UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF

OHIO, EASTERN DIVISION

Christin Farmer v. Birthing Beautiful Communities

Farmer - No. 1:25-cv-00005 - Decided March 12, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio denied Birthing Beautiful

Communities’ motion to dismiss Christin Farmer’s Fourth Amended Complaint. The court held that

Farmer adequately pleaded copyright infringement, federal trademark infringement and unfair

competition, Ohio common-law trademark claims, and deceptive trade practices based on alleged

unauthorized use of copyrighted materials, the “Birthing Beautiful Communities” name, and the

associated B Logo. The court also concluded that issues concerning licensing, trademark use, and

abandonment could not be resolved at the motion-to-dismiss stage.
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Defendant moved under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6) to
dismiss the Fourth Amended Complaint asserting copyright
infringement, federal and Ohio trademark infringement and unfair
competition, and deceptive trade practices. The court denied the

motion.

On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts well-pleaded factual
allegations as true, draws reasonable inferences in the plaintiff's favor,
and determines whether the complaint states a plausible claim for
relief. Legal conclusions and conclusory allegations are not accepted

as true, and unwarranted factual inferences need not be drawn.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Fourth Amended Complaint plausibly alleged copyright infringement despite BBC's
argument that the registered works were a compilation and that individual works had not been separately

registered.

2. Whether the Fourth Amended Complaint plausibly alleged ownership, use, and infringement of the
Birthing Beautiful Communities name and B Logo under Section 1125(a)(1)(A) of the Lanham Act.

3. Whether Farmer's alleged nonuse of the trademark after resigning from BBC established abandonment at
the pleading stage.

4. Whether Farmer's Ohio common-law trademark and unfair-competition claims and Ohio Deceptive
Trade Practices Act claim should be dismissed because they use the same standards as the federal

trademark claim.

HOLDINGS

1. The Fourth Amended Complaint plausibly pleaded copyright infringement by alleging ownership of
registered Copyrighted Works and unauthorized copying, reproduction, publication, display, distribution,
derivative use, and exploitation of those works. BBC's argument that the claim failed because only the
Perinatal Support Pipeline was pleaded or because the works were not individually registered could not

be resolved in BBC's favor on a motion to dismiss.

2. The Fourth Amended Complaint plausibly pleaded a claim under Section 1125(a)(1)(A) by alleging that
Farmer used the name and logo before BBC's formation, consented to BBC's use through a license that
could be oral or implied, terminated that license upon resignation, and alleged that BBC's continued use

was likely to cause confusion.

3. The alleged absence of Farmer's trademark use from 2021 through 2025 did not establish abandonment
as a matter of law at the pleading stage because the complaint did not resolve whether Farmer intended

not to resume use.

4. The motion to dismiss Counts Three and Four was denied because the Ohio common-law trademark and
unfair-competition claims and the Ohio Deceptive Trade Practices Act claim use the same standards as

the federal Lanham Act claim, which was adequately pleaded.

KEY QUOTATIONS



“To survive a Rule 12(b)(6) motion for failure to state a claim, the complaint must make out a plausible legal
claim, meaning the complaint’s factual allegations must be sufficient for a court “to draw the reasonable
inference that the defendant is liable.”” (11.A)

“Typically, abandonment of a trademark is a fact issue not susceptible to resolution on a motion to dismiss.”
(IL.C)

“While the Fourth Amended Complaint fails to plead any use of the trademark by Farmer, it cannot be

determined at this stage whether she abandoned the trademark.” (11.C)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Farmer created perinatal-support materials and began using the name Birthing Beautiful Communities and a
related logo before incorporating BBC as a nonprofit in 2015. She later obtained copyright registrations for
several works, including pay models, policies and procedures, a social-risk assessment, and a perinatal-support
pipeline program. Farmer resigned from BBC in 2021 after the parties circulated but never signed a proposed
separation letter that contemplated a license of certain works. BBC subsequently registered the trade name and

continued using the name, logo, and copyrighted materials, which Farmer alleged was unauthorized.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Farmer initiated the action pro se on January 3, 2025, and amended her complaint several times. After the court
appointed counsel, Farmer stipulated to dismissal of the individual defendants and obtained leave to file a Fourth
Amended Complaint naming only Birthing Beautiful Communities as a defendant. BBC moved to dismiss the
Fourth Amended Complaint in full, and the court denied the motion.
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