blade’s kitchen knives are
attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference.

18.  Asaresult of their distinctive designs, on February 15, 2002, Miracle Blade
applied for several patents on the design of their kitchen knives.

19.  On August 20, 2002, the United States Patent and Trademark Office duly
and lawfully issued U.S. Patent No. Des. 461,681 (the ‘681 patent). Miracle Blade is the
assignee of all right, title and interest in the ‘681 patent. A true and correct copy of the
‘681 patent is attached hereto as Exhibit “B”.

20.  On August 20, 2002, the United States Patent and Trademark Office duly
and lawfully issued U.S. Patent No. Des. 461,688 (the ‘688 patent). Miracle Blade is the
assignee of all right, title and interest in the ‘688 patent. A true and correct copy of the
‘688 patent is attached hereto as Exhibit “C”.

21.  Collectively the ‘681, and ‘688 patents are referred to as the “Miracle Blade
Patents” herein.

22.  Miracle Blade’s kitchen knives are a considerable success. The public
instantly appreciated the distinctive and attractive design. Miracle Blade’s kitchen knives
are now ubiquitous; one sees the Miracle Blade kitchen knives marketed on television and

in kitchens throughout the United States and worldwide.

LE BLADE
20450233v1 -3- COMPLAINT OF MIRAC , LLC
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23.  Miracle Blade has expended substantial time, money and effort in marketing
its kitchen knives. As a result of these efforts, and, as a result of extensive sales, Miracle
Blade’s trade dress, i.e., the overall appearance and style of its kitchen knives, have
acquired significant and favorable value as a symbot of Miracle Blade and the quality and
good will of its business. - Miracle Blade’s trade dress has therefore acquired secondary

meaning signifying that its kitchen knives come from a single source (i.e., Miracle Blade).

DEFENDANTS INTENTIONAL COPYING, INFRINGEMENT AND FALSE
ADVERTISING

24,  Recognizing that the design of Miracle Blade’s kitchen knives had captured
the attention of the marketplace, Defendants, on information and belief, began to copy
Miracle Blade’s design and sell those copies to the consuming public.

25.  Aslate as June 13, 2003, Defendants sold copies of its unique kitchen knives
at the San Diego County Fair from its space at Bing Crosby Hall #2159 and Exhibit Hall
#4333.

26.  On information and belief, Defendants, with knowledge of, and in direct
contravention of Miracle Blade’s rights, have manufactured, distributed, advertised,
marketed and sold kitchen knives throughout the United States and in this judicial district
that are virtually indistinguishable from Miracle Blade’s patented kitchen knives. Pictures
of Defendants’ infringing kitchen knives are attached hereto as Exhibit “D”.

27.  Defendants’ infringing kitchen knives, including those depicted in Exhibit
D, are unauthorized copies of Miracle Blade’s patented kitchen knives. On information and
belief, Defendants manufacture the infringing kitchen knives in the absence of strict quality
control standards. Such products are, moreover, not subject to Miracle Blade’s approval
and have entered the market before Miracle Blade could determine whether or not they
conform to Miracle Blade’s standards.

28.  Oninformation and belief, Miracle Blade alleges that Defendants

intentionally copied the design and trade dress of Miracle Blade’s kitchen knives in order to

OMPLAINT OF MIRAs
204502331 -4 - c CLE BLADE, LLC
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free ride on the goodwill, reputation, success, and popularity of Miracle Blade’s kitchen
knives.

29.  In promoting the infringing kitchen knives, Defendants also refer to the
knives as “identical to those seen on TV”, intentionally palming off on Miracle Blade’s
well recognized unique kitchen knives that have been extensively advertised since
November of 2001 using thirty minute long commercials, commonly referred to as
infomercials.

30.  On information and belief, Defendants also inappropriately label their
products as using special “Surgical Steel” without actually using said specialty steel.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

(Patent Infringement)

31. Miracle Blade, re-alleges, and incorporates by reference, as though fully set
forth herein, the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 30.

32.  Defendants have notice of Miracle Blade’s rights to the Miracle Blade
Patents.

33.  Defendants have infringed the Miracle Blade Patents by manufacturing,
using, selling and/or offering for sale within the United States, kitchen knives which
embody the patented designs of the Miracle Blade Patents. On information and belief,
Defendants will continue to infringe the Miracle Blade Patents unless enjoined By this
Court.

34.  Oninformation and belief, Defendants’ infringement has been committed
willfully and with knowledge of Miracle Blade’s rights to the Miracle Blade Patents and
has resulted and continues to result in substantial unjust profits and unjust enrichment on
the part of Defendants in an amount yet to be determined.

35.  Oninformation and belief, Defendants have willfully contributed to and/or
induced infringement of the Miracle Blade Patents and will continue to do so unless

enjoined by this Court,

204502331 -5-
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36.  Defendants threaten to continue to infringe, by way of the conduct
complained of herein and will continue such conduct unless enjoined by this Court.
Miracle Blade has no adequate remedy at law for such conduct and is suffering and will
continue to suffer irreparable harm as a result. Miracle Blade is also suffering damages in
an amount not yet determined.

37.  Defendants’ acts of infringement are causing irreparable harm to Miracle
Blade and will continue to cause such harm unless enjoined by this Court.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
(Unfair Competition Under the Lanham Act § 43(a))

38.  Miracle Blade, re-alleges, and incorporates by reference, as though fuily set
forth herein, the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 37.

39.  The conduct of Defendants complained of herein falsely represents that
Defendants’ products are approved of, sponsored or authorized by, or otherwise affiliated
with Miracle Blade and/or Miracle Blade’s products. Defendants have used and are
continuing to use in connection with goods, a false designation of origin or a false
description or representation of fact, including words, terms and/or other symbols intending
falsely to describe or represent the same, and have caused such goods to enter into interstate
commerce, including this judicial district. Miracle Blade is likely to be damaged by such
false designation and representation because there is the reasonable likelihood that
purchasers will be confused, mistaken or deceived as to the true source, sponsorship,
approval, authorization or affiliation of said goods.

40.  The conduct of Defendants complained of herein constitutes trade dress
infringement and false advertising and is therefore unfair competition. Such conduct is
likely to cause confusion, to cause mistake, and to deceive the consuming public as to the
source, origin, affiliation, and sponsorship of Defendants’ goods, all in violation of Section
43(a) of the Federal Trademark Act of 1946, as amended, 15 U.S.C. § 1125(a).

41.  On information and belief, Defendants’ acts of unfair competition

complained of herein have been committed willfully with knowledge that such conduct

BLADE, L
20450233v1 -6- COMPLAINT OF MIRACLE ,LLC
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falsely describes or represents Defendants’ goods, with the intent to cause confusion and
mistake, or to deceive the consuming public.

42.  Oninformation and belief, Defendants threaten to continue the conduct
complained of herein and will continue such conduct unless enjoined by this Court.
Miracle Blade has no adequate remedy at law for such conduct and is suffering and will
continue to suffer irreparable harm as a result. Miracle Blade is also suffering damages in
an amount not yet determined.

43.  Asadirect and proximate result of Defendants’ unfair competitive acts,
Miracle Blade is entitled to damages, and upon information and belief, a preliminary and
permanent injunction enjoining and restraining Defendants, their respective agents,
servants, employees, and all persons acting in concert with them from engaging iﬁ the

aforesaid acts.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

(California State Unfair Competition Under California Business & Professions Code §
17200 et seq. and 17500)

44.  Miracle Blade, re-alleges, and incorporates by reference, as though fully set
forth herein, the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 45.

45.  Defendants copied the trade dress of Miracle Blade with the intent to
compete unfairly so as to create a demand for its products which Defendants would not
otherwise enjoy. Defendants have deceived and confused the buying public by
manufacturing, using, selling and/or offering for sale products which copy the trade dress of
Miracle Blade, leading the public to believe the merchandise sold by Defendants are in fact
merchandised, manufactured and/or distributed by Miracle Blade, and upon information
and belief, Defendants continue to deceive and confuse the public in this manner.

-46. Defendants have infringed the Miracle Blade Patents, and upon information
and belief, continues to do so.

47.  Asaresult of Defendants’ acts of unfair competition complained of herein,
the general reputation Miracle Blade’s products, which have been manufactured and sold

ST 7. COMPLAINT OF MIRACLE BLADE, LLC
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solely by Miracle Blade, will be damaged, as will Miracle Blade’s business, goodwill and
reputation.

48.  On information and belief, Defendants’ acts of unfair competition as
hereinabove alleged has been committed willfully and with knowledge that such acts
infringe upon Miracle Blade’s rights, with the intent to cause confusion and mistake, and/or
to deceive the consuming public.

49,  On information and belief, Defendants threaten to continue the conduct
complained of herein and will continue such conduct unless enjoined by this Court.
Miracle Blade has no adequate remedy at law for such conduct and is suffering and will
continue to suffer irreparable harm as a result. Miracle Blade is also suffering damages in
an amount not yet determined.

50.  Asadirect and proximate result of Defendants’ unfair competitive acts,
Miracle Blade is entitled to damages, and, upon information and belief, a preliminary and
permanent injunction enjoining and restraining Defendants, and their respective agents,
servants and employees, and all persons acting in concert with them, from engaging in the
aforesaid acts pursuant to California Business and Professions Code § 17203,

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
(Common Law Unfair Competition)

51.  Miracle Blade, re-alleges, and incorporates by reference, as though fully set
forth herein, the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 50.

52.  The conduct of Defendants complained of herein constitutes unfair
competition in violation of the common laws of the State of California, proximately causing
Miracle Blade damages and bringing Defendants unfair profit.

53.  Oninformation and belief, Defendants’ acts of unfair competition as
hereinabove alleged have been committed willfully and with the knowledge that such acts
infringe upon Miracle Blade’s rights, with the intent to cause confusion and mistake, and/or

to deceive the consuming public,

OMPLAINT OF MIRACLE BLADE, LLC
20450233v1 -8- ¢ ¢ :
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54.  On information and belief, Defendants threaten to continue the conduct
complained of herein and will continue such conduct unless enjoined by this Court.
Miracle Blade has no adequate remedy at law for such conduct and is suffering and will
continue to suffer irreparable harm as a result. Miracle Blade is also suffering damages in
an amount not yet determined.

53.  Asadirect and proximate result of Defendants’ unfair competitive acts,
Miracle Blade is entitled to damages, and upon information and belief, a preliminary and
permanent injunction enjoining and restraining Defendants, their respective agents,
servants, employees, and all persons acting in concert with them from engaging in the

aforesaid acts.

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION

(Common Law Trade Dress Infringement)

56.  Miracle Blade, re-alleges, and incorporates by reference, as though fully set
forth herein, the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 55.

57.  Defendants have copied Miracle Blade’s trade dress in order to capitalize on
the recognition, goodwill and reputation of Miracle Blade, Miracle Blade has been
damaged and upon information and belief, continues to be damaged by Defendants’ acts.

58.  Miracle Blade’s products and trade dress are well-known in the iﬁdustry and
are recognized by consumers due to Miracle Blade’s long use of the trade dress, sale
success, and extensive advertising expenditures made in promoting its i(itchcn knives.
Defendants copying of Miracle Blade’s trade dress directly harms Miracle Blade by
confusing consumers as to the source or origin of the respective products in that such use is
likely to mislead and deceive members of the public by causing them to believe that
Defendants’ products are produced, marketed, sponsored, approved of, or licensed by
Miracle Blade, or that Defendants’ products are in some manner affiliated or connected
with Miracle Blade’s business or its products. Defendants have unlawfully misappropriated
and infringed upon Miracle Blade’s trade dress in violation of the common law of

California, and upon information and belief, continues to do so.

E, LI
20450233v1 -9. COMPLAINT OF MIRACLE BLADE, LLC
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39.  Oninformation and belief, Defendants have willfully and intentionally
copied Miracle Blade’s well-known trade dress in order to unlawfully trade and capitalize
on the recognition, goodwill and reputation that Miracle Blade has attained.

60.  Asadirect and proximate result of Defendants’ infringing acts, Miracle
Blade has sustained damages in an amount not.presently ascertainable, to be determined at
trial.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Miracle Blade requests that Judgment be granted as follows:

1. That this Court find that Defendants have infringed the Miracle Blade
Patents and that such infringement was willful.

2. That this Court find that Defendants’ acts have infringed Miracle Blade’s
trade dress, that such acts constitute federal unfair competition, state statutory unfair
competition, and common law unfair competition, and that all of such acts have damages
and will continue to damage Miracle Blade.

3 That Defendants pay to Miracle Blade damages in an amount to be proven at
trial.

4, That his Court order Defendants to pay to Miracle Blade punitive and
exemplary damages in an amount to be proven at trial.

5. That Defendants, their officers, directors, agents, servants, employees,
representatives, attorneys, related companies, successors, assigns, and all others acting for,
with, through or in concert with any of them be preliminarily and permanently enjoined -

(a) from infringing the Miracle Blade Patents, whether directly,
contributory, or by inducement;

(b)  from using and/or copying Miracle Blade’s trade dress, any colorable
imitation of this trade dress, and any format or appearance confusingly similar thereto;

(¢)  from representing by any means whatsoever, directly or indirectly,

that Defendants and its products are associated in any way with Miracle Blade or its

F LEB
20450233v] -10 - COMPLAINT OF MIRAC LADE, LLC
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products, and from otherwise taking any other action lhikely to cause confusion, mistake or
deception on the part of purchasers or consumers;

(d)  from doing any other acts or things calculated to or likely to cause
confusion or mistake in the mind of the public or to lead purchasers or consumers into the
belief that products made by Defendants come from or are the products of Miracle Blade, or
are somehow sponsored or underwritten by, or affiliated with, Miracle Blade, and from
otherwise misappropriating that which rightfully belongs to Miracle Blade; and

(e)  from committing any other acts of unfair competition against Miracle
Blade.

6. That this Court order Defendants to deliver to this Court, or to such agents as
the Court may designate, the following items in Defendants’ possession, custedy, or
control, so that such items may be destroyed; any and all products, containers, labels,
packaging materials, advertising materials, and other materials used in the preparation
thereof which (a) contain or copy the trade dress of Miracle Blade or any colorable
imitation thereof; or (b} infringe the Miracle Blade Patents.

7. That Defendants be required to prepare and deliver to the Court, or to such
agents as the Court may designate, a complete list of entities from whom Defendants
purchased, and to whom they distributed or sold, products which either infringe Miracle
Blade’s trade dress or Miracle Blade Patents, and that Defendants be required to serve a
copy of such list on Miracle Blade’s attorneys.

8. That Defendants, within thirty days after service of judgment with notice of
entry thereof upon it, be required to file with the Court and serve upon Miracle Blade’s
attorneys a written report made under oath setting forth in detail the manner in which
Defendants complied with paragraphs 5 though 7, supra.

9. That Miracle Blade is entitled to an accounting for profits and damages as
determined by jury in this action.

10.  That this Court grant Miracle Blade an award of all profits realized by

Defendants on account of its infringement of Miracle Blade’s Miracle Blade Patents, their

COMPLAINT OF CLEB 3
20450233v1 -11- OF MRA LADE, LLC
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infringement of Miracle Blade’s trade dress, their acts of unfair competition, and all other

unlawful acts, and for an order requiring Defendants to account to Miracle Blade for all

profits which Defendants have made, received, or is entitled to as a result of such unlawful

acts.

11.  That this Court grant Miracle Blade any other relief provided by 15 U.S.C.

§§ 1114 and 1116 for Defendants’ acts of trade dress infringement and unfair competition.

12, That Miracle Blade be awarded its attorneys’ fees and that all damages

awarded to Miracle Blade be trebled for Defendants’ acts of trade dress infringement and

unfair competition as provided for in 15 U.S.C. §§ 1114, 1116, 1117.

13. That this Court grant Miracle Blade any other relief provided in 35 U.S.C.

§§ 283, 284 and 285 for Defendants’ acts of patent infringement.

14, That Miracle Blade be awarded its attorneys’ fees and that all damages

awarded to Miracle Blade be trebled for Defendants’ acts of patent infringement as

provided for in 35 U.S.C. §§ 284, 285 and 289.

15.  That this Court grant Miracle Blade interest on its damages as provided for

by law.

16.  That this Court grant Miracle Blade such other and further relief as the Court

finds just and proper.

Dated: June 19, 2003.

20450233v1

PILLSBURY WINTHROP LLP
IANR. BARRETT
CHRISTOPHER J. CHAUDOIR

By Chuotphun T Choud, by K
Christopher J. Chaudoir /
Attorneys for Plaintiff

MIRACLE BLADE, LLC
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1 DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL
2 Pursuant to Fed.R.Civ.P.38(b), Plaintiff Miracle Blade, LLC hereby demands a trial

3 by jury on all issues so triable in this action.

4 Dated: June 19, 2003.

5 PILLSBURY WINTHROP LLP
IAN R. BARRETT
CHRISTOPHER J. CHAUDOIR

By _[MAMJ Chadn” by
Christopher J. Chaudoir /
Attomeys for Plaintiff

10 MIRACLE BLADE, LLC
11

O e ~)

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

20450233v1 -13- COMPLAINT OF MIRACLE BLADE, LLC



' 1Page!16 of 38

Filed

Case 3:03-cv-01205-B-LSP Docume




Case 3:03-cv-OJ.B-LSP Document 1 Filed OMS Page 17 of 38
0 PO
US00D4616818

a2 United States Design Patent (o Patent No.:

Lothe

US D461,681 S

@s) Date of Patent:  «+ Ang. 20, 2002

{54) PORTION OF A CUTTING INSTRUMENT
(75) laventor: Arian Duzne Lothe, Adams, WI (US)

(73) Assignee: Miracle Blade, LLC, Los Angeles, CA
(Us)

(**) Term: 14 Years

(21) Appl. No.: 29/155,759

(22) Filed:  Feb. 15, 2002
(51) LOC () Cl ooeesemsrssssssssrssr 07-03
(52) US. CL worrrsrin . D7/4012; D7/649
(58) Field of Search ..o D7/649, 650, 652,

D7/401.2; 16/110.1, 404; 30/147-150, 158-160,
164, 283-286, 288, 295, 329, 339, 340,

342-346
(56) References Cited
U.S. PATENT DOCUMENTS
108,141 A 10/1870 Houseman ¢t al.
369314 A * 9/1887 Brougher .vvvrerersersvrien 7158
372565 A 11/1887 Quosbarth
(List continued on next page.)
FOREIGN PATENT DOCUMENTS
DE 885 135 5/1953
DE 2605475 A1 81977
FR 611 568 10/1926
FR 2600574 Al * 6/1985
GB 699005 10/1953
GB 2271738 A 4/1994
OTHER PUBLICATIONS

U.S. Design patent application Ser. No. 29/155,747 filed
Feb. 15, 2002; Inventor: A. Lothe; Title: Handle.

(List continued on pext page.)

Primary Examiner—Caron D. Veynar
(74) Antorney, Agent, or Firm—Alston & Bird LLP

1) CLAIM

The ornamental design for a portion of a cutting instrumeat,
as shown and described.

t:::‘""‘\n
.

DESCRIPTION

FIG. 1 is a perspective view of a portion of a cutting
instrurnent showing my new design in accordance with a
first embodiment,

FIG. 2 is a left side elevational view thereof;

FIG. 3 is a top plan view thereof;

FIG. 4 is a bottomn plan view thercof;

FIG. 5 is a right side elevationa)] view thereof;

FIG. 6 is a front elevational view thereof;

FIG. 7 is a rear elevational view thereof;

FIG. 8 is a perspective view of a portion of a cutting

> instrument showing my new design in accordance with a

second embodiment;

FIG. 9 is a left side elevational view of (he portion of a
cuiting iostrument shown in FIG. 8;

FIG. 10 15 a top plan view of the portion of a cutting
instrument shown in FIG. 8;

FIG. 11 is a bottom plan view of the portion of a cutting
instrument shown in FIG. 8;

FIG. 12 is a right side clevationzl view of the portion of &
cuiting ipstrument shown in FIG. 8;

FIG. 13 is a front elevational view of the portion of a cutting
instrument shown in FIG. §;

FIG. 14 is a rear elevational view of the portion of a cutling
instrument shown in FIG. 8;

FIG. 15 is a perspective view of a portion of a culting
instrument showing my new design in accordance with a
third embodiment;

FIG. 16 is a left side clevational view of the portion of a
cutting instrument shown in FIG. 15;

FIG. 17 is a top plan view of the portion of a cutling
instrument shown in FIG. 15;

FIG. 18 is a bottom plan view of the portion of a cutting
instrument shown in FIG. 15;

FIG. 19 is a right side elevational view of the portion of a
cutting instrument shown in FIG. 15;

FIG. 201is a front elevational view of the portion of a cutting
instrument shown in FIG. 15; and,

FIG. 21 is a rear elevational view of the portion of a cutting
instrument shown in FIG. 13.

The broken line showing of the remainder of the cutting
instrument is for ithistrative purposes only and forms no part
of the claim design.
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(1) CLAIM
The ornamental design for a knife, as shown and described.
DESCRIPTION

FIG. 1 is a perspective view of a knife showing my new
design in accordance with a first erbodiment;

FIG. 2 is a left side elevational view thereof;

FIG. 3 is a top plan view thereof;

FIG. 4 is a bottom plan view thereof;

FIG. 5 is a right side elevational view thereof;

FIG. 6 is a rear clevational view thereof:

FIG. 7 is a front elevational view thereof;

FIG. 8 is a perspective view of a knifc showing my new
design in accordance with a second embodiment;

FIG. 9 is a left side elevational view of the knife shown in
FIG. §;

FIG. 10 is a top plan view of the knife shown in FIG. 8;
FIG. 11 is a bottom plan view of the knife shown in FIG. §;
FIG. 12 is a right side elevational view of the knife shown
in FIG. 8;

FIG. 13 is a rear elevational view of the knife shown in FIG.
8; and,

FIG. 14 is a front elevational view of the knife shown in FIG.
8.

1 Claim, 6 Drawing Sheets
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