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The federa district court in Bowling Green, Kentucky, correctly held that a horse-race gambling
platform (the “ System”) developed by defendant Exacta Systems and used by defendant K entucky
Downs at its horse—racing track, did not infringe the trademarks owned by several plaintiff owners
of horse-racing tracks when it displayed information, including the names of the plaintiffs’ tracks,
as the results of computer generated races, the U.S. Court of Appealsin Cincinnati has ruled. There
was no use of the trademarks by the defendants or possibility of consumer confusion. Thus, the
decision of the district court was affirmed (Oaklawn Jockey Club, Inc. v. Kentucky Downs, LLC,
April 19, 2017, White, H.).

A full summary of this case has been published on Kluwer IP Law.

To make sure you do not miss out on regular updates from the Kluwer Trademark Blog, please
subscribe here.

Kluwer IP Law

The 2022 Future Ready L awyer survey showed that 79% of lawyers think that the importance of
legal technology will increase for next year. With Kluwer IP Law you can navigate the
increasingly global practice of IP law with specialized, local and cross-border information and
tools from every preferred location. Are you, as an IP professional, ready for the future?

Learn how Kluwer 1P Law can support you.
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This entry was posted on Wednesday, May 3rd, 2017 at 12:22 pm and is filed under Case law, United
States

You can follow any responses to this entry through the Comments (RSS) feed. You can leave a
response, or trackback from your own site.

Kluwer Trademark Blog -2/2- 12.02.2023


https://www.wolterskluwer.com/en/solutions/kluweriplaw?utm_source=trademarkblog&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=article-banner
https://www.wolterskluwer.com/en/solutions/kluweriplaw/manual-ip?utm_source=trademarkblog&utm_medium=article-banner&utm_campaign=mip_launch
https://trademarkblog.kluweriplaw.com/category/case-law/
https://trademarkblog.kluweriplaw.com/category/countries/united-states/
https://trademarkblog.kluweriplaw.com/category/countries/united-states/
https://trademarkblog.kluweriplaw.com/comments/feed/
https://trademarkblog.kluweriplaw.com/2017/05/03/usa-oaklawn-jockey-club-inc-v-kentucky-downs-llc-united-states-court-of-appeals-sixth-circuit-no-16-5582-19-april-2017/trackback/

	Kluwer Trademark Blog
	USA: Oaklawn Jockey Club, Inc. v. Kentucky Downs, LLC, United States Court of Appeals, Sixth Circuit, No. 16-5582, 19 April 2017


