
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA  

 

MONUMENT POLICY GROUP, LLC, 975 

F Street NW, Washington, DC 20004 

 

Plaintiff, 

 

- against - 

 

MONUMENT STRATEGIES LLC, 1050 

Connecticut Avenue, NW, Suite 500, 

Washington, DC 20036; 

 

Defendant. 

 

 

Case No.: 22-CV-976 

PLAINTIFF’S’ COMPLAINT FOR 
DECLARATORY RELIEF 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 

Plaintiff Monument Policy Group, LLC (“MPG” or “Plaintiff”), by and through its 

undersigned attorneys, Law Offices of Michael D. Steger, P.C., prays for relief based on the 

following: 

NATURE OF THE ACTION 

1. Plaintiff MPG, the owner of two federal registered trademarks for MONUMENT 

ADVOCACY and MONUMENT POLICY GROUP, has used those marks, with the dominant 

word “MONUMENT”, continually in commerce for almost 16 years.  Defendant Monument 

Strategies, LLC (“Strategies”) recently claimed that MPG’s use of its marks interferes with 

Defendant’s rights to use its own name, causing confusion in the relevant marketplace.  In this 

action, MPG seeks (a) a declaratory judgment pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201 and 2202 resolving 

actual controversies between the parties concerning the use and ownership of the MONUMENT 

ADVOCACY and MONUMENT POLICY GROUP trademarks and the rights arising out of 

those trademarks, and (b) an injunction prohibiting Defendant from interfering with MPG’s use 

of the MONUMENT ADVOCACY and MONUMENT POLICY GROUP trademarks.    
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PARTIES 

2. Plaintiff MPG is a limited liability company formed and operating under the laws 

of the District of Columbia with its principal place of business located at 975 F Street NW, 

Washington, DC 20004, in the District of Columbia.   

3. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendant Strategies is 

a limited liability company formed and operating under the laws of the District of Columbia and 

doing business in the District of Columbia with its principal place of business located at 1050 

Connecticut Avenue, NW, Suite 500, Washington, DC 20036. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

4. This action arises under the Lanham Act, 15 U.S.C., §§ 1115, 1116(a) and 1121. 

5. This Court has federal question jurisdiction under 15 U.S.C., §§ 1115, 1116(a) 

and 1121, 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331, 1338, 2201 and 2202. 

6. Venue in this judicial district is proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391 (b) and (c) in that 

Defendant’s principal place of business is in this district and this is the judicial district in which 

a substantial part of the acts and omissions giving rise to the claims occurred. 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

7. MPG is a leading public affairs and government advocacy firm that provides 

sophisticated lobbying and public policy services to its clients, who are discerning consumers 

of such services. MPG’s customers expend substantial resources in exchange for MPG’s 

expertise and advice.   

8. According to its website, Strategies is “one of the premier Washington, DC-

based boutique bipartisan firms specializing in government strategies for corporations, not-for 

profits, municipalities, health care and educational institutions.” 
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9. MPG was formed under the name Verdery Consulting, LLC on June 23, 2006.    

10. On August 21, 2006, MPG changed its name to Monument Policy Group, LLC 

by filing articles of amendment to the articles of organization with the District of Columbia 

Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs.   

11. MPG began operating under the name “Monument Policy Group” at least as 

early as September 7, 2006.   

12. On September 18, 2006, MPG filed a federal trademark application for the mark 

MONUMENT POLICY GROUP with the United States Patent and Trademark Office 

(“USPTO”).  On July 31, 2007, the USPTO issued a certificate of registration for 

MONUMENT POLICY GROUP, Reg. No. 3,270,868 with an effective registration date of 

September 18, 2006, for the following services in Class 35: “Lobbying services, namely 

promoting and advocating the interests of companies, associations, coalitions, and government 

entities before the federal government; and business consulting services in the fields of 

government affairs, public policy and business strategy (the ‘MONUMENT POLICY GROUP  

Trademark”).  A true and correct copy of the MONUMENT POLICY GROUP Trademark 

registration certificate is attached hereto as Exhibit A.   

13. The MONUMENT POLICY GROUP Trademark is valid, subsisting and 

incontestable.   

14. On October 26, 2018, MPG filed a federal trademark application for 

MONUMENT ADVOCACY with the USPTO.  On November 12, 2019, the USPTO issued a 

trademark registration for MONUMENT ADVOCACY, Reg. No. 5,910,049 for the following 

services in Class 35: “Commercial lobbying services, namely, promoting and advocating the 

interests of companies, associations, coalitions, and government entities before the Federal 
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Government; Business Consulting services in the fields of government affairs, public policy, 

business strategy, communications, and public affairs” (the MONUMENT ADVOCACY 

Trademark”).  A true and correct copy of the MONUMENT ADVOCACY Trademark 

registration certificate is attached hereto as Exhibit B.   

15. The MONUMENT ADVOCACY Trademark was published for opposition on 

April 2, 2019. 

16. MPG has been using the MONUMENT ADOVCACY Trademark in commerce 

in the District of Columbia since at least January 15, 2019 and has provided services under the 

“Monument Advocacy” name continuously since then. 

17. The MONUMENT POLICY GROUP and MONUMENT ADVOCACY 

Trademarks are referred to collectively herein as the “MONUMENT Trademarks”. 

18. In 2007, Strategies complained to MPG that its use of MONUMENT POLICY 

GROUP was confusingly similar to “Monument Strategies”.     

19. Strategies was aware of MPG’s use of the MONUMENT POLICY GROUP 

Trademark since at least 2007, yet Strategies failed to challenge or otherwise object to MPG’s 

use of said trademark. 

20. Through the USPTO’s publication of the MONUMENT ADVOCACY 

Trademark in its Trademark Gazette in 2019, Strategies had constructive notice of said mark.  

21. On February 5th, 2022, Strategies’ principal, Jonathan Alexander, complained to 

MPG about its use of the MONUMENT ADVOCACY Trademark: “I let you slide previously.  

But there is too much confusion on your new name.  Advocacy is too much close [sic] to 

‘strategies. . . You’re going to have to change your name.” and “I’m a lawyer and I will bleed 

you to death.  We should talk because I suggest you change your name. Otherwise I will tell 
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[sic] you up and litigation for years.” 

22. On March 3rd, 2022, Mr. Alexander sent MPG a letter threatening “to seek 

judicial intervention to obtain orders permanently restraining and enjoining your continued use 

of the name Monument Advocacy and any other confusingly similar name.” 

23. True and correct copies of the correspondence referred to in Paragraphs 19 and 

20 is attached hereto as Exhibit C.   

24. Strategies has had both actual and constructive notice of MPG’s intent to use 

and actual use of the MONUMENT ADVOCACY Trademark since at least 2018, yet 

Strategies failed to challenge or otherwise object to MPG’s used of said trademark. 

25. MPG has invested significant resources in developing and maintaining the 

MONUMENT Trademarks, and it has generated considerable goodwill through such 

investments. Through such investments, promotion and maintenance of the MONUMENT 

Trademarks and the “Monument” brand since 2006, MPG has developed a sophisticated 

clientele of corporations, associations and other groups who value MPG’s expertise.   

26. Strategies’ failure to object to or challenge the MONUMENT Trademarks at the 

USPTO or in any other forum constituted acquiescence in the MPG Trademarks.    

27. Strategies unreasonably delayed almost 16 years in waiting to challenge the 

MONUMENT Trademarks after receiving both actual and constructive notice of MPG’s used 

of first the MONUMENT POLICY GROUP and then the MONUMENT ADVOCACY 

Trademarks.   

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

 

(Declaration of Rights in the MONUMENT Trademarks) 

 

28. MPG repeats, re-alleges, and incorporates herein by reference as though fully set 
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forth, the allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs of this Complaint. 

29. MPG is the owner of all right, title and interest in and to the MONUMENT 

Trademarks, including but not limited to the MONUMENT ADVOCACY Trademark and the 

MONUMENT POLICY GROUP Trademark.   

30. MPG has used the MONUMENT POLICY GROUP Trademark continuously 

since 2006, and it has used the MONUMENT ADVOCACY Trademark continuously since 

2019.   

31. The MONUMENT ADVOCACY Trademark benefits from the goodwill 

associated with the incontestable MONUMENT POLICY GROUP Trademark. 

32. After allowing MPG to use the MONUMENT Trademarks unimpeded since 

2006, and after not opposing the applications for either of the MONUMENT Trademarks, 

Monument Strategies has now threatened legal action against MPG for its use of the 

MONUMENT Trademarks.   

33. An actual controversy exists between the parties with respect to MPG’s 

foregoing claims of exclusive rights in the MONUMENT Trademarks.  The controversy is of 

sufficient immediacy to warrant the declaratory and injunctive relief requested herein.  MPG 

has no adequate remedy at law.   

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

 

(For Declaration of Non-Violation of Federal Trademark Laws) 

34. MPG repeats, re-alleges, and incorporates herein by reference as though fully set 

forth, the allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs of this Complaint. 

35. MPG’s use of the MONUMENT Trademarks, including but not limited to the 

MONUMENT ADVOCACY Trademark, in connection with the marketing and sale of MPG’s 

services, does not constitute trademark infringement or unfair competition in violation of 
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Section 32 or 43(a) of the Lanham Action, 28 U.SC. §§ 1114 or 1125.  

36. MPG’s use of the MONUMENT Trademarks does not infringe under any 

federal law any mark purportedly owned by Strategies or constitute unfair competition in 

violation of any right purportedly owned by Strategies under any federal law. 

37. Strategies has not been damaged, and will not in the future be damaged, by 

MPG’s use of the MONUMENT Trademarks or by any alleged violation of federal law based 

on MPG’s use of said marks.   

38. An actual controversy exists between the parties with respect to MPG’s 

foregoing claims of non-violation and the controversy is of sufficient immediacy to warrant the 

declaratory and injunctive relief requested herein.  MPG has no adequate remedy at law.   

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

 

(For Declaration of Non-Violation of District of Columbia Law) 

 

39. MPG repeats, re-alleges, and incorporates herein by reference as though fully set 

forth, the allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs of this Complaint. 

40. MPG’s use of the MONUMENT Trademarks does not infringe upon any state 

law, including the laws of the District of Columbia, any mark incorporating the word 

“monument” purportedly owned by Strategies, or constitute unfair competition in violation of 

any right purportedly owned by Strategies under any state law, including the laws of the 

District of Columbia, based on a mark or trade name incorporating the word “monument”.   

41. Strategies has not been damaged, and will not in the future be damaged, by 

MPG’s use of the MONUMENT Trademarks or by any alleged violation of state or local laws 

based on MPG’s use of said marks.   

42. An actual controversy exists between the parties with respect to MPG’s 
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foregoing claims of non-violation, and the controversy is of sufficient immediacy to warrant 

the declaratory and injunctive relief requested herein.  MPG has no adequate remedy at law.   

 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
 

Wherefore, MPG prays for judgment as follows: 

 

Against all Defendants, and Each: 
 

MPG requests that this Court enter judgment: 

a. Declaring that MPG owns the federal rights to the MONUMENT 

Trademarks, that MPG’s use of the MONUMENT Trademarks does not infringe on any 

mark owned by Strategies or otherwise violate any enforceable rights of Strategies, and that 

Strategies has no rights in any mark incorporating the terms MONUMENT POLICY 

GROUP or MONUMENT ADVOCACY; 

b. Enjoining Strategies, its agents, servants, members, employees, parents, 

subsidiaries, affiliates and all person acting in active concert with Strategies, from 

interfering with MPG’s use and registration of the MONUMENT Trademarks;  

c. Awarding MPG its costs and attorneys’ fees pursuant to 15 U.SC. §1117 and 

applicable District of Columbia law; and 

d. Awarding MPG such further relief as the Court deems proper. 
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Pursuant to the Seventh Amendment MPG hereby demands a jury on all claims for 

relief. 

Dated: April 8, 2022     Respectfully Submitted: 

By: /s/ Michael D. Steger  

  Michael D. Steger (DC Bar. No. 450213) 

  Law Offices of Michael D. Steger, PC 

30 Ramland Road, Suite 201 

Orangeburg, New York 10962 

(845) 359-4600 

(845) 638-2707 (fax) 

  msteger@steger-law.com  

Attorney for Plaintiff 
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Reg. No. 5,910,049 

Registered Nov. 12, 2019 

Int. Cl.: 35

Service Mark

Principal Register 

Monument Policy Group, LLC  (DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY)
Suite 750, 1100 G Street Nw
Washington Dc, D.C. 20005

CLASS 35: Commercial lobbying services, namely, promoting and advocating the interests of
companies, associations, coalitions, and government entities before the Federal Government;
Business Consulting services in the fields of government affairs, public policy, business
strategy, communications, and public affairs

FIRST USE 1-15-2019; IN COMMERCE 1-15-2019

THE MARK CONSISTS OF STANDARD CHARACTERS WITHOUT CLAIM TO ANY
PARTICULAR FONT STYLE, SIZE OR COLOR

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 3270868

No claim is made to the exclusive right to use the following apart from the mark as shown:
"ADVOCACY"

SER. NO. 88-171,683, FILED 10-26-2018
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REQUIREMENTS TO MAINTAIN YOUR FEDERAL TRADEMARK REGISTRATION

WARNING: YOUR REGISTRATION WILL BE CANCELLED IF YOU DO NOT FILE THE
DOCUMENTS BELOW DURING THE SPECIFIED TIME PERIODS.

Requirements in the First Ten  Years*
What and When to File:

First Filing Deadline:  You must file a Declaration of Use (or Excusable Nonuse) between the 5th and 6th

years after the registration date.  See 15 U.S.C. §§1058, 1141k.  If the declaration is accepted, the

registration will continue in force for the remainder of the ten-year period, calculated from the registration

date, unless cancelled by an order of the Commissioner for Trademarks or a federal court.

Second Filing Deadline:  You must file a Declaration of Use (or Excusable Nonuse) and an Application

for Renewal between the 9th and 10th years after the registration date.* See 15 U.S.C. §1059.

Requirements in Successive Ten-Year Periods*
What and When to File:

You must file a Declaration of Use (or Excusable Nonuse)  and  an  Application for Renewal
between every 9th and 10th-year period, calculated from the registration date.*

Grace Period Filings*

The above documents will be accepted as timely if filed within six months after the deadlines listed above with
the payment of an additional fee.

*ATTENTION MADRID PROTOCOL REGISTRANTS:  The holder of an international registration with an
extension of protection to the United States under the Madrid Protocol must timely file the Declarations of Use
(or Excusable Nonuse) referenced above directly with the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO).
The time periods for filing are based on the U.S. registration date (not the international registration date).  The
deadlines and grace periods for the Declarations of Use (or Excusable Nonuse) are identical to those for
nationally issued registrations.  See 15 U.S.C. §§1058, 1141k.  However, owners of international registrations
do not file renewal applications at the USPTO. Instead, the holder must file a renewal of the underlying
international registration at the International Bureau of the  World Intellectual Property Organization, under
Article 7 of the Madrid Protocol, before the expiration of each ten-year term of protection, calculated from the
date of the international registration.  See 15 U.S.C. §1141j.  For more information and renewal forms for the
international registration, see http://www.wipo.int/madrid/en/.

NOTE:  Fees and requirements for maintaining registrations are subject to change.  Please check the
USPTO website for further information.  With the exception of renewal applications for registered
extensions of protection, you can file the registration maintenance documents referenced above online at h
ttp://www.uspto.gov.

NOTE:  A courtesy e-mail reminder of USPTO maintenance filing deadlines will be sent to trademark
owners/holders who authorize e-mail communication and maintain a current e-mail address with the
USPTO. To ensure that e-mail is authorized and your address is current, please use the Trademark
Electronic  Application System (TEAS) Correspondence  Address and Change of Owner  Address Forms
available at http://www.uspto.gov.

Page: 2 of 2 / RN # 5910049
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Subject: FW: We need to talk

From: Jonathan Alexander <jalexander@monument-strategies.com> 
Sent: Saturday, February 5, 2022 9:19 PM 
To: Stewart Verdery <stewart@monumentadvocacy.com> 
Subject: Re: We need to talk 

In addition to "common law" 
I'm a lawyer and I will bleed you to death. 
We should talk because I suggest you change your name. Otherwise I will tell 
you up and litigation for years. 
Jonathan Alexander Esq 

Monument Strategies, LLC 
202.257.5315 
www.monument-strategies.com<http://www.monument-strategies.com> 
________________________________ 
From: Jonathan Alexander 
Sent: Saturday, February 5, 2022 9:00:45 PM 
To: stewart@monumentadvocacy.com<mailto:stewart@monumentadvocacy.com> 
<stewart@monumentadvocacy.com<mailto:stewart@monumentadvocacy.com>> 
Subject: We need to talk 

I let you slide previously. But there is too much confusion on your new 
name. Advocacy is too much close to "strategies". Case law is on my side. 
You're going to have to change your name.

Monument Strategies, LLC 
202.257.5315 
www.monument-strategies.com<http://www.monument-strategies.com>
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SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

District of Columbia

MONUMENT POLICY GROUP, LLC

22-CV-976
MONUMENT STRATEGIES LLC

 Monument Strategies LLC
c/o Doug Jaraczewski, Registered Agent
33 R Street NW
Washington DC  20001

Michael D. Steger
Law Offices of Michael D. Steger, PC
30 Ramland Road, Suite 201
Orangeburg, NY 10962
(845) 359-4600
msteger@steger-law.com
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PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (l))

22-CV-976

0.00
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