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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION “j

AMERICAN STORES COMPANY, )

LLC, a Delaware limited liability )

company, and JEWEL FOOD STORES, )

INC., a New York corporation, ) Civil Action No.

)

Plaintiffs, ) COMPLAINT FOR TRADEMARK

v. ) INFRINGEMENT, UNFAIR

)

)

)

)

I

)

)

 COMPETITION, TRADE
DILUTION,DECEPTIVE * Am; »

PRACTICES, AND DECEPTIVE
BUSINESS PRACTICES

GLOBAL WINE GROUP, a Nevada

corporation,
Defendant.

JURY DEMANDED

Plaintiffs American Stores Company, LLC (“American Stores”) and Jewel Food Stores,

Inc. (“Jewel”), collectively referred to herein as “Plaintiffs,” respectfully make the following

allegations for their Complaint against Defendant Global Wine Group (“Defendant”). These

allegations are made upon knowledge with respect to Plaintiffs and their own acts, and upon.

information and belief as to all other matters.

INTRODUCTION

1. For more than seventy years, Plaintiffs and their predecessors have operated

grocery stores under the service mark JEWEL. Today, there are over 200 Jewel and Jewel-Osco

grocery stores in Illinois, Indiana, and Wisconsin, and the stores have the largest share of the

  

 

 

 

grocery market in the Chicago metropolitan area. In addition to and as part of their grocery store

services, Jewel and Jewel-Osco stores sell many house—branded products under the trademark

JEWEL. The public has come to recognize and look for the JEWEL marks as an assurance of

quality grocery products and services.
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2. Less than six years ago, Defendant Global Wine Group began selling a series of

wines under the names “Jewel” and “Jewel Collection.” Defendant distributes its wines to

restaurants, grocery stores, and other retail stores. Recently, Plaintiffs learned that Defendant

was distributing its Jewel—labeled wines to grocery and other retail stores in Illinois, Indiana, and

Wisconsin.

3. Because of the excellent reputation of Jewel and Jewel-Osco grocery stores and

the house-branded grocery products sold under the JEWEL trademark and service mark,

consumers in the Midwest are likely to be confused, and almost certainly have already been

confused, by Defendant’s sales of its wine. Because Defendant has unlawfully adopted the

valuable JEWEL marks, Plaintiffs have been forced to bring this action for trademark

infringement, unfair competition, trademark dilution, deceptive trade practices, and deceptive

business practices.

PARTIES

4. Plaintiff American Stores Company, LLC is a limited liability company organized

and existing under the laws of Delaware, and is located and doing business at 250 E. Parkcenter

Blvd., Boise, Idaho 83706.

5. Jewel Food Stores, Inc. is a corporation organized and existing under the laws of

New York, and is located and doing business at 250 E. Parkcenter Blvd., Boise, Idaho 83706.

Jewel operates grocery and drug stores throughout this judicial district.

6. Defendant Global Wine Group is a Nevada corporation located at 3750 E.

Woodbridge Road, Woodbridge, California 95220.
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE

7. This is a civil action for trademark infringement, trademark dilution, and unfair

competition, arising under the common law and the Lanham Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1051 et seq., and

for violations of the Illinois Uniform Deceptive Trade Practices Act, 815 ILCS 510/1 et seq.,

Illinois Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business Practices Act, 815 ILCS 505/1 et seq., and the

anti-dilution laws of the State of Illinois, 765 ILCS 1036/65. Federal subject matterjurisdiction

is found in 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 (federal question), 1367 (supplemental), l338(a) (trademark), and

133 8(b) (related claims of unfair competition), and 15 U.S.C. § 1121 (Lanham Act actions).

8. Defendant does regular business in this judicial district. ‘Defendant has also

committed acts of trademark infringement,trademark dilution, unfair competition, deceptive

trade practices, and deceptive business practices by selling, distributing, advertising, and

marketing its Jewel—labeled wines in thisjudicial district.

9. Venue is proper in this district under 28 U.S.C. § 1391.

PLAINTIFFS’ RIGHTS IN THE JEWEL MARKS

10. In 1902, the Jewel Tea Company was founded to sell coffee and tea from the back

of horse—drawn wagons in Chicago. In 1932, the company moved into the grocery store business

by acquiring the Chicago chain of Loblaw grocery stores, which were then operated as Jewel

Food Stores using the mark JEWEL. The company acquired Osco Drug Stores in 1961 and

continued to use the mark JEWEL by operating side-by—side Jewel and Osco stores and later

both standalone Jewel stores as well as combination Jewel—Osco stores.

1 1. Plaintiff Jewel was acquired by Plaintiff American Stores in 1984. Since then,

Plaintiffs have continued to operate Jewel and Jewel—Osco stores using the JEWEL trademark
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