
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 

ATLANTA DIVISION 

MUHAMMAD ALI ENTERPRISES LLC, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

1 App Builders Undefined, et al., 

Defendants. 

Civil Action No. 1:22-cv-2925-SDG 

TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER, ASSET FREEZE 
ORDER, AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

INTRODUCTION 

THIS CAUSE has come before the Court on Plaintiff Muhammad Ali 

Enterprises LLC’s (“Plaintiff’s”) Motion for Ex Parte Temporary Restraining 

Order, Asset Freeze Order, and Order to Show Cause (“Motion for TRO”) 

pursuant to Rule 65 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 28 U.S.C. § 

1651(a), 15 U.S.C. § 1116, 15 U.S.C. § 1114, and 15 U.S.C § 1125(a). As 

discussed below, Plaintiff has satisfied the requirements for the issuance of an ex 

parte temporary restraining order and the additional relief requested. 

Under Seal
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I. APPLICABLE LEGAL STANDARDS 

A court will issue a temporary restraining order where the requesting party 

demonstrates the following four factors: (1) it has a substantial likelihood of success 

on the merits; (2) the moving party will suffer irreparable injury if the order is not 

granted; (3) that the threatened injury to the plaintiff outweighs the harm the relief 

would inflict on the non-movant; and (4) entry of the order would serve the public 

interest. Schiavo ex. rel Schindler v. Schiavo, 403 F.3d 1223, 1225–26 (11th Cir. 

2005) (per curiam); Cathedral Art Metal Co. v. Divinity Boutique, LLC, 2018 WL 

566510 at *4 (N.D. Ga. 2018) (applying four-part test and granting preliminary 

injunction in a Lanham Act case). 

Courts may issue a temporary restraining order without notice to the 

adverse party where the facts in an affidavit demonstrate the moving party will 

suffer immediate and irreparable injury, loss, or damage before the adverse party 

can be heard in opposition, and the movant’s attorney certifies in writing the 

reasons why notice should not be required. FED. R. CIV. P. 65(b)(1). Where a 

defendant’s identity is known and notice can be feasibly given, the court may still 

grant an ex parte seizure order if providing notice to the defendant would render 

fruitless the further prosecution of the action. AT&T Broadband v. Tech 

Communications, Inc., 381 F.3d 1309, 1319 (11th Cir. 2004). “The weight of 
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authority around the country appears to favor the granting of ex parte seizure 

orders in trademark counterfeiting cases, where fake versions of well-known 

brands are deliberately passed off to the public as the genuine article.” Fimab-

Finanziaria Maglificio Biellese Fratelli Fila S.p.A. v. Kitchen, 548 F. Supp. 248, 

249-50 (S.D. Fla. 1982) (citing numerous case). The justification for an ex parte 

seizure order is even more compelling where a significant amount of evidence 

pertaining to the counterfeiting activity is in electronic form, and therefore subject 

to quick, easy, and untraceable destruction by the Defendants. Dell Inc. v. 

BelgiumDomains, LLC, 2007 WL 6862341 at *2 (S.D. Fla. 2007); see also Chanel, 

Inc. v. Chanel255.ORG, et al., 2012 WL 12845630 at *5 (S.D. Fla. 2012).  

A request for permanent injunctive relief and disgorgement of the 

defendant’s profits from counterfeiting pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 1117 as well as a 

request for an award of attorney’s fees are requests for relief in equity. Requests 

for equitable relief invoke the court’s inherent equitable powers to order 

preliminary injunctive relief, including an asset freeze, in order to assure the 

availability of permanent relief. Levi Strauss & Co. v. Sunrise Intern. Trading Inc., 

51 F.3d 982, 987 (11th Cir. 1995). Such asset freezes are particularly appropriate 

against sellers of counterfeit goods who are likely to hide their ill-gotten profits if 

Case 1:22-cv-02925-SDG *SEALED*   Document 8   Filed 07/27/22   Page 3 of 25



Case 1:22-cv-02925-SDG *SEALED*   Document 8   Filed 07/27/22   Page 4 of 25



5 
 

MUHAMMAD ALI SIGNATURE 
(design) 

3779463 

RUMBLE IN THE JUNGLE 3617708 
3982443 

THE GREATEST 4105881 

THE GREATEST OF ALL TIME 3935776 

 

B. Defendants’ Advertising and Sale of Counterfeit and Infringing 
Works. 

3) Defendants are foreign distributors and resellers of a variety of goods. 

Defendants advertise and sell their goods through online marketplaces such as 

Alibaba, AliExpress, DHGate, Amazon, Ebay, Joom, and/or Wish 

(“Marketplaces”).  

4) Defendants offer to sell and offer to ship their goods to buyers located 

in the United States, including in this judicial district. 

5) Defendants accept payment for their goods in U.S. Dollars through a 

variety of payment processors and financial institutions, including AliPay, DHPay, 

PayPal, and ContextLogic (“Financial Institutions”). 

6) Each Defendant is advertising and offering for sale goods using or 

bearing counterfeit copies of at least one of Plaintiff’s Marks, is using a counterfeit 

of at least one of Plaintiff’s Marks in its listings for non-genuine copies of 

Case 1:22-cv-02925-SDG *SEALED*   Document 8   Filed 07/27/22   Page 5 of 25



6 
 

Plaintiff’s goods, or is using a confusingly similar trademark to one of Plaintiff’s 

Marks in the marketing and sale of its goods (“Counterfeit Products”) through its 

virtual storefront(s) on the Marketplaces. 

7) Each Defendant has sold and shipped, and/or is willing to sell and 

ship, Counterfeit Products to customers in the United States, including in this 

judicial district. 

8) Defendants are subject to the personal jurisdiction of this Court 

pursuant to Rule 4(k)(2) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and exercising 

jurisdiction over Defendants is consistent with the United States Constitution and 

its laws. Based on the facts set forth above, it is reasonable for Defendants to 

expect that they may be sued in the United States. U.S. S.E.C. v. Carrillo, 115 F.3d 

1540, 1542-47 (11th Cir. 1997) (holding court had personal jurisdiction over 

foreign corporation where defendant placed ads for securities in two airlines’ in-

flight magazines, mailed offering materials directly to U.S. investors, and 

maintained U.S. bank accounts to receive payment from investors.); Louis Vuitton 

Malletier, S.A. v. Mosseri, 736 F.3d 1339, 1355-58 (11th Cir. 2013) (affirming 

jurisdiction over non-resident who sold counterfeit products through fully-

interactive website). 
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9) Plaintiff has never authorized any of the Defendants to use any of 

Plaintiff’s Marks on or in the advertising, promotion, or sale of any goods in the 

United States. 

10) Plaintiff has established that the Counterfeit Products offered for sale 

by Defendants are not genuine and that Defendants are using one or more of 

Plaintiff’s Marks on or in connection with the advertising and promotion of their 

Counterfeit Products.  

11) Plaintiff has established that it is substantially likely to succeed on the 

merits of its trademark infringement claims: 

a) Plaintiff owns valid federal trademark registrations for Plaintiff’s 

Marks; 

b) The Counterfeit Products that Defendants are advertising and offering 

for sale are not genuine; 

c) Defendants are using spurious marks that are identical with, or 

substantially indistinguishable from, one or more of Plaintiff’s Marks 

in commerce on or in connection with the advertising, offering for 

sale, and/or sale of the Counterfeit Products; and 

d) Defendants’ use of Plaintiff’s Marks on or in connection with the 

advertising and sale of Counterfeit Products is likely to cause 
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consumer confusion, mistake, or deception as to the source or origin 

of the Counterfeit Products. 

12) Under 15 U.S.C. § 1116(a) (2020), Plaintiff is entitled to a rebuttable 

presumption of irreparable harm in cases where, as here, Plaintiff is seeking a 

temporary restraining order or a preliminary injunction and has demonstrated a 

likelihood of success on the merits. As held in the preceding paragraph, Plaintiff 

has made a demonstration of a likelihood of success on the merits and is, therefore, 

automatically entitled to a presumption of irreparable harm, thereby satisfying the 

second factor of the temporary restraining order analysis. 

13) Even in the absence of this rebuttable presumption, Plaintiff has 

shown that it is likely to suffer irreparable harm if an injunction does not issue. The 

Counterfeit Products are likely of inferior quality to Plaintiff’s genuine goods, 

misleading consumers as to the true quality of Plaintiff’s goods and causing 

consumer confusion, mistake, and deception all to the detriment of Plaintiff’s 

goodwill. The continued sale of the Counterfeit Products threatens Plaintiff with 

the loss of control of its reputation and loss of the considerable goodwill it has 

established with customers. Moreover, Plaintiff has established that Counterfeit 

Products typically do not meet applicable product safety or labeling requirements. 

This is more than sufficient to establish a likelihood of irreparable harm. 
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Ferrellgas Partners, L.P, 143 Fed. Appx. 180, 190 (11th Cir. 2005); Crossfit, Inc. 

v. Quinnie, 232 F. Supp.3d 1295, 1316 (N.D. Ga. 2017) (“The most corrosive and 

irreparable harm attributable to trademark infringement is the inability of the 

victim to control the nature and quality of the defendants’ goods.”). 

14) It is likely that Plaintiff and consumers who purchase Defendants’ 

Counterfeit Products will suffer immediate and irreparable loss, damage, or injury 

unless Plaintiff’s request for ex parte relief is granted: 

a) It is likely that Defendants will continue to sell counterfeit and 

infringing goods through their virtual storefronts on the Marketplaces’ 

storefronts in the absence of the requested TRO; 

b) As a result, it is likely that consumers will continue to be misled, 

confused, and disappointed by the quality of these goods, thereby 

significantly and irreparably damaging Plaintiff’s valuable goodwill; 

and 

c) Plaintiff will continue to suffer lost sales of genuine goods as the 

result of the lower-cost Counterfeit Products offered for sale by 

Defendants. 

15) The balance of harms favors Plaintiff. If the TRO is denied, 

Defendants will be able to shut down their virtual storefronts on the Marketplaces, 
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transfer their ill-gotten gains away from the Marketplaces, and otherwise take 

immediate steps to conceal their infringing conduct and prevent Plaintiff from 

obtaining meaningful relief. In contrast, if the Court grants the requested ex parte 

TRO, Defendants will be prohibited from continuing to advertise, offer for sale, 

and sell Counterfeit Products to consumers in the United States and may be 

required to disgorge their ill-gotten gains from the past sale of such Counterfeit 

Products, neither of which constitutes any substantial harm. 

16) Plaintiff has further demonstrated that this TRO should be granted ex 

parte to avoid affording Defendants an opportunity to destroy relevant evidence, 

much of which is in electronic form. If Plaintiff provides Defendants notice of its 

Application for TRO, Defendants are likely to delete their existing virtual 

storefronts on the Marketplace, transfer any ill-gotten gains away from the 

Marketplaces, hide their identities, cover up evidence of their infringing activities, 

and shield their ill-gotten assets in a concerted effort to avoid liability and to 

prevent Plaintiff from achieving a meaningful recovery, including financial 

compensation and permanent injunctive relief. Foreign parties that sell Counterfeit 

Products often “disappear” when notified that their conduct is unlawful, only to set 

up a new online storefront under a new identity, with new financial accounts. 
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17) Granting Plaintiff an ex parte TRO will also be in the public’s 

interest. It will remove from the stream of commerce counterfeit and infringing 

goods that do not meet Plaintiff’s quality control requirements, thereby preventing 

further consumer harm, confusion, mistake, or deception.  

18) Plaintiff has requested a permanent injunction and recovery of 

Defendants’ ill-gotten profits from their sale of Counterfeit Products pursuant to 15 

U.S.C. § 1117(a).  

19) By requesting equitable relief, Plaintiff has invoked this Court’s 

inherent equitable powers to order preliminary relief, including an asset freeze, in 

order to assure the availability of permanent relief. Levi Strauss & Co. v. Sunrise 

Intern. Trading Inc., 51 F.3d 982, 987 (11th Cir. 1995) (citing Fed. Trade Comm’n 

v. U.S. Oil & Gas Corp., 748 F.2d 1431, 1433–34 (11th Cir. 1984)). 

20) Defendants are likely to destroy evidence of their counterfeiting 

activities, such as evidence regarding their virtual storefronts and payment 

processing histories on the Marketplaces and other financial institutions, as well as 

hide and/or transfer any ill-gotten proceeds from the sale of Counterfeit Products 

outside of the jurisdiction of this Court, unless those assets are frozen or otherwise 

restrained. 
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In light of the foregoing, it is hereby ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that 

Plaintiff’s Motion for Ex Parte Temporary Restraining Order, Asset Freeze Order, 

and Order to Show Cause is GRANTED as follows: 

1) Each Defendant (as reflected on the attached Exhibit A), its officers, 

directors, employees, agents, subsidiaries, distributors, and all persons in active 

concert or participation with any Defendant having notice of this Order is hereby 

ordered to temporarily: 

a) Cease or refrain from manufacturing, advertising, offering for 

sale, selling, distributing, destroying, selling off, transferring, or 

otherwise disposing of any Counterfeit Products; 

b) Cease or refrain from manufacturing, advertising, offering to 

sell, selling, reproducing, or distributing any goods bearing Plaintiff’s 

Marks, or any confusingly similar trademarks, other than genuine 

products manufactured or distributed by Plaintiff or its authorized 

manufacturers and distributors; and 

c) Cease or refrain from destroying, selling off, transferring, or 

otherwise disposing of any documents, electronically stored 

information, or financial records or assets of any kind relating to the 
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manufacture, importation, sale, offer for sale, distribution, or transfer 

of any Counterfeit Products; 

d) Cease or refrain from using Plaintiff’s Marks, or any 

confusingly similar trademarks, on or in connection with any virtual 

storefront that any Defendant may own, operate, or control on any 

Marketplace; 

e) Cease or refrain from any and all use of Plaintiff’s Marks, or 

any confusingly similar trademarks, as metatags, on any webpage 

(including the title of any web page), in any advertising links to other 

websites, from search engines’ databases or cache memory, or any 

other form of use of such terms that are visible to a computer user or 

serves to direct computer searches to virtual storefronts registered, 

owned, or operated by any Defendant on any Marketplace; and 

f) Cease or refrain from altering, disabling, closing, or transferring 

ownership of any virtual storefront on any Marketplace during the 

pendency of this Action, or until further Order of the Court. 

2) For the duration of this suit, each Defendant must preserve all 

documents and electronically stored information arising from or related to its sale, 
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offering for sale, advertising, or promotion of Counterfeit Products through its 

virtual storefronts located on the Marketplaces. 

3) All financial institutions, such as payment processors, banks, escrow 

services, money transmitters, or Marketplaces, including but not limited to: 

PayPal, Inc. (“PayPal”), Ant Financial Services Group d/b/a AliPay and AliPay 

US, Inc. (“AliPay”), DHPay Inc. (“DHPay”), Camel FinTech, Inc. (“Camel 

FinTech”), ContextLogic, Inc. (“ContextLogic”), or any other companies that 

engage or have engaged in the processing or transfer of money of or on behalf 

of any Defendants by virtue of their operation of virtual storefronts on any of 

the Marketplaces (the “Financial Institutions”) who receive actual notice of 

this Order shall immediately attach and freeze all funds in any accounts owned, 

controlled or utilized by or associated with Defendants or otherwise prohibit the 

transfer of any funds out of any such accounts and divert any frozen funds and 

any additional funds that may be transferred into the accounts into a holding 

account at the Marketplace or the respective Financial Institution for the trust of 

the Court, with such frozen funds and/or holding accounts being held, maintained, 

and/or located exclusively within the United States. 

4) Within seven (7) days of receiving actual notice of this Order, all 

Financial Institutions shall provide a report to Plaintiff for each Defendant having 
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any account with the Financial Institution, the report to include, at a minimum, the 

following information:  

a) Legal name and email address of each Defendant; 

b) Current account balances and amount of funds attached, frozen, 

and being held in trust pursuant to this Order;  

c) Identity of all financial accounts linked to or associated with 

each Defendant’s account associated with the virtual storefronts on 

the Marketplaces, or from or to which funds have been transferred 

from the attached accounts, including the name of the financial 

institution, account numbers, routing numbers, and other relevant data 

to allow Plaintiff to seek further application of this Order. 

5) No funds restrained by this Order shall be transferred or surrendered 

by any Financial Institution or Marketplace for any purpose (other than pursuant 

to a chargeback made pursuant to their security interest in the funds) without 

the express authorization of the Court. 

6)  Upon receipt of notice of this Order, each Marketplace (including 

but not limited to Alibaba, AliExpress, DHGate, Amazon, Ebay, Joom, and Wish, 

as well as any other e-commerce platform hosting virtual storefronts for any 
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Defendant) on which a Defendant maintains a virtual storefront or account is 

ordered to immediately: 

a) Provide to Plaintiff the name and email address of each 

Defendant having an account or store on the Marketplace;  

b) Freeze all funds held or received by the Marketplace for any 

Defendant’s benefit; and 

c) Disable each of Defendant’s virtual storefronts on the 

Marketplaces and any accounts associated with each Defendant and 

cease providing any services to Defendants. 

7) Plaintiff may notify the Marketplaces and Financial Institutions of this 

Order by electronic means, including by electronic mail. 

8) Pursuant to this Court’s discretion, Plaintiff shall not presently be 

required to post a bond or other security. BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. v. 

MCIMetro Access Transmission Servs., LLC, 425 F.3d 964, 971 (11th Cir. 2005). 

However, any Defendant may appear and immediately challenge this portion of the 

Order by providing the Court with a reasonable estimation of its potential lost 

sales, along with supporting documentation sufficient to allow the Court to decide 

what an appropriate amount of surety would be. Plaintiff will then have one (1) 

week in which to file a response. 
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9) This Order shall remain in effect until the date for the hearing on 

Plaintiff’s motion for an order to show cause why a preliminary injunction should 

not issue or until such further date as set by the Court or stipulated to by the 

parties. 

10) This Order shall apply to Defendants, their associated virtual 

storefronts on the Marketplaces, and any other websites, domain names, seller 

identification names, e-commerce stores, or Financial Institution accounts which 

are being used by Defendants for the purpose of advertising, offering for sale, and 

selling any Counterfeit Products at issue in this action and/or unfairly competing 

with Plaintiff.  

11) Any Defendant or Financial Institution account holder may petition 

the Court to modify the asset restraint set out in this Order. 

12) A hearing is set before this Court on August 9, 2022 at 10:00 a.m., 

at which time Defendants and/or any other affected persons may challenge the 

appropriateness of this Order and move to dissolve the same, and at which time 

the Court will hear argument on Plaintiff’s requested preliminary injunction, and 

Defendants shall appear and show cause why said preliminary injunction should 

not issue. The hearing will be conducted via remote audio and video means. The 

dial in instructions are as follows: 
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https://ganduscourts.zoomgov.com/j/1608587814;  Meeting ID: 160 858 7814; 

Passcode: 643939 

13) SERVICE BY ALTERNATE MEANS: After Plaintiff’s counsel 

has received confirmation that the Financial Institutions and/or Marketplaces have 

restrained Defendants’ funds as directed herein, Plaintiff shall serve copies of the 

Complaint, Motion for TRO, and this Order on each Defendant by electronic mail 

using email addresses provided by the Marketplaces, Financial Institutions, or 

Defendants themselves or by other electronic means reasonably calculated to 

provide notice to all Defendants. 

14) Any response or opposition to Plaintiff’s motion for preliminary 

injunction must be served on Plaintiff’s counsel by August 5, 2022 and filed with 

the Court, along with Proof of Service. Plaintiff shall file any reply memorandum 

prior to the hearing set for August 9, 2022. The above dates may be revised upon 

stipulation by all parties and approval of this Court. Defendants are on notice 

that failure to appear at the hearing may result in the imposition of a 

preliminary injunction against them pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 1116(d), Rule 65 

of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 28 U.S.C. § 1651(a), and the Court’s 

inherent authority. 
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This Temporary Restraining Order expires within fourteen (14) days 

unless extended for good cause.  

SO ORDERED this 27th day of July, 2022. 

 

         
STEVEN D. GRIMBERG 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 
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EXHIBIT A 

LIST OF ALL NAMED DEFENDANTS SUBJECT TO ORDER 

1 App Builders Undefined 
991Room 
A2zeelondon 
Abhishek Gupta 
Akshay Kumar 
Ali Khan 
Alok Kejriwal 
ArtStar10 
Ashish Srivastava 
B1ClothingShop 
Balraj Singh 
Balwant Singh 
baofengxianchengguanzhenpanlongwujinmenshibu 
BelieverVision 
Bentsen Gey 
BestCanvasHomeDecor 
Bharath Reddy 
Bhavesh Joshi 
Biju Thomas 
BlackCanvasWallArt 
Bogdan Dinu 
BoomCanvasHome 
Braman 
Bruna Souza 
BunKim 
CanvasArtShops 
CanvasArty 
CanvaSeven 
CanvasExpo 
canvasgallerytr 
CanvasIdea 
canvasinterriordecor 
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CanvasTimeArt 
CanvasWallDecor2022 
CaroKushmier 
CHINA VIVID INDUSTRY CO., LIMITED 
Christina Lee 
ConceptHouseDecor 
cqling 
CRAFTZENMetalWallArt 
Dafenstore 
Darkia 
Darshan Mehta 
DaviLiu 
DaviRees 
Deepak Mishra 
Deepak Negi 
Deepak Rathore 
Deer Jan 
designofficetr 
DESPABLO 
Dhara Patel 
Dhruv Goel 
Dinesh Singh 
DreamSportShop 
DressCode 
Dungeonstore 
Dushyant Sharma 
Ehab Khalil 
Emmanueadeniyi Momolosho 
Erinenyi Annan edu 
fatih öztürk 
FBartdesignshop 
Feifei Ruan 
fernanculture 
FerroWallArts 
FuturebyOZRO 
Gabriela Tozati 
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Ganesh Bhat 
Garima Srivastava 
Gaurav Dubey 
Gaurav Khandelwal 
Gaurav Khatri 
Geetanjali Sharma 
GenXglorious 
Gintas Ruibys 
GlassWallArtNet 
GodswilEbieme 
GoldrustCo 
gongyishitongeryuanriyongbaihuoxiaoshoudian 
Grace Xiao 
Greg Lee 
GuogHandmade 
halawany . 
Hao Hao 
Hao Li 
hefeiliangcoushangmaoyouxiangongsi 
HoodieJungle 
Huseyin Sonmezay 
Huyền 
Ibrahim Abdelaziz 
Ibrahim Assani 
Ibrahim Mansour 
İbrahim Sapmaz 
Ibrahima Faye 
Iftikhar Hussain 
Iman Rad 
imartprints 
Imran Siddiqui 
Imran Wajid 
Indrajit Yadav 
Iqra Ashraf 
Ira Sijabat 
Irfan ali Syed 
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Iris Wu 
Ishita Agrawal 
Ivy Chan 
John Tanu 
Junweilike 
KamruHasan 
kanvaskingdomart 
Katherine Lam 
KatiaSkye 
Kato Choogoonkina 
Kersha Aerga 
Kolo Wafula 
Kwamebaafi Appeadu 
LargeCanvasWallArtSN 
Liin 
M accounting Professionaservices 
madebysrk 
Mai Ngo 
Manoj Singh 
Mari Kinovych 
Masimba Tichareva 
MasterOfCanvas 
mazeartstudiobyTD 
Md Lutful Haq 
MedusaCanvas 
MehuPatel 
MeteorGalleryArt 
MillennialWorldPrint 
Miniaturizm 
MKCanvasArtPrint 
MohameAdel 
MrsCanvas5 
MyLastCloth 
MyWay19 
Nazry78 
Nishant Singh 

Case 1:22-cv-02925-SDG *SEALED*   Document 8   Filed 07/27/22   Page 23 of 25



24 
 

NordicWallArtDecor 
OblindStudio 
Oleg Semak 
Oleksandr Galmakov 
Onn Thee 
PixelArtsyStudio 
PlaceitDesignsStore 
PosterArtyst 
PostersAndCanvas 
Prakash Kumar 
Prashant Mishra 
Pratik Patel 
PremiumCanvases 
PrintsDigitalCrafts 
RahuSharma 
RainbowWallDecor 
RICHstyleArtCo 
Rishabh Sharma 
ROHAN DAHOTRE 
Rohit Singh 
Roman Yarmishko 
Rubiga 
sanjay kumar 
Saurabh Gupta 
SawTheBundle 
saydan aksit 
Seungyoun Kim 
SHEINLTD 
shijiapoter 
ShovaBen tal 
Sin35 
Singarapu Radhika 
SmilingCanvaStar 
SortedPrints 
SportsCanvasShop 
SSGSportPrints 
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stuffofnatureandarts 
TableClothesArt 
Tan 
TeeDefiningMoment 
thatoe55 
TheCanvasGeneral 
TheCanvasHomeStore 
TheHangerMY 
TheKtsch 
TheTrendArtStudio 
ThinkingVintageShop 
Tiger Resource Co.,Limited 
Tmjikjrr 
Tuo Kan 
UnlimitedDigitalArts 
Vaneeta Dhawan 
Vesselina Shaleva 
VintageCanvasArtShop 
VINTAGEYOUTUNE 
VishaSharma 
VOLODYMYR BADENCHUK 
WallArtCanvasArt 
WallArtMe 
WallArtsConcept 
Waqas Ahmed 
WealthPeakArts 
WholesaleCanvas 
xianyouxianbangtouluoxihonggongyipinshanghang 
Xuan Loc Xuan 
Xuan Thanh Do 
Yinuo Li 
yunnanpangtongjianzhugongchengyouxiangongsi 
zhongStudio 
zhoukougaofanshangmaoyouxiangongsi 
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