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This matter is bafore the Court on the motion of defendant, Dikar, 5. Coop. LTDA., to
dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction. This Court previously ruled that Dikar is subject to the
jurisdiction of this Court in Haymaker v, Connecticut Valley Arms, a case involving the same
allegedly defective rifle. Civil Action No. 97-28 (E.D. Ky.). Dikz‘tr does not dispute that the
jurisdictional facts and issues in the present ease are identical to those found it Haymaker,

Based vpon the Court’s analysis in J{aymaker, Civil Action No, 97-28, D.E. # 191, Dikar has
purposefially availed itself of the privilege of conducting busitess not only in the United States,
but in Kentucky. The plaintiff, Timothy A. Neal, has a cause of action which ariges from Dikar’s
contacts with Kentucky, and the exercise of personal jurisdiction over Dikar is reasonable.
Accordingly, the Court, being otherwise fully and sufficiently advised, HEREBY ORDERS fhat

Dikar’s motion to distuiss for tack of personal jurisdiction [D.E. # 5] is DENIED,

this 25 &y of Tuly, 2001.
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