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NASSAU PRECISION CASTING CO.,

NG, LONG iSLAND OFICE
Plaintiff, :
QN=10 4226
V. .
f X)
ACUSHNET COMPANY, INC., COBRA S
GOLF COMPANY AND PUMA NORTH
AMERICA, INC., e F TR T § o
Defendants.
COMPLAINT FEQLT NI T

Nassau Precision Casting Co, Inc. ("Plaintiff" or "Nassau"), for its complaint herein
against Acushnet Company, Inc. ("Acushnet"), Cobra Golf Company ("Cobra") and Puma North
America, Inc. ("Puma NA") (collectively "Defendants"), alleges as follows:

I THE PARTIES

1. Plaintiff is a New York corporation having a principal place of business at 99
Russell Pl., Freeport, New York 11520, within the Eastern District of New York.

2. Upon information and belief, defendant Acushnet, with corporate offices at 333
Bridge Street, Fairhaven, Massachusetts 02719, is a wholly owned subsidiary of Fortune Brands,
Inc.

3. Upon information and belief, defendant Puma NA has corporate offices at 10
Lyberty Way, Westford, Massachusetts 01886 and has a place of business for the manufacture of
golf clubs in Carlsbad, California. Upon information and belief, Puma NA is a wholly owned

subsidiary of Puma AG of Germany.
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4, Upon information and belief, defendant Cobra, located in Carlsbad, California,
was wholly owned by defendant Acushnet until March 2010, when it was sold to defendant
Puma AG. Upon information and belief, Cobra is now being operated as a corporate division of
Puma NA under the name Cobra Puma Golf, for the manufacture and sale of golf clubs, among
other golf related items, in Carlsbad, California.

IL. JURISDICTION AND VENUE

5. This action arises under the Patent Laws of the United States, Title 35, United
States Code.
6. This Court has jurisdiction of the subject matter of the patent claims herein

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1338(a).
7. Venue is proper in this judicial district pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391(c) and
1400(b).

III. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

8. Plaintiff is the sole owner by assignment of the inventions disclosed and claimed
in United States patent No. 5,486, 000 ("the '000 Patent") (Exh. A), entitled "Weighted Golf Iron
Club Head," which was duly and legally issued by the U. S. Patent and Trademark Office on
January 23, 1996.

9. Plaintiff has manufactured, offered for sale and sold golf irons that embody the
inventions disclosed and claimed in the '000 Patent under the name Nassau CBI Tour Edition
Irons since January 1993. Plaintiff's CBI irons have at all times relevant hereto been marked with

the number of the '000 Patent and have achieved commercial success.

Meredith & Keyhani, PLLC
330 Madison Avenue, 6" Floor, New York, New York 10017 * Telephone: 212-760-0098  Facsimile: 212-202-3819
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10.  Upon information and belief, since at least as early as 2006, defendant Cobra has
manufactured, offered for sale and sold throughout the United States golf club irons ("golf
irons") under the designations Cobra S9, Cobra S9 Second Generation and King Cobra UFi
irons, among others, and since at least as early as 2009, defendant Cobra has manufactured,
offered for sale and sold throughout the United States golf irons under the designation Cobra S2,
among others. Each of the Cobra S9, Cobra S9 Second Generation and King Cobra UFi and S2
types of golf irons, among others, is of a cavity back design with weight removed from the top
edge thereof and distributed to the bottom of the club at the heel and toe of the club.

11.  Plaintiff's president, Robert Chorne, sent a copy of the '000 Patent to defendant
Acushnet on December 7, 2006, in which he stated that the Cobra S9 irons "may be practicing
the weight distribution technique" of the patent. Acushnet was thereafter offered a license under
the '000 Patent and following a period of discussions between the parties Acushnet declined to
take a license under the '000 Patent.

12.  Cobra's sales of the S9, S9 Second Generation and King Cobra UFi and S2 golf
irons, among others, were first made for defendant Acushnet. Upon information and belief,
Cobra was sold to Puma AG in or about March 2010, and since March 2010, the S9, S9 Second
Generation and King Cobra UFi and S2 golf irons, among others, have been manufactured and
are being offered for sale and sold by Puma NA, through its corporate division, Cobra Puma Golf
in Carlsbad, California.

IV. PATENT INFRINGEMENT (Acushnet, Cobra)

13.  Plaintiff repeats and realleges each and every allegation set forth in Paragraphs 1

through 12 as if fully set forth herein.

Meredith & Keyhani, PLLC
330 Madison Avenue, 6™ Floor, New York, New York 10017 * Telephone: 212-760-0098 « Facsimile: 212-202-3819
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14.  The activities of defendants Acushnet and Cobra in manufacturing, offering for
sale and selling golf irons of the S9, S9 Second Generation, King Cobra UFi and S2 types,
among others, as described herein constitute infringement, inducement of infringement and/or
contributory infringement of one or more claims of the '000 Patent.

15. Defendants', Acushnet and Cobra, infringement has been deliberate, willful and
with full knowledge of the '000 Patent.

16.  Asaresult of Defendants', Acushnet and Cobra, infringing conduct, Plaintiff has
been irreparably damaged and Plaintiff is entitled to recover damages in an amount that
adequately compensates it for such infringement, including enhanced damages. Moreover,
Plaintiff will suffer additional damages and be irreparably injured unless the Court enjoins
Defendants, Acushnet and Cobra, from any further infringement.

V. PATENT INFRINGEMENT (Puma NA)

17.  Plaintiff repeats and realleges each and every allegation set forth in Paragraphs 1
through 16 as if fully set forth herein.

18.  The activities of defendant Puma NA, in manufacturing, offering for sale and
selling golf irons of the S9, S9 Second Generation, King Cobra UFi and S2 types, among others,
as described herein, constitute infringement, inducement of infringement and/or contributory
infringement of one or more claims of the '000 Patent.

19.  Defendant Puma NA's infringement has been deliberate, willful and with full
knowledge of the '000 Patent.

20.  Asaresult of defendant Puma NA's infringing conduct, Plaintiff has been

irreparably damaged and Plaintiff is entitled to recover damages in an amount that adequately

Meredith & Keyhani, PLLC
330 Madison Avenue, 6™ Floor, New York, New York 10017 « Telephone: 212-760-0098 » Facsimile: 212-202-3819
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compensates it for such infringement, including enhanced damages. Moreover, Plaintiff will
suffer additional damages and be irreparably injured unless the Court enjoins defendant Puma
NA from continuing such infringement.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for a judgment against Defendants as follows:

(a) That Defendants, Acushnet and Cobra, be held to have infringed, induced others
to infringe and/or committed acts of contributory infringement with respect to one or more
claims of the '000 Patent by manufacturing, offering for sale and selling throughout the United
States the S9, S9 Second Generation, King Cobra UFi and S2 golf irons, among others.

(b)  That defendant Puma NA be held to have infringed and induced others to infringe
and/or committed acts of contributory infringement with respect to one or more claims of the
'000 Patent by offering for sale and selling throughout the United States the S9, S9 Second
Generation, King Cobra UFi and S2 golf irons, among others, through Cobra Puma Golf.

(c) That Defendants be ordered to account for and to pay to Plaintiff all damages
caused by reason of Defendants' infringement pursuant to 35 U.S. C. section 284, including
enhanced damages for willful infringement.

(d)  Preliminarily and permanently enjoining Defendants, their parents, subsidiaries,
affiliates, officers, agents and employees from further infringement of the '000 Patent, and

(e) Granting Plaintiff such other and further relief as the Court may find just and
equitable.

V1. DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Pursuant to Rule 38, Fed. R. Civ. P., Plaintiff hereby demands a trial by jury for all issues

triable of right by a jury in this case.

Meredith & Keyhani, PLLC
330 Madison Avenue, 6% Floor, New York, New York 10017 « Telephone: 212-760-0098 « Facsimile: 212-202-3819
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Date: September 10, 2010

Respectfully submitted,

Dariush Keyhani (DK9§;3)

Sidney R. Bresnick (SB6471)
Meredith & Keyhani, PLLC

330 Madison Avenue

6" Floor

New York, New York 10017
Telephone: (212) 760-0098
Direct Dial: (646) 536-5692
Facsimile: (212) 202-3819
dkeyhani@meredithkeyhani.com
sbresnick@meredithkeyhani.com
Attorneys for the Plaintiff

Meredith & Keyhani, PLLC
330 Madison Avenue, 6% Floor, New York, New York 10017 « Telephone: 212-760-0098 « Facsimile: 212-202-3819
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(57] ABSTRACT

For weight distribution in a golf iron club head, the use of
construction material from a location thereon never used in
play, namely centrally along a top edge of the ball-striking
face, advantageously relocated to the toe, sole, heel or
combinations thereof, to contribute to sweet spot-enhance-
ment in at least two respects, viz. first, that weight in the
removal location is counterproductive to & good hit and
removal is a benefit even if not relocated elsewhere, and
second that said weight that is relocated being sourced from
the club head itself, does not change the overall swing
weight of the club head, which typically is seiccted accord-
ing to the size and handicap of the golfer and should remain
unchanged.

6 Claims, 2 Drawing Sheets
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1
WEIGHTED GOLF IRON CLUB HEAD

This application is 2 continuation-in-part of my applica-
tions: Ser. No. (7/886,173, filed Mzay 21, 1992 entitled
GOLF CLUB HEAD and now issued as U.S. Design Patent
No. DES. 343,216 on Jan. 11, 1994; Ser. No. 07/729,173,
filed Jul. 17, 1991, entitted GOLF CLUB HEAD, now
issued as U.S. Pat. No. 5,186,465 on Feb. 16, 1993; Ser. No.
07/643,860, filed Jan. 22, 1991, now sbandoned, entitled
GOLF CLUB HEAD Of which Ser. No. 07/729,173 was a
continuation-in-part; and, Ser. No. 07/469,825 filed Jan. 24,
1990 entitied GOLF CLUB HEAD pow issued as U.S.
Design Patent No. DES. 326,130 on May 12, 1992 of which
Ser, No. 07/643,860 was a continuation-in-part.

The present inveation relaies generally to improvements
in the manufacture and resulting construction of a golf iron
club head and, more particularly, to “sweet spot”-enhance-
meat of the ball-striking surface of the club head.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

In golf jron club head manufacture, it is understood that
the club head embodies what, in golf parlance, is known as
a “sweet spot” acknowledged to be the medial location of the
club head bell-striking inclined surface bounded in a vertical
perspective between a top and 2 bottom edge and in 2
hotizontal perspective between a toe and a heel, Exempli-
fying this understanding is U.S. Pat. No. 5,110,131 issued 1o
D. Clayton Long on May §, 1992, and more particularly the
discussion in col. 2, lines 39-60. The thrust of the Long
patent, and numerous other prior patents, is to contribute to
sweet spot-enhancement, usually by an increase in the area
thereof, 50 that the contact of the striking surface with the
golf ball occurs in the sweet spot, either directly or in the
increased occupied area thereof. It is postulated in this prior
patented literature that “A golf club with a larger sweet spot
on the striking face helps compensate for an off-center shot
by & golfer . . . a reduction of the twisting and other
vibrational forms of energy loss experienced from a shot hit
on the striking face at a point other than the center of mass”
(Long, col. 2, lines 52-54, 57-60).

All known prior art efforts al sweet spot-enhancement
coniemplate adding weight to the club head in clearance
locations to the sweet spot, such as to the left and right
thereof in the toe and hee] respectively, with the expectation
that this will contribute to optimum height in the trajectory
and Jength and direction in the flight of the struck golf ball
While some ball-striking efficacy might result, it is belicved
that significantly all that occurs is that the overall weight of
the club head is increased and the golfer is provided with a
heavier golf club to use which, for the size and stature of the
golfer and for the golfer's playing ability, might not be
appropriste, unless the siarting weight of the golf club is
selected to factor in the added weight.

Broadly, it is an object of the present invention to provide
an improved weighted golf iron cjub head overcoming the
foregoing and other shortcomings of the prior art. More
particularly, it is an object 10 achieve, using weight distri-
butlon, sweet spot-enhancement, i.e. significant improve-
ment in the ball-striking efficacy of the club head, while
maintaining the same starting overall weight of the club
head and, even more important, without detracting from the
club head configuration as jt relates to its intended end use,
namely hitting a golf ball,

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

More paricularly, and as will be better understood from
the succeeding detailed description in which a prior art and
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a within inventive No. S iron are compared to better dem-
onstraie the patentable advance of the latter, the starting
weight for the selected construction material is 256 grams
and remains as such in the inventive No, § iron after weight
distribution according to the present inveation. In this
regard, underlying the present invention is the recognition
that in the typical use of a golf club jron the ball is never
intentionally struck near or at the top edge of the club face,
but always at the “sweet spot” or beiow, and thus removal
of top edge central portion incident to its relocation is totally
consistent with the continued use of the golf club iron as
intended. By way of further explanation, for example, if the
removed club head portion was from the toe, this would
certainly adverscly affcct the use of the golf club iron
because a “toe” hit is part of the game, even though possibly
never intended, because it can and does occur. In contrast, a
“top edge” hit with an iron, for all practical purposes, never
oCccurs.

The description of the invention which follows, together
with the accompanying drawings, should not be construed as
limiling the invention to the example shown and described,
because those skilled in the art to which this invention
appertains will be able to devise other forms thereof within
the ambit of the appended claims.

BRIEF DESCRIFTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIGS, 1-6 are views, at perspectives as specifically sub.
sequently noted, of a prior art No. “5” iron club head which
are provided for comparison with views FIGS, 7-11 at the
same perspective, but of the within inventive iron club head,
also a No, *5";

FIG. 1, more particularly, is a perspective view of the
prior art iron club head in attached relation to a shaft and
constituting a golf club;

FIGS. 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 are isolated illustrations of the prior
art iron club head respectively in plan, front elevation, right
side elevation, rear and bottom views; and

FIGS. 7-11 are isolated illustrations of the within inven-
tive iron club head respectively also for direct comparison
with the prior art iron club head of FIGS. 2-6, in plan, front
clevation, right side elevation, rear and bottom views.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF A PREFERRED
EMBODIMENT

As is already well known and illustrated in FIGS. 1-6, a
typical golf iron club head, generally designated 10, herein
selected 10 be a No. 5, but exemplifying also Nos. 2-9 and
specialty golf shot club heads for “chipping”, *sand shots”
and the like, is assembled at the distal end of a shaft 12
inserted in the hosel 14 to constitute a usable golf club 15,
As best understood frotn the enlarged scale depictions of the

- {ron club head 10 of FIGS. 2-6, the body of the club head

includes, in addition to the hosel 14, a heel 16, a central
ball-striking inclined face 18 and a toe 20. The actual body
22 presenting the striking surface 18 is typically of metal
construction materizl and bounded by a top edge 24 and a
bottom edge 26, and sometimes said face 18, in golf par-
lance, is referred to as embodying 2 “sweet spot” particularly
the specific area 18A thereof between lines of demarkation
28 and 30 delineating surface 18 from the toe 20 and hee] 16.

The medial horizontal orientation of sweet spot area 18A,
as best shown in FIG. 4, lies in vertical plane 32 that
measures a distance 34, which typically is approximaiely %
inch, rearwardly of the vertical plane 36 of the hosel 14.
Underlying the present invention is the recognition that the
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ball-striking eficacy of a golf iron club head is a function of
the distance 34 relationship of the planes 32 and 36, wherein
the closer the planes 32 and 36 are to cach other, the more
efficient is the sweet spot 18A as a ball-striking surface.

Reference should now be made o the illustrations of the
within inventive golf iron club head as shown in FIGS. 7-11
in which, 10 enbance an understanding of the patentable
differences over the prior art golf jron club head of FIGS.
1-6, the same parts are designated by the same, but primed
seference numerals. The significant difference is, as best
understood from a consideration of FIGS. 9 and 10, the
removal of the metal construction material, or whatever
construction material is being used such as metal per se,
graphite or the like, as denoted by area 38 iliustrated in
phantom perspective, from the specifically selected location
in the medial length portion of the upper or top edge 24 and
relocating this removed weight to a clearance position below
area 38 to preferably the sole or rear of the bottomn edge 26,
said relocation area being more particularly denoted and
designated 40. An important consequence is that the distance
34' is significantly reduced between the planes 32' and 36’
with attendan efficiency resulting from a sweet spot hit on
the golf ball and also, as observed in practice, an improve-
ment in results even with an off-center toe or heel hit of the
golf bali.

Not only is the removed weight 38 better utilized at
location 40 for the ball-striking function intended, but the
removat from location 38A noted in FIG. 9 is from the worst
location adversely bearing on the efficacy of the club head.
To demonstrate this point, it is noted that it is common
practice in the manufacture of golf club irons to embody, by
removal of construction material, a rear area 42, as best
illustrated in FIG. 10, and redistribute the weight occasioned
by this removal 0 other club head areas, such as the heel 16',
toe 20, or sole or bottom edge 26'. But this is counterpro-
ductive, particularly with respect 1o the lower region of the
recess 42, since said lower region area favorably coatributes
10 locating the sweet spot plane 34' in an optimum position
for ball-striking, and thus said lower region area should not
have been removed for weight-distribution purposes. The
current practice of weight distribution is thus not followed in
the manufacture of the within golf club iron 10', and has
resulted in 2 vastly superior ball-striking device.

It should be undersiood that, while it is within the
contemplation of the present invention 10 always remove the
construction naterial preparatory to weight distribution
from the top edge 24, the relocation is not limited to a rear
sole location 40, i.e. along the toe, central and heel portions
thereof, but can advantageously be at only the toe, only the
central portion, only at the heel, and at any combinations of
such locations. The selection for removal from the top edge
24' results from the recognition that, in the typical usc of a
golf club iron, the ball is never intentionally siruck near or
at the top of the club face 18", but always at the “sweet spot”
or below, and thus removal of the top edge central portion
incident to its selocation is totally consistent with the con-
tinued use of the golf club iron as intended. By way of
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further explanation, for example, if the removed club head
portion is from the toe, this would centainly adversely affect
the use of the golf club iron because a “toe™ hit is part of the
game, even though possibly never intended, because it can
and does occur. In contrast, a “top edge” hit with an iron for
all practical purposes, never occurs.

While the golf iron club head for precticing the within
inventive method, as we}l as said method herein shown and
disclosed in detail, is fully capable of attaining the objects
and providing the advantages hereinbefore stated, it is 1o be
understood that it is merely illustralive of the presently
preferred embodiment of the invention, and that no limita-
tions are intended to the detail of construction or design
herein shown other than as defined in the appended claims.

What is claimed is:

1. In a golf iron club head of a type having a ball-striking
body of weight-imparting construction material inclined at a
selected angle for driving a struck golf ball a corresponding
selected height during its trajectory, said body having
spaced-apart top and bottom surfaces bounding a ball-
striking surface therebetween, the method of improving
weight distribution comprising removing construction mate-
rial from said top surface, relocating said removed construc-
tion material from said top surface to clearance positions
below said top surface located adjacent opposite ends of said
bottom, surface whereby said removed construction material
from a location not used during ball-striking service of said
golf iron, is of no adverse consequence thereto and said
removed construction material in said relocated positions
contributes to increasing said height attained by a struck golf
ball,

2. A method of improving the weight-distribution of a
selected construction material constituting a golf iron club
head with a ball-striking surface bounded in a vertical
perspective by top and bottom surfaces and in a horizontal
perspective by toe and heel portions said method comprising
the steps of removing construction material from a central
portion of said top surface, determining the weight of said
removed construction materia), and embodying as part of
selected bottom areas of said toe and heel of said club head
said removed construction material having said determined
weight, whereby the weight is distributed to said selected
botiom acrea without any increase in the overall weight of the
club head.

3. The iron club head of claim 1, wherein said top surface
is concave after removal of said material.

4. The iron club head of claim 3, wherein said head
comprises toe and heel portions, and said toe portion of said
top surface is located farther from said bottom surface than
said heel portion of said top surface.

5. The method of claim 2, wherein said top surface is
concave after removal of said material.

6. The method of claim 5, wherein said toe portion of said
top surface is located farther from s2id bottom ponion than
said heel portion of said top surface.



