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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 

ATLANTA DIVISION 

SICIS, s.r.l.,  

Plaintiff, 

 v.  

SHINEX MOSAICS GLOBAL, SHINEX 
MOSAICS USA, INEX INDUSTRIES, 
LTD, SACHIN PALSOKAR, and JOHN 
DOES 1-5, 

Defendants. 

Civil Action No.  

1:24-cv-1772-TWT 

MOTION TO SET ASIDE DEFAULT 
AND FOR LEAVE TO FILE ANSWER 

COMES NOW, SHINEX MOSAICS GLOBAL, SHINEX MOSAICS USA, 

INEX INDUSTRIES, LTD, and SACHIN PALSOKAR, (hereafter “Defendants”), 

and pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 55(c), hereby files this Motion To Set Aside Default 

and Motion for Leave to File Defendants’ Answer in this action, on the grounds that 

a proper case has been made and that good cause exists to set aside the default based 

on the foregoing facts and circumstances. In support of the within Motion, 

Defendants show this court as follows:

1. On April 24, 2024, Plaintiff SICIS, s.r.l., filed its Verified Complaint and

request for Injunctive Relief against Defendants for alleged copyright
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infringement. [Doc. 1]. 

2. On April 26, 2024, Plaintiff SICIS, s.r.l., filed its Motion for Temporary 

Restraining Order against Defendants. [Doc. 12]. 

3. On April 29, 2024, Defendants’ counsel filed his Entry of Appearance on 

behalf of Defendants Shinex Mosaics Global, Shinex Mosaics USA, Inex 

Industries, Ltd, and Sachin Palsokar. [Doc. 13].  

4. On April 29, 2024, Defendants’ counsel communicated with Plaintiff’s 

counsel regarding the alleged infringement and Defendants’ desire to remove 

any allegedly infringing content from its platforms. Further, Defendants’ 

counsel communicated Defendants’ desire to remove any infringing content 

from its platforms.  

5. On May 2, 2024, in contemplation of a prompt resolution and dismissal of the 

case, the Parties stipulated, agreed, and consented to entry of the Stipulated 

Preliminary Injunction to resolve Plaintiff’s Motion for a Temporary 

Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction [Doc. 13].  

6. On May 2, 2024, the Court entered an order granting the Parties Consent 

motion for Stipulated Preliminary Injunction [Doc. 15]. 

7. On May 8, 2024, as ordered by the Court, Defendants filed its Certificate of 
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Compliance with the terms of the Stipulated Preliminary Injunction. [Doc. 

16]. 

8. From the time of filing of its Certificate of Compliance with the Court on May 

8, 2024, Defendants’ counsel and Plaintiff’s counsel have been in regular 

communication regarding alleged ongoing infringement by Defendants.  

9. Further, Defendants have been actively working to remove any infringing 

content from its platforms, and Plaintiff has been aware of Defendants 

ongoing efforts to remove any infringing content that Defendants have control 

over or have been made aware of by the Plaintiff.  

10. At no point throughout the duration of the Parties' communications and their 

active efforts to comply with the Stipulated Preliminary Injunction has the 

Plaintiff made any request for Defendants to file an Answer to Plaintiff’s 

Complaint. 

11. Default was not culpable or willful, as Defendants did not file an Answer 

due to the sincere belief that the Parties would promptly resolve this 

matter outside of the court system.   

12. There will be no prejudice to Plaintiff from setting aside the Default given the 

relatively short period of time between service of the Verified Complaint upon 

Defendants and the filing of Defendants’ Motion to Set Aside Default and 
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Answer.  

13.  Plaintiff filed its Verified Complaint on April 24, 2024, and perfected service 

upon Defendants on April 25, 2024. Defendants’ Answer was due on May 16, 

2024. Plaintiff moved for entry of Default on May 22, 2024, only Seven (7) days 

after the deadline for Defendants’ Answer. Accordingly, Plaintiff will not be 

prejudiced from Defendants’ being permitted to set aside Default and file its 

Answer to Plaintiff’s Complaint at this time as the time elapsed since the filing 

of the Complaint and the service of the action has been relatively brief, thus 

minimizing any potential adverse effects on the Plaintiff's case. See Catalina 

Worldwide, LLC v. Info. and Infrastructure Techs., Inc., No. 1:22-CV-02757-

JPB, 2023 WL 346656 (N.D. Ga. Jan. 19, 2023). (finding “good cause” to set 

aside default where Plaintiff had not been prejudiced by Defendant filing its 

answer 12 days after the deadline).

14.  Defendant has meritorious defenses to Plaintiff’s Complaint.

15.  Defendants’ tiles and mosaics did not infringe on the copyrights held by 

Plaintiff because the Defendants’ tiles and mosaics are not substantially similar 

to those designed by the Plaintiff. Under the Copyright Act, 17 U.S.C. §§ 101 

et seq, the Plaintiff must demonstrate that the Defendants copied the protected 

elements of a copyrighted work by showing that the works would be 

substantially similar to a lay observer. Architects Collective v. Pucciano &
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Eng., Inc., 247 F. Supp. 3d 1322 (N.D. Ga. 2017).  

16. The tiles and mosaics manufactured by Defendants would not be substantially 

similar to Plaintiff’s tiles in the eyes of a lay observer. This is because although 

the Defendants and Plaintiff’s tiles and mosaics use common elements, the 

configuration and arrangement of these elements is not substantially similar, 

and thus, the Defendants tiles do not infringe on the copyright held by the 

Plaintiffs.  

17. To the extent that Defendants are found to be liable for copyright infringement 

of the Plaintiff’s works, any and all alleged infringement on the part of 

Defendants was not done “willfully” as to enhance the actual damages award 

to the Plaintiff based upon the known facts of this case.  

18. Defendants’ tiles and mosaics do not violate the Georgia Uniform Deceptive 

Trade Practices Act because they sold their own tiles fabricated by them and 

did not pass off their tiles or mosaics as those fabricated by Plaintiff, as required 

under O.C.G.A. § 10–1–370(a)(1).  

19. Defendants did not cause a likelihood of confusion or misunderstanding 

concerning the source, sponsorship, approval or certification of their tiles and 

mosaics, as required under O.C.G.A. § 10–1–370(a)(2), because they never 

actively or passively held out their products as being sourced from, sponsored 

by, approved by, or certified by Plaintiff.  

Case 1:24-cv-01772-TWT   Document 18   Filed 05/23/24   Page 5 of 25

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


