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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Colorado addresses Peggy Collins’s motion for
default judgment against Binduo Electronic Business, Inc. in a copyright infringement action. The
court finds that service was properly effectuated, that it has jurisdiction, and that the admitted
allegations establish copyright infringement. The court awards $2,000 in statutory damages based on
the infringement of one copyrighted work.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved for default judgment under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 55(b) on her copyright-infringement claim after the Clerk
entered default against defendant.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Default judgment is committed to the district court's sound discretion.
The Court independently determined whether the admitted allegations
established a viable copyright claim and whether the requested
damages and fees were supported.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district-court order; persuasive or nonprecedential
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Court had subject matter jurisdiction over the federal copyright-infringement claim.

2. Whether Binduo was properly served so that the Court could exercise personal jurisdiction and enter
default judgment.

3. Whether the admitted allegations established copyright infringement.

4. What amount of statutory damages, attorney's fees, and costs should be awarded.

5. Whether injunctive relief, prejudgment interest, and retention of jurisdiction should be granted.

HOLDINGS

1. The Court had subject matter jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1338(a) because the action arose
under federal copyright law.

2. Service on Binduo by certified mail was proper under Colo. Rev. Stat. § 7-90-704(2), was perfected five
days after mailing, and established personal jurisdiction sufficient for default judgment.

3. The admitted allegations established that Binduo infringed Collins's copyright.

4. Collins was entitled to $2,000 in statutory damages for infringement of one copyrighted work.

5. The Court awarded Collins $997.50 in attorney's fees and $400 in costs under 17 U.S.C. § 505.

6. The Court denied injunctive relief, prejudgment interest, and the request to retain jurisdiction because
those requests were not renewed or adequately supported.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because of the Clerk of Court’s entry of default, see Docket No. 18, the factual allegations in plaintiff’s
complaint, Docket No. 1, are deemed admitted.” (at 1125)

“Therefore, it is ORDERED that Plaintiff's Motion for Default Judgment [Docket No. 32] is GRANTED.” (at
22)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Peggy Collins authored a stained-glass-cat digital artwork on December 24, 2018, and registered it with the
United States Copyright Office on June 10, 2021. Binduo operated a Walmart vendor account and allegedly
copied, stored, and displayed exact copies of the work in eight product listings without permission, using the
work to promote merchandise. Binduo did not appear, and the Clerk entered default after service by certified
mail at Binduo's principal place of business.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Peggy Collins filed a copyright-infringement action against Binduo Electronic Business, Inc. on January 17,
2023. After an initial service-related denial of default judgment and denial of reconsideration, the Court
considered additional evidence showing that Binduo's registered agent could not be located at the registered-
agent address. The Court concluded that service by certified mail was proper, entered default judgment, and
awarded statutory damages, attorney's fees, and costs.
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