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Gerard Dogge 14" of August, 2013,

Hoevensebaan 2 - 2950 Kapelien -

Belgium — Eurcpe

Gerard-Bakardy@®hotmail.com

Cell: 011.34.606.35.65.04. B30 's A %02
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No Counsel - PRO - SE P S

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Teller, an individual
FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEVADA

Plaintiff.
CASE N° 2:12-¢v-00591-JCM-GWF

V.

ANSWER - OPPOSITION
to Plaintiff’s motion for
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

as to unfair competition claim
Defendant. (#123)

Gerard Dogge (Gerard Bakardy),
an individual

Honourable Judge George Foley Jr.,

Forgive me for approaching the Court in this way, for defending myself in a
poor English vocabulary. As mentioned before, I'm not a lawyer, and especially
not an American lawyer.

I'm also not an American citizen, I'm European, with a Dutch nationality, born
and residing in Belgium and therefore obliged to ‘know’ the Belgian law. Logical.
In the same way as, I believe, the American citizens are expected to know the
USA Federal Law.

So, forgive me, I don't know the American law. Although plaintiff was so kind
to send me a 150 pages with the Federal Rules of civil procedure and another 150
pages with the Local Rules of practice, it is not realistic to expect that these
documents make me a American citizen or lawyer. To translate and understand
these 300 pages, written in English, into my language (Flemish-Dutch) would take
a long time. To practice the USA law would take another number of years.
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CASE N° 2:12-cv-00581-JCM-GWF

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

I. Introduction.

The Court will notice that plaintiff's motion is based on thousands of newspaper

articles, to prove that Teller is a “celebrity’, and on a one sided ‘expertise’ report from

- Jim Steynmeyer. Plaintiff refers to parts of the discovery and the deposition, dating

. from more than a year after the facts, showing defendant answers to cunning and

crafty questions from plaintiff's attorney, pulled out of their context by plaintiff's
attorney.

Further plaintiff refers wrongly to a draft of an advertisement which never was going
to be published. Plaintiff does not file one single proof of an advertisement. Simply
because he can’t. Simply because there was never an advertisement published. Even
the draft (Exh.la) plaintiff is referring to, is different from the cancelled
advertisement which mentions a different price from the draft.(Exh.1b)

The Court should deny plaintiff's exhibit, because it isn't evidence anyhow. It's no

more than a draft and a never published document.

The only factual evidence plaintiff can refer to is a screenshot taken in Tellers
computer, showing Bakardy's illustration video on YouTube.
Defendant likes to remind the Court that the unfair competition, if there was any,
might have happened in ‘one’ (1) week only, the week from March 15, 2012, by a
YouTube video, uploaded by the defendant, wherein according to plaintiff, defendant

performs Teillers illusion ‘shadows’. This video is not even filed as an exhibit.

Plaintiff’'s motion is overloaded with ego boosting statements that Teller is a
famous celebrity and that ‘shadows’ is so much exclusively (?) related with him, that it
has become his trademark work. Defendant does not argue that Teller is famous, and

that he wrote some books, and that he is one of many, performing ‘shadows’.
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CASE N® 2:12-cv-0059H1-JCM-GWF

I1.Statement of the real facts.
As the Court could read in defendants previous filings, most of plaintiff's statements

are not matching the real facts.

In reply to plaintiff's statement,
C) “Shadows” is so Unigue and Strongly Associated with Teller that It has Taken on

the Status of a Signature Piece, Representing Teller's Trademark.

Defendant believes that this is no more than a big ego tripping statement, which is
absolutely not proven. On the contrary.

In Europe, 99% of the people do not know Teller. Europeans associate
‘Shadows’ with the celebrity and singer Cliff Richard. his band was called

'Shadows’,

Further plaintiff states There is No Work of Magic Matching Teller’s "Shadows” Illusion.

Plaintiff statement is wishful thinking. Defendant prefers to stay with the facts.

Fact is that on the World Wide Internet, anyone could or can see multiple magicians,
performing a trick with a Rose and a shadow, similar to ‘shadows” by Teller. Some of

them even call their performance ‘Shadows’:

1. Shadows by Petros (Exh.2), others call it

2. 'Plants and Shadow’ (ALS) (Exh. 3a,b)

3. Hector, a Spanish magician, is performing a trick similar to Tellers shadows
(‘voodeo trick’ as described by Teller) using exactly the same prop as used in
Tellers, on big venues and on cruise ships all over the world. (Exh.4a,4b,4¢)

4. lan McCarthy from Ireland performs his version of shadows (Exh.5)
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CASE N° 2:12-cv-00591-)JCM-GWF

5. Bjorn Magic from Sweden performs his own version of shadows, unfortunately
the promotion video was removed from the internet before defendant had the
chance to download it cr to take a screenshot of it.

6. Mike Fallen from the UK perfarms his version of shadows (Exh.6)

7. Alexander Merk from Germany performed a version of shadows {Exh.7)

8. On the Internet anyone can watch a YouTube video learning how to built the
prop to perform a ‘rose falling apart on the magicians command’ as used in
‘shadows’ from Petros, or Teller, or Hector, or ALS, or lan McCarthy, or Bjorn
Magic, or Mike Fallen, or as so many others. So many others... because Tellers
trick is since years explained on the internet with an instruction video how to
built the *prop’ yourself. {Exh.8a-d)

9. Since years anyone can buy or rent the 'prop’ to perform the trick. (Exh.9a-e)

10.Defendant had the opportunity to buy the ‘prop’ in a 'dusty’ stand on the yearly
fair for magicians in England-Blackpool.

11.Hector bought his prop second hand about 7 years ago. Which means that..

12.The prop to perform a magic trick, such as Tellers ‘shadows’, was sold and

performed already vears before Hector bought it in ‘second hand’ (Exh.10a,b).

All of them use a routine or a procedure, in which they act upon one flower (whether
‘shadow’, painted, or otherwise} to affect the other, using a sympathetic/'voodco’
effect, coupled with the flower, which identifies the central action of Tellers trick, as
he stated in his email to the defendant on April 6, 2012. (Exh. 11)

Plaintiff’s statement is not proven, on the contrary.

It seems that plaintiff filed his complaint for Unfair Competition or Copyright

~ infringement much too late, accusing the wrong person.

Further plaintiff, Teller, states that he did not want anyone in the world to perform

‘his” trick (Exh.12) and that he would not licence anyone, until he retired.
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CASE N° 2:12-cv-00591-1CM-GWF

Contrary to what Teller states, defendant has seen Hector from Spain, ALS from
USA, Teller from USA, Petros from USA, Bjorn Magic from Sweden, Ian McCarthy from
Ireland, Mike Fallen from UK, Alexander from Germany, ...., and so many others

perform a trick wherein a rose falls apart on the magicians command.

Apparently, the trick wherein a rose falls apart on the magicians command, is a
manufactured trick and is part of the standard repertoire of magicians all over the
world, since many years, as stated in the comments by the YouTube video ‘plants and

shadows’ from ALS. (Exh.3a)

At this point Teller has three options:
1. He can sue all infringers, which would be impossible.
2. He can give them all a license before he retires.

3. He can ask the infringers to cooperate and to help him in this litigation.

Apparently, plaintiff chose for the last two options.

Plaintiff started to licence the infringers, (Exh. 13c-g) with as first HECTOR.
A Spanish magician who bought his prop, second hand, 7 years ago to perform the
‘shadows’ illusion worldwide, for big crowds, on big theatre settings on Cruise ships

and so on.

To help him in this litigation, plaintiff instructed Hector what to write on Magic
Internet Forums and to delete multiple videos on YouTube, not in Tellers favour.
Hector got rewarded with a license for $100 and continues with his shadows

performances. (Exh.14h)
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CASE N° 2:12-cvw-00581-JCM-GWF

Fact is that plaintiff committed spoliation of evidence befare the litigation started.

Deliberately. Purposefully and intentionally, as proved in the following:

« In a phone conversation between the parties on or about 03.21.2012, Teller
informed the defendant that Teller did not want anyone else in the world to
perform a similar trick to Tellers (shadows). The day after, plaintiff confirmed
this in an e-mail. (Exh.12)

Defendant was surprised and told Teller that defendants trick was very different
from Tellers but that there were other magicians performing a very similar trick
as Tellers. Such as ALS - Petros - Hector etc.. all to be seen on YouTube.

« After plaintiff realized that these videos were the factual prove that ‘shadows’
has become a standard manufactured trick and that the illusion became public
information, he rapidly contacted HECTOR, on date of April 2™ 2012, requesting

to pull off his videos of the YouTube channel video,

On April 2", 2012, Plaintiff sent an E-mail to Hector, stating:
"... to assist me in my current thinking, would you mind pulling the
video off of YouTube? It could be used by the current manufacturer
(meaning the defendant) to “prove” that this is now a standard,
manufactured trick. Thank you, Teller.”

About 30 minutes later, Hector answered : “Yes, sure I will pull it off.” (Exh.13a,b)

And he did. Important evidence for the defendant was spoiled.

Fact is that plaintiff also committed spoliation of evidence during the litigation.
Plaintiff filed his complaint on April 11*", 2012, Plaintiff was fully aware that ‘shadows’
was performed all over the internet, and that this could be a proof for the defendant

that ‘shadows’ is now a standard manufactured trick.
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CASE N° 2:12-cv-00591-JCM-GWF

After he discovered another video on YouTube, again uploaded many years ago, again

~ with thousands of views, he again contacted Hector, on date of April 15", 2012,

. requesting:

“It appears somebody posted your drawing-version of the
(shadows) routine without your knowledge. Would you be willing to
ask YouTube to take that down...”’ {(Exh.14a,b,c)
Again Hector followed Tellers instructions. Again spoliation took place on important
evidence for the defendant. (Exh. 14b)
Conclusion: the internet is swarming with magicians performing ‘shadows’, and
plaintiff has deliberately, purposefully and intentionally instructed third parties to
destroy or tamper these performances which could prove that defendant didn‘t
infringe on copyright.
*oHk K
Another magician, "ALSmagic’ uploaded his version of shadows on the WWW Internet
and commented or stated on the YouTube channel:
“... it is actually public information... I found it on the web and made a newer
version, there are a bunch of people who have made different versions and
twice as many theories.. " and further “...I don’'t need permission because this
was exposed some years back by multiple magicians so his (meaning Teller)
methods are now public information...”
Defendant was able to take a screenshot before the ALS magician’s comment
(Exh.3a) ‘magically’ disappeared from the internet and has been changed to ‘more
Teller friendly’ comments, as to be seen in the last lines of the comment, wherein the
public is spurred to go see the Penn & Teller show. (Exh.3b)

More than likely on Tellers demand, instructing the magician to ‘remove’ his

- comments since they were showing that Tellers trick 'shadows’ became public

information.
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CASE N° 2:12-cv-00591-JCM-GWF

- Fagt is that plaintiff creates false evidence.

As we all know, the internet is fast, has no secrets and is a big source of information,
also for the defendant in this litigation. To obstruct and hinder the defendant’s search
for evidence, plaintiff did not only instruct others to remove certain YouTube videos,
but also instructed others what to write and comment on the internet.

The Magic Café, a forum for magicians, picked up Tellers lawsuit against Bakardy,

the same day it was filed in Court. Multiple commenter’'s were suggesting that Tellers

- complaint was hypocrite, since Penn & Teller are known as the ‘Bad Boys’ revealing

many magicians secrets by exposure, other commenter’s noticed that there were
maore magicians performing a similar act to Tellers, where under Hector.
Hector, who was already in contact with Teller for weeks, noticed this and
contacted Teller again, on date of April 15" 2012, and wrote:
* There is a thread on the magic Café forum about your lawsuit... and some
people were attacking me, so I had to clear a bit my situation...I haven't
given any information about the situation but I thought I had to say
something. I hope it is OK for you, please, let me know if you want me to

remove the comment or say something efse.. Hector” (Exh.l14c)

On date of April 15" 2012 ( 4 days after Teller filed the copyright complaint against
Dogge} Teller instructed Hector to add the text (hereunder} as reply to the thread on
the Magic Café Forum: (Exh.14d)

“"When I recently realized what happened, I contacted Mr.

Teller myself. I told him (and I live by my word) that, as much

as I love my routine, I will do whatever Mr. Teller deems right

in this situation. If he asks me to limit its use or even remove

it from my repertoire, I will do so. I will let you know the

outcome of our discussions.”
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CASE N® 2:12-CVY-00591-JCM-GWF

On April 16, Hector responded to Teller:

“"Hello, T did add that, I hope it's OK now, I wish you the best on all

this process. Hector.” {Exh.14e)
It is clear that Hector was doing what he was instructed to do, by Teller, the plaintiff,
and sadly writes "and I live by my word” while he actually lives by Tellers words, or

even worse, by Tellers instructions to obstruct the defendant in this litigation

. ‘process’.

On date of May 4™ ,2012 Teller wrote: (Exh. 14f)
"Dear Hector, Just an update. On the sad side: I'm still unresoived

with Gerard Dogge. That law suit against him has been filed and is

proceeding. But on the happy side {and please don't share this

until we've completed it) T am confident you and I can work out an
agreement...”

On date of May 4™ , 2012 Hector responded to Teller: (Exh.14g)
“Hello Teller, Thank you for the update, I feel so happy to read that
you give me this privilege, thank you very much for the
consideration. I won't say anything, do not worry about thai, not
even when we agree on something. This is something between you
and me. Our life consists on keeping secrets, is not going to be a

problem...”
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CASE N° 2:12-¢v-00591-ICM-GWF

Fact is that Hector got rewarded for his silence and cooperation with some ‘free’
tickets for the Penn & Teller shows and... a ‘free’ license from Teller. Not really free,
for a 100$ as Teller wrote in his email from July 23" ,2012: (Exh.14h)

“"'Send both copies to me. I'll sign both and return one to you. And

the hundred dollars makes the transaction official (and helps to

pay the cost of my attorney drawing up the agreement)...”

Fact is that Hector from Spain, ALS from USA, Teller from USA, Petros from USA,
Bjorn Magic from Sweden, Ian McCarthy from Ireland, Mike Fallen from UK, Alexander
from Germany, ...., and so many others perform a trick wherein a rose falls apart
cn the magicians command.

Plaintiff refers to the ‘one sided’ expertise report of Jim Steynmeyer:

In addition, the ability and right to control one’s trademark is critical.
Significantly, it has been noted that “if a version of *Shadows’ fell into the hands
of a less professional or more careless performer, its performance would be
detrimental to Teller’s success. It would cease being special and unique in his
show, and would lose its value.” (Id. at 11). Moreover, “if a version of ‘Shadows’
was marketed to the magic community, it would impact Teller’'s opportunity to
profit from the sale of this routine, in the future, to other professionals.” (Id.).

Defendant notice that plaintiff gives the impression that he is in possession of a
registered ‘trademark’ or a patent. If so, plaintiff never fited a document to prove so.
More than likely is plaintiff mistaken, or does he wants to confuse the defendant and

mislead the Court.

Apparently, the ‘unfair competition’ started years ago, not due Bakardy, but due to

Teller himself. Teller was simply not interested or able to control his ‘trademark’. He
lost control years ago, when ‘shadows’ became a standard and manufactured illusion.

Long before defendant ever created his prop.

10
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CASE N® 2:12-cv-00591-JCM-GWF

Teller should realize that, although he can intimidate some magicians to make them
do what ‘he’ wants them to do, he cannot control the internet, he cannot turn the
clock backwards, making all ‘evidence’ disappear, evidence for the defendant that
Tellers ‘shadows’ is a manufactured standard illusion performed by many, since many

years all over the world,

Fact is that Bakardy is not to blame for unfair competition to Teller.
On the contrary, defendant is the only one with an illusion not competitive with Tellers
and all others. The ‘prop’ created by the defendant allows to perform a complete
different routine, and surpasses all others, including Tellers.

Plaintiff is aware that Bakardy’s trick/prop surpassed Tellers version of
shadows, deliberately leaving out the part of the comments among the ‘The Rose and
her Shadow” YouTube video wherein clearly is stated that Bakardy’s presentation is

different. (Exh.15)

Fact is that whenever plaintiff refers to this text, written by Bakardy on the YouTube
video as a description of Bakardy's ‘trick’, plaintiff deliberately conceals the complete
text which clearly states: “..I've seen the great Penn & Teller performing a
similar trick and now I'm very happy to share my version in a different
and more impossible way... see the stem and vase filled with water are
removed from the table...”. (Exh.15) Again plaintiff misleads the Honourable

Court by holding back the relevant facts.

Further, plaintiff refers in his motion, (#123- p15:14) to a video which he never
filed as an exhibit, stating that defendant offers a copy of Tellers ‘shadows’ illusion
and instructions for performing the illusion for $ 2.450. Plaintiff does not prove his

allegations, although it is plaintiffs obligation to do so.
11
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CASE N°® 2:12-¢v-00591-JCM-GWF

Defendant, who recorded the video, remembers that the video shows a
complete different performance from Tellers, and does ntion an rice ‘for
sale’, nor any instruction *how to’ perform the illusion. Defendants video shows clearly
that Bakardy’s prop, and all the surpassing actions going along with it, are unigue in

the world, Further the video states ‘easy to perform’,

Defendant is the first and only one in the world who uploaded a video on YouTube,
showing that he is the only one who is able to ‘control” a reose falling apart, In a
removable, water filled, transparent, ordinary Coca Cola bottle, with the removable

stem of the flower completely visible, as Teller admits. (Exh.16)

Plaintiff admit that both tricks are different from each other, as proven in the exhibits:
(Exh.16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26)

1. Plaintiff never performed ‘'shadows’ in a transparent vase or bottle.
Defendant can.

2. Plaintiff never performed ‘shadows’ in a transparent vase or bottle, filled with
water, Defendant can.

3. Plaintiff never performed ‘shadows’ in a non transparent vase or bottle, filled
with water. Defendant can.

4. Plaintiff never performed ‘shadows’ with the stem of the rose completely visible.
Defendant can.

5. Plaintiff never performed ‘shadows’, removing the rose stem out of a
transparent vase or bottle, showing that his stem was removable.
Defendant can.
Plaintiff never performed ‘shadows’ removing a transparent vase or bottle from
the table showing that the vase or bottle was removable.

Defendant can.

12
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CASE N° 2:12-¢cv-00591-JCM-GWF

6. Plaintiff never performed ‘shadows’ pouring out the water of a transparent vase
or bottle, showing that there are no gimmicks hidden in the vase or bottle.
Defendant can.

7. Anyone can perform ‘shadows’, as seen on the internet Plaintiff is unaware of
anyone else in the world performing Bakardy’s illusion.

Defendant is also unaware.

In reply to plaintiff's statement:

D. Dogge has Misappropriated Teller's Personal and Signature Illusion to Sell Mail-
QOrder Props and DVDs

Defendant regrets to read plaintiffs loftity and humiliating statements regarding the
defendants employment history and the defendants health situation, to finally end his
paragraph, again referring to a draft, irrelevant to the litigation, since it was never
published and was never going to be published.

Defendant prefers to stay with the facts, relevant to the litigation.

In contrast to all plaintiffs statements in the discovery and deposition, plaintiff

pretends in his metion that both illusions are similar, and that Bakardy is copying.

Usually, whenever ‘copy pirates” are discovered on the market, the originai
manufacturer destroys all copies In a demonstrative way, mostly with a bulldozer.
{Rolex, Cartier, Nike, Lacoste, etc..)

Obvious, they never offer money to the ‘pirates’. Logic and obvious.

In contrast to what big brands do, Teller offered money to Bakardy what ciearly
indicates that Bakardy’s prop/illusion is better than Tellers and not just a ‘copy’ he
wanted to destroy, on the contrary Teller wanted the exclusive rights on it.

(Exh.30a,b & 32)
13
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Fact is that, even before the litigation started, Teller was willing to pay the defendant
for ~and the defendant quotes Teller- “the thought and work you have put into
developing the alternate method” (Exh.3). Teller recognizes that the method used by

the defendant is different from the method used in Teller’s performance of 'shadows’.

Fact is that Teller offered money to come in exclusive possession of Bakardy’s

invention. Deposition : p92:12-24 (Exh.27)
Q. Did you ever offer money, Mr. Teller, to people who are infringing on your
copyrighted tricks 7
A, Why would I do that?
Q. Youdidittome?
A. No sir. I--I—if someone were infringing on my copyright, I would expect them to
offer me money. Not the other way around. In your case, I have explained exactly
why it was that I offered you, as a courtesy to you, on an assumption that you
were a good man, something to defray your development costs.
Q. Okay. Very kind of you, Mr. Teller.
The plaintiff's statements that the infringer should pay and not be paid, are in
contradiction to what plaintiff did, before the litigation started. First offering the
defendant $15.000, then $40.000. In one of the phone conversations plaintiff
considered to pay defendant $125.000 to assume full ethical and legal possession of

the defendants prop or method, different from Teller’s.

First set admissions {Exh.28}):

Request 9: Admit that in one of the negotiation calls you offered defendant $40.000
as this would have cost you as much as starting a litigation against
defendant.

Response: ...Tefler admits that he attempted to settle and resolve the dispute by

acquiring the infringing ilfusion’s prop for $40.000.
14
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CASE N° 2:12-cv-00591-JCM-GWF

Second set admissions (Exh.29);

Request 2: Admit that you've wrote to defendant in email from 03.27.2012 that vou
would like to offer $15.000 to the defendant to “assume full ethical and
legal possession of your method”.

Response: ...the answer is admitted, Moreover , the plaintiff offered even larger
amounts of maoney to avoid the defendant’s threat to sell the illusion to
the Chinese,

Bakardy’s prop is significant different since Teller was requesting others to approach

Bakardy. In the beginning of the litigation Teller reguested Guinee to persuade

Bakardy, to sell his creation exclusively to Teller and to no one else.

As reward Guinee was invited as Tellers guest to come to Las Vegas, and so on.. as

stated in (Exh.30a,b) his email from April 4" ,2012 :

"...If we could agree on a realistic fee, I would consider hiring
him (Bakardy) as consultant to try and improve my trick, provided
of course, he takes it off the market and sells it to no one but
me. I think his notion of seeing the stem in water might have
value for me..” and " ... Know that regardless of the outcome,
you now have a new friend in the US. When you come to Vegas
you will be most cordially received as my guest.

And if there are any Penn & Teller materials (e.g. my David
Abbot book) that interest you, they will be on their way to you
with my gratitude...Teller.”

Defendant never misappropriated Teller’s persona and signature illusion to sell mail-

order props and DVDs. Simply defendant never sold a single prop or whatsoever. The

first person who had interest to buy Bakardy’s prop was Teller. He wanted exclusivity.

(Exh. 30a,b & 32)

15
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Eact is that Teller was offering money, before the litigation started, at that time there
was no dispute to ‘settle’. Teller just wanted to buy exclusivity on Bakardy’s prop.
Plaintiff is betraying himself and it's cbvious that defendants methed/prop is different,
which logically results in an illusion, different from Tellers.

In reply to plaintiff’s paragraph:

E. Defendant’s Unauthorized Use of Teller's Trademark to Sell His Own Mail-Order

DVDs and Props Damages Teller's Mark and Confuses the Public.

“Like a few famous magicians of the past, after he retires Teller may ficense the

performance of "Shadows” to anly a highly gifted and truly extraordinary magician

who would use it in a market that in no way overfaps Teller’s. (See Exhibit 1,

Teller Decl,, § 22). The "Shadows” illusion is Teller’s trademark magic trick, and

very special to him. He would not allow just anyone to perform it and possibly ruin

its significance.”
Plaintiff's statements are not only worthless and outdated, but contradict what plaintiff
does. The prop to perform ‘Shadows’ is manufactured, can be sold and even rented,
(Exh. 8a-9e) and the illusion is part of many magicians standard repertoire.
{Exh.2-9¢) Above all, Teller ‘gave’ Hector (and who else ?) a licence, not after, but
before Teller’s retirement. (Exh.13c-13g & 14h)

Further, defendant does not need Tellers ‘authorization’ to perform, sell or rent his

own creation. Defendants is holder of a registered copyright on his creation, and it’s

not called *shadows’ but 'The Mysterious Rose’, by Gerard Bakardy.

III. Legal Argument.

Being a Belgian citizen and not a American lawyer defendant is not supposed to know
the U.S. Federal Rules, but tries his best to defendant himself , pro-se.

Defendant is not able to refer to previous Court orders ever made in the U.5.
unknown for the defendant. Defendants defence is based on common sense, honesty

and truthful facts.
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A. Is Teller is entitled to summary judgment on_his unfair competition claim ?

Absolutely not. If there was any unfair competition than it was certainly not due to the

defendants work. There is no competition at all,
1st. According plaintiff’s statement (p7:20): "“Defendant Gerard Dogge has never

been a professional magician, The only trick he has ever performed was a
vanishing sitk trick that he fearned in four minutes and some simple card tricks
while wandering table to table in bars and cafes. Over the years, he has made a
living performing musical acts in small restaurants and cafes. Unable to
command much pay as a performer, he has often supplemented his income by
selling a random variety of household products, such as car polish and vacuum
cleaners. Although he has sold several CDs of his music at the cafes and bars
where he has performed, his music recordings have never been refeased to the
wider public or sold in stores. All the songs he has ever performed were covers
of other musician’s songs because, as Dogge admitted, “Never in my life I was
able to write a song.” ...

On the contrary : Plaintiff is a famous magician, a celebrity.

Defendant was planning to sell his creation or ‘prop’, together with an
instruction Manual and DVD, how to assemble the ‘prop’.
On the contrary : Plaintiff exposed many of magicians valuable illusions and

magic tricks but never sold or explained props created by himself,

Defendant intended to perform a ‘transparent’ sympathetic/voodoo illusion,

On the contrary : Plaintiff NEVER performed a 'transparent’ sympathetic or

voodoo illusion.
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In reply to plaintiff’s paragraph,
B. Background of an unfair competition claim as it applies to a celebrity’s persona and
trademark.

Defendant notices that plaintiff gives the impression that he is in possession of
a registered ‘trademark’ or a patent. If so, plaintiff never filed a document to prove
so. More than likely is plaintiff mistaken or he wants to confuse the defendant and
misiead the Court.
Whether plaintiff can prove his statements or not, defendants work does not apply to
Tellers trademark or whatsoever, Defendant uploaded a video, clearly showing all the
differences between all the ‘shadows’ versions on the rmarket, and his ‘new’ creation.
Defendant’s video must be seen as a comparative advertisement, clearly to be seen in
the text under the video, defendant described that his version was 'different and in a
more impossible way’ than Tellers. (Exh.15)} In the cancelled advertisement,

defendant mentioned *Better than in Las Vegas'. (Exh.1b)

According the European and U.S. law, comparative advertising benefits consumers.:

The U.5. FTC and the National Advertising Division of the Council of Better
Business Bureaus, Inc. {NAD), govern the laws of comparative advertising in the
United States including the treatment of comparative advertising claims FTC stated
that comparative advertising could benefit consumers and encourages comparative
advertising, provided that the comparisons are "clearly identified, truthful, and non-
deceptive” Although comparative advertising is encouraged, NAD has stated “claims
that expressly or implicitly disparage a competing product should be held to the
highest level of scrutiny in order to ensure that they are truthful, accurate, and

narrowly drawn.”

18



10

11

12

13

14

15

16 .

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Case 2:12-cv-00591-JCM-GWF Document 150 Filed 08/15/13 Page 19 of 91

CASE N° 2:12.cv-00591-JCM-GWF

Another major law is the Trademark Lanham Act, which states that one could
incur liability when the message of the comparative advertisement is untrue or
uncertain, but has the intention to deceive consumers through the implied message
conveyed,

Defendant couldnt be more clear, stating that his creation was different from all
others, as he explicitly wrote it in the description under the YouTube video, and as he
showed his performance on the video which was never showed before. As Teller

admits.(Exh.23)

Whether Teller is famous, very famous, or not, does not change the fact that Teller
never performed an illusion in a water filled, transparent and removable vase with
the rose stem 100% visible and removable.

In Europe all civilians have the same legal rights, famous or not.

Further, defendant notices that 99% of plaintiff’'s arguments in plaintiff's motion and
also in paragraph (B) are based on Jim Steynmeyer one sided ‘expertise’ report.
Defendant recognizes the expert skills and admires his creations. On the other hand,
defendant could learn that Teller wrote and published a ‘nice and friendly’ review on a

book written by Jim Steynmevyer. (Exh.31a-d)

The expert will never bite the hand that feeds him, or writes positive comments on
his books. The one-sided ‘expertise’ report shows clearly that Mr. Steynmeyer isn’t an
impartial witness. By the way, the expert never saw defendants work, and obviously,
does not mention a single word regarding Bakardy's performance or prop.

Further, plaintiff refers to 8 factors, in a ‘slightly modified” version of the
traditional Sleekcraft, that Courts may consider in determining whether there is the

requisite showing of likelihood of confusion..
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Factor #1: Teller Has an Extremely High Level of Recognition Among the Group that
Dogge Targeted to Sell his Mail-Order Illusion DVDs and Props.

Defendant does not know whether Teller has an extremely high level of recognition
recognised out of Las Vegas. Defendant could learn on the internet that professional
magicians consider Teller as one of ‘the Bad Boys’ due to their multiple exposures of

many magician valuable illusions.

Plaintiff does not know which groups defendant wanted as target to sell his creation.

Plaintiff's statements are not proven.

Further plaintiff states (p15:3):

“Shadows” is Teller's signature trick and so closely associated with him that no
other professional magician has performed it on stage as part of their regular

routine without Teller’s permission. (See Exhibit 3, Steinmeyer Rpt., at 8-10).

It seems that expert Steynmeyer did not research the internet and blindly believes
what Teller told him, otherwise the expert would have discovered ‘Shadows by
Petros’, 'Plants and Shadows by ALS’, Hector, Ian McCarthy, Alexander, etc..

(Exh. 2-10a) It's noteworthy that Jim Steinmeyer is aware who is permitted or

licensed by Teller, to perform *Shadows’ on stage.

The tags plaintiff is referring to, were mostly suggested by YouTube. Defendant

dees not know how YouTube selects the suggested tags and presumes that this is a

service for the YouTube visitor to help them in their search.

Plaintiff does not prove that a google/YouTube search ‘Shadows by Teller’ will lead to

defendants YouTube video ‘The Rose and her Shadow by Gerard Bakardy’.
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Plaintiff's statements are easily refuted by doing a google search as test:
« A google search for images of Gerard Bakardy results in 3 pictures of Gerard
Bakardy and hundreds of Teller.
» A google search for images of Teller, shows hundreds of Tellers images, but

does not show a single image/picture of Gerard Bakardy.

Further, plaintiff refers again to an advertisement on Bakardy‘s YouTube videg, which
never mentioned and never will mention any price for sale! (Exh.14b)

Plaintiff statements are not proven and make no sense.

Factor #2: Teller and Dogge’s Goods are Clasely Related

In this chapter plaintiff argues that Dogge and Teller’s goods are closely related.
This is absolutely unjust. They are the same related as a black and white TV is related
to a HD Full Celour TV. Tellers 40 years old illusion is even surpassed by others than
Bakardy’s.

Bakardy is the only and first one in the world who can perform the illusion in a
water filled, removable transparent Coca Cola bottle with a 100% and complete visible

and removable rose stem.

The “customers’ would see the difference, and when the 2 props would be on the shelf
in the magic store, without mentioning the name of the creator, but by mentioning
the restrictions, limits and possibilities of both props, the ‘customer’ will chose for

Bakardy’s prop, obviously, because Bakardy’s prop surpasses Teller’s,

The goods are therefore absolutely not inextricably related.

Plaintiff statements are not proven.
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" Factor #3: The Marks Are Nearly Identical

In this paragraph plaintiff argues that the staging looks similar. Apparently, to create
a shadow the stage has to be dark and a spotlight and white board is needed. The
shadow will obviously reflect the items placed in the spotlight. In plaintiff statements

he crafty conceals the facts.

Fact is that in Bakardy’s video the shadow does not reflect a non-transparent, white

bud vase with half of the rose stem hidden. (Exh.1a,b)

Fact is that a thousand shadows will not change Tellers 40 years old illusion to a
water filled, transparent and removable coca cola bottle, with a 100% complete visible
and removable stem. (Exh.1a,b)

Factor #4: Consumer Confusion May Be Presumed Due fo Dogge’s Intentional Use of
Teller’s Mark.

Plaintiff does not prove a single statement in this paragraph, and refers to the one
sided expert’s report, and states further: "Because Dogge has presented no evidence
or expert report to contradict Jim Steinmeyer’s expert opinfon, this factor must weigh
in Teller’s favour”. Jim Steinmeyer has never seen the work of the defendant, and his
cpinion is therefore not expertly,

Defendant is looking forward to meet and to contradict the expert in Court.

Factor #5: Dogge Used Marketing Channels that Would Cause Consumer Confusion

In this paragraph plaintiff refers to Bakardy’s instructional DVD, which does not even

- exists, and to a draft that never was going to be published.

The DVD and manual, which would come along with the ‘prop’ whenever
Bakardy would sell his *prop’, would instruct the customer how to assemble and how

to use the prop.
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Presuming that the customer or the spectator is aware that there are other magicians
perfarming shadows, such as Petros, Hector, Alexander, Ian, McCarthy, ALSmagic or
even Teller, they would immediately recognize that the illusion based on Bakardy's
prop, surpasses all the others. Without being confused. Plaintiff’s statements are not

proven.

Factor #6: Degree of Care Likely to Be Used by Purchaser Is Low

In this paragraph plaintiff states: “a consumer would exert any special care in
determining actual endorsement before deciding to purchase”.

Plaintiff statement is pure hypothetical and based upon assumptions. Plaintiff

- statements are confusing, are not proven and make no sense at all.

Factor #7: Dogge Intentionally Associated Teller with his Product to Increase His Sales

Plaintiff states: "The relevant question under this factor is "whether the defendants

. Intended to profit by confusing consumers,”

Defendant never sold, shipped, performed, exposed, advertised or promoted his prop

- for sale. Never and nowhere was there a price publicly advertised.

Defendant would be stupid to associate his brand new creation with a 40 years old
illusion. The only association ever made by defendant was merely in a comparative

way. Such as ‘different from Teller’ and *Better than in Las Vegas’. (Exh.1a,b & 15)

Defendant could have uploaded a ‘parody’ video instead, performing his illusion
in a way as Penn & Teller do with many illusions, ridiculing others by revealing their
methods. Defendant could have done the same, ridiculing Teller's performance with
revealing the method to perform Tellers ‘shadows’ illusion, and then afterwards show
the defendant’s surpassing version, Defendant didn't.

Defendant does not want to be disrespectful to other magicians.
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Defendant intended to sell his invention/prop in a honest way. Confusing customers
will never help to sell any product. Defendant was not confusing any one and states
clear that his prop was different from Teller's and ‘Better than in Las Vegas’ .
(Exh.1a,b & 15)

By the way, Teller does not sell his prop, how can a customer be confused ?

Plaintiff statements are not proven,

factor #8: Dogge Targeted a Market that Is the Natural Extension of Teller’s Product
Line
Plaintiff states: "As previously mentioned, once he retires from performing, Teller
could ficense the perfarmance of "Shadows” to a highly gifted magician and/or market
and selfl the prop he uses in his performances. Licensing signature performances and
selling props relating to the same is the natural progression for the careers of many
magicians. As explained by expert witness, lim Steinmever, a magician’s trademark
iffusion can be a significant source of income and avenue to continue his legendary
status. However, this expansion into the natural trajectory of Teller’s product line will
be unfairly foreclosed if Dogge is allowed to continue his infringing use of Teller’s

persona and signature illusion.”

Defendant is not to blame for foreclosing the expansion of Teller's product line.

It seems that expert Steynmeyer did not research the internet and blindly believes
what Teller told him, otherwise the expert would have discovered *Shadows by Petros,
‘Plants and Shadows by ALS’, Hector, Ian McCarthy, Alexander, etc... and that the
prop to perform Shadows is manufactured, that it is sold and for rent, and that the
illusion is a part of many magicians standard repertoire, already for many years.

(Exh.2-10e)
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Plaintiff's statements are worthless and outdated and contradicting to what plaintiff
does, since he ‘gave’ a licence to Hector (and who knows, who else more ?),

(Exh.13¢-13g & 14h) not after, but even before Teller’s retirement.

Teller himself is already foreclosing the expansion of his product line before he retires.

(Exh.13c-13g & 14h)

Furthermore, Teller can‘'t sell the prop he uses in his performance of ‘shadows’

exclusively, since third parties have manufactured the same prop. (Exh.8a-10b)

IV. Conclusion,
Plaintiff fails to justify his complaint.
Since plaintiff does not prove:
o that the illusions are similar
o that defendant committed unfair competition
« that he had any damage at all

+ that he was behaving responsible regarding the ©

Since defendant proves:

« that both illusions are significant different,

that plaintiff NEVER performed Bakardy's illusion,

that defendant’s prop is the first and only one in the world to allow a person to

perform the illusion with all items 100% visible,

[ ]

that plaintiff’s copyright is invalid or at least questionable,

that plaintiff was irresponsible and provoking,

that plaintiff had no damage, but publicity instead,

that plaintiff acts in bad faith,
25




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

13

19

20

21

22

23
24

25

26

Case 2:12-cv-00591-JCM-GWF Document 150 Filed 08/15/13 Page 26 of 91

CASE N® 2:12-cv-00591-)CM-GWF

» that plaintiff committed tampering and spoliation on important evidence for the
defendant,

« that plaintiff instructed others what to write in their name on internet forums to
obstruct the defendant in his research for evidence,

e that plaintiff rewarded others for doing and writing what he instructed them to
do or write,

« that plaintiff bribed his witnesses,

« that the prop he uses to perform his illusion, is free to buy on the market, and

in the public domain

defendant can only conclude that he was wrongly brought in Court, and that Teller’s

claim is unjustified.

It is clear that plaintiff debased himself, committing felonies to help him in his
arguments in this litigation and to obstruct the defendant in his research for evidence.
Granting plaintiff's motion would be one more violation of the defendant’s rights.
For these reasons defendant respectfully requests the Court,

+« to DENY plaintiff's motion and

» to render a Judgement, acquitting the defendant.

With the deepest respect,

Hoevensehbaan Z, B2950 Kapellen
Belgum - Europe

See next page for Inventory list - 32 exhibits, 61 pages
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8.14.201

UNFAIR COMPETITION

Description

la
1b

3a,b
4a-4c

8c-d
9a-e
10a,b
11

12
13a,b
13c
i4a,c
14b
14d-h
15
16-20
21-27
28-29
30a,b
31c-d
32

Plaintiff's Exhibit

Cancelled Advertisement

Screenshot ‘Shadows’ by Petros

Screenshots - Plants and shadows ALS Magic
Screenshots Hector

Screenshot - Ian McCarthy - Shadows
Screenshot — Mike Fallen - Shadows

Screenshot - Alexander Merk

Screenshots - how to built prop

Screenshots - prop for sale/rent

Hector bought prop 7 years ago

E-mail from Teller to Bakardy April 6, 2012
E-mail from Teller to Bakardy March 22 ,2012
E-mails between Hector and Teller April 2, 2012
License Hector

E-mails between Hector and Teller April 15, 2012
Screenshot YouTube

Screenshot Magic cafe forum & E-mails between Teller & Hector
Plaintiff's exhibit N°3

Discovery answers plaintiff

Deposition answers plaintiff

Discovery answers plaintiff

E-mail from Teller to Gunther Guinee

Deposition answers plaintiff

E-mail from Teller to Bakardy March 27, 2012 - TO BE SEALED!
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32 EXHIBITS - 61 pages

in support of opposition 8.14.2013
CASE N° 2:12-cv-00591-JCM-GWF

Teller v Bakardy
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Wereld Prum,eag-%/rst In Belgie
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Tel.: 0034.606.35.65.04.

Email: gerard-bakardy@hotmail.com
Youtube : The Rose & Her Shadow
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EXHIBIT 2

YouT} a

"shadows" by petros

xana2226 o Subscribe Jvideos ¥

bue ¥ sweo® 2.000

Uploaded by xana2226 on Aug 25 2009 ¥ S

me attempting to do tellers amazing magic that he came up with long time 6 ikes 3 diskkes

ago.after i saw it i finally decided to go ahead and do it. i am not revealing i
any way i respect a fellow magicans work and i will perform it in public as per
tellers approval. thank you for your ideas



Case 2:12-cv-00591-JCM-GWF Document 150 Filed 08/15/13 Page 32 of 91

R EXHIBIT 3a

(11l Tuhe a e

plants and shadows.wmv

AlSmagic 2008 ° Subscribe 5 videos *

blic ¥ s F 2,403 w

0.. | cant tell the secret. it is actually public information... well___ its
information thats in the public_ | found it on the web and made a newer
version. their are a bunch of people who have made different versions and
twice as many theories. | myself have three ways that | have thought up and
Im not an engineer so | can just imagine a M.1.T student giving this a try. .

AlSmagic2008  in reply to cinemakerdd6 (Show the comment) 3 months ago

y even comment? | use diffrent methods and props my Musion s much

mote complex its like asking copperfield to get permission from walker blaney
to do a levitation (its not needed) 2nd | dont need his permission because
this was exposed some years back by multiple magicians 8o his methods ate
now public information 3¢d its FAN ART im not making money off of 80 why
are you worried? do you work 4 teller? if not you can feel free not 2 not

comment Is that all champ? '
thuxfﬂﬁﬂ M eply 0 meantcambe; oed - Sihany e Lomne et 3 weeks 200 /
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Youllllif plants and shadows

plants and shadows.wmv

AlSmagic2008 ¢ weos
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Published on Sep 16, 2010

not for sale. This is just a technical performance. This illusion uses
Mo blood or Gore but utilizes a different routine that allows you to
cut muitiple plants or branches, pick up and show off the vase for
inspection. and you can freely cross infront of the vase, table,
shadows or plants at anytime while using your left or right hand to
cut with so as to prove that no strings are connecled to the table or
walls. you never have to look at the plant... just cut. this is not a
comedy routine.__ it is not for sale. at best this is a parody or a fan
art demo of a universal concept. | just think its neat. the concept of
maving objects with your shadow or with your mind is as ofd as
shadows themseives but | believe the first televised or video
recorded version of this type of Hlusion was done by teller of Penn
and teller. Go see his

Category oarg
Licensg =
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Hector is Magic! - illusion Show

hectorismagic ° Abonneren 13 video's ~

}‘l.'l, LI § ] l‘vlll'.i}__“ll. A FRERY

b tevk ®  Delen p 653 aantai keren bekeken
Getpload door hectorismagic op 4 okt 2011
hectorismagic.com 4 keer gemarkeerd ats leuk.
keer cemarkeerd als net feuk

I* 4/13 ’l = x . Geiiploade video's 4 hectonsmagic

Hector 1s Magic! -
Hlusion Show
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Hector el mago, Da Vinci La Magia - Isla Magica

hectormagia2008 19 wwecs 2.300
B L] sovscrive &5 o
ol Like P About Mo i ~

Uploaded on Aug 18, 2010
A magic show based on Leonardo Da Vinci

www heclorismagic com
Show more
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Hector Is Magic! - Vision of the seas Show
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Geupload op 9 jan 2011
wvw hectorismagic com
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EXHIBIT 5
Pt S e w R s Bargan of Visual {urosihies wm_awsmierﬁetupkwe?-
X Google | o McCarhy Shadows v il‘wr-ﬁugzi Qi o ® Akl

POSTREPLY & Search this topic..

My impromptu(ish) version of Penn and Teller's Shadow Rose
Dby Tan McCarthy » Toe Apr 01, 2008 11:34 am

Hey guys, | have heen working on this for a while, but | have finally come up with a nearty impromptu version of
Penn and Tetler's shadow rose effect.

Its not totally impromptu, because of course you need 2 vase of flowers and a strong light to project the shadow.
But this can be done with nearly any type of flower {Anything that has smallish petals, this witl not work for the
{ikes of tulips). The flowers require hardly amvy setup, so you should be able to preform it using someone else's
vase, Obviously this will only be suitable for dinner parties and the like. | commonly preform it by putting the
vase on a table near the wall and tilting a lamp towards it.

One of the major restrictions with my version s it will not work if the lamp uses those new energy saving bullrs
(The ones where the glass is kinda coiled) you need to use one of the older ones (\/hich most peopte have
anyway)

| don't think I will be able to seil this effect as it is a Penn and Teller item obviously, but | am more than willing
to share the methad with any talkmagic members of good standing (IE anyone that has been around for 3 while)

If you have not seen the effect, Penn and Tetlers version is HERE : http:/ /www.youtube.com/watch?
V=UNTDREMYgUA

My version is here : http:/ /www. youtube.com/watch¥v=Yu moia-oVi {As you can see there are one or two kinks
that need to be ironed out, but | have a couple of ideas)

ttp: e, takmagic. o,k flopec 24465.php7sid < acb4 30236fd 10685ba 585988bct 167 #p235983

2postsePage 1of 2¢ J} 2
1an McCarthy
Senwor Mamber
Posts: 366

Joined: Man Sep 04, 2006 12:21 pm
Location: Kerry, Ireland 31:AH

Talkmagic Forum
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EXHIBIT 6

W ke ¢ ahadow Ross

Forum of Visual Curistties - Fage - Windows Intemet Explovér

mEeme v B -nanit T L I ¥ g L A T KL
0 v talkmage o0k “ami i+t prpier Al I el s R e T e T

g A RARA,

Re: My impromptufish) version of Penn and Teller's Shadow Ro
Oby mikefalien » Sat May 04, 2013 2:18 pm

Hedlo 13n, i saw the topic on talk magic and | would love to discuss about the shadow illusion that teller performs.  ined: Sat May 04, 2013 2:04 pm
1 do not copy the act but { study magic history... | have created a method of my own that worle, but i am always

readdy for new ideas that can be usefull for the art so i would love to discuss about it

Best wishes, Hike

&

mikefallen
Now User

Posts: 3
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EXHIBIT 8a

Pl Secure-zoeben

Building the Rose for Beauty and The Beast

- yourbeckeeper 362 videos . 4,055
Co E Subscribe 2088 EY,
‘ Like ’ About BREIES ETTE ﬂ lihl ~

Uploaded on Mar 13, 2011
With 90% of construction completed. .. now it's the fun details like
the willing rose. .

Show more

Uploader Comments  yourbeekeeper,)
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EXHIBIT 8b

&3 Building the Rose for Beaut,., *

tl. e v R
LII Tuhe ¢ building the rose for the beauty and the beast A

yourbeekeeper 237 videos

E Subscribe 2294 & o5

o Lke P About e T

Uploaded on Mar 13, 2011

With 30% of construction completed . now it's the fun details like
the wilting rose .
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EXHIBIT 8c
lYOll Tube building the rose for the beauty and the beast

Building the Rose for Beauty and The Beast

yourbeekeeper 337 videos 4.

‘ Like ’ About ERSREEY At ﬁ‘i dul

Uploaded on Mar 13, 2011
With 90% of construction completed. .. now it's the fun details like
the wilting rose_. .

Show more
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EXHIBIT 8d

ecure-Toeken g o v

‘ Like ' About $hars A to E i ~N

Uploaded on Mar 13, 2011
With 0% of construction completed .. now it's the fun details like
the wilting rose. .

Show more
Uploader Comments (yourbeekeeper)

! Liz Berdiant =1t ag:

‘ Wowl That's amazing. | am a middle school music teacher putting on a production of Beautfy
and the Beast right now - this looks perfect. Do you ever sell any of your products? We would
love to have something fike this for our production!

Repty - 1 p st Beaudy and the Geast

yourbeekeeper 3 meeths age

Honestly | don't have the extra time to make and sell the stuff | build for the shows.

| Tech three performances a school for them and basically as one show closes |

am right an the next. Good luck in your performance, and if | can advise you in any
[ way. please feel free to ask.

Reply - roreplota Lz Bedia

Bobby Hall  : r-oias 200
Good video but Tam having problems with it working Tke yours. You say 1/4" tubing but 6
wires will not fit in that and move freely so | went to 3/8 tubing. | went from 16 qauge wire to

13 gauge works a bit easier put tends to pull a few wires at a time. Also the #12 solid wire
what lengths do you cut them. | have cut them several different lengths and the do not fall,
The cover seems fo fit tight not real tight on the wires and they do not drop.

Reply

E urbeekeeper ;i vietrs s

If you are having issues with muttiple wires pulling at once. try spraying a silicone
spray or comparable lube in the entire tube. that should solve that problem. The
#12 wire was cut about 2" long. Remember to stick about 3/4” of the solid copper
wire back into the insulation to end weight the pieces The control wire | used was
steel piano wite and was a smaller than 18ga. Good luck! If you have a camera,
you could take some vid and | can check it out.

i T Frep o Bebby Hal
bv.y vuluse.com; user eizzadify
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EXHIBIT 3a

i 3 Magic Rose from "Beay

Magic Rose from "Beauty and the Beast"

setpieces 7 videos 5015
E Subscribe 1 w7 i
l‘ Like ' About Skare Aol 1 il ~
Uploaded on Feb 21, 2009

This is a Magic Rose prop made for a stage production of "Beauty
and the Beast" - it drops 8 petals on cue - each drop is controlled
wirelessly using a remote control handset - each time you press the
button. a petal falls so it can be cued at an exact time in the action
onstage. The control unit is practically invisible as you can see from
the video. The rose sits in a clear acrylic vase. set in water-effect
gel. Created by Rachel George in collaboration with Eagle Designs
i i gh

www.racheigeorge.co.uk www eagle-designs.co uk

NOW AVAILABLE FOR HIRE! contact us through either website for
more details.

%1 (5 4102 87 S ue - w1 T D
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EXHIBIT 9b

| http;-',_:z,mw.radudqeocgeco.uk:’?pmpmaking-scenery-uﬁ £~ 80/ @ propsand sceney Rache.. »

rachel george

propmakerbuyer . modelmaker . scenic artist

home about links  news contast

sKilis

props & scenery

sculpture | moutdmaking and casting

Bespoke rap making & sculpted scene pieces for theatre apera ballel and TV

SCENIC &t : prodctions.
Often involving polystyrene: Jesmonte or GRP

Previgus work has also included a few trick props/SFX -ie

props & scenery

maels & replicas

+ A crown of thoms for "Neds” (Fém: drector Peter Maflan. 2009: - made as axact
replca of ke orginalspiky croam of homs. b wors by acioriused n & ight scene

"magic;' rose for I'BE&lﬁy K the Baast [SECC 2008 which had fo drop its petals
on2Le hmughoutlhe penormanre |Nos axa!labiﬂforhlre ﬂma*far i

eveq p-rfafmance & break OpEE! instantly {0 reveal a aword nladn
« Areask for “Pinocchio :2075: which needed uickly exchangeatie nosas 2
magnet syslem prmeﬁ e solioni

me Eagle

< B EME

11 PM
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