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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON

CAMPAGNOLO SR.L.,
Plaintiff,
v.
FULL SPEED AHEAD, INC., et al.,
Defendants.

AT SEATTLE

We, the jury, unanimously find as follows:

CASE NO. C08-1372 RSM
VERDICT FORM

Question 1: Do you find for Campagnolo on its first and second claims for false and

misleading advertising under the Lanham Act and unfair competition under common law?

Yes No l(___

If you answered “no” to Question 1 please do not answer Questions 2 or 3, and

proceed to Question 4.

Question 2: Do you find that Full Speed Ahead’s false advertising was deliberate?

Yes No
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Question 3: Do you find that Campagnolo is entitled to damages on its first and second claims
for false and misleading advertising?
Yes No
Question 4: Do you find for Campagnolo on its third claim for violation of the Washington
Unfair Business Practices Act?
Yes No X
If you answered “yes” to either Question 3 or 4, please answer Question 5.
If you answered “no” to Question 3 (or didn’t answer it) and 4 please sign and date

the verdict form without answering any additional questions.

Question 5: What amount, if any, is Campagnolo’s actual damages?
$

If you answered “yes” to Question 3, please answer Question 6.
If you answered “no” to Question 3 (or didn’t answer it) please sign and date the

verdict form without answering Question 6.

Question 6: What amount, if any, of Full Speed Ahead’s profits should be awarded to
Campagnolo?
$
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