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RONALD L. JOHNSTON (State Bar No. 057418)
LAURENCE J. HUTT (State Bar No. 066269
SUZANNE V. WILSON (State Bar No. 152399)

JAMES S. BLACKB
ARNOLD & PORTER LLP
1900 Avenue of the Stars, 17th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90067-4408
Telephone: 23 10; 552-2500
Facsimile: (310) 552-1191

Attorneys for Defendant
VERISIGN, INC.

(State Bar No. 169134)

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

REGISTERSITE.COM, an Assumed
Name of ABR PRODUCTS INC., a
New York Corporation, et al.,

Plaintiffs,
V.

INTERNET CORPORATION FOR
ASSIGNED NAMES AND _
NUMBERS, a California corporation;
VERISIGN, INC., a Delaware
Corporation; NETWORK
SOLUTIONS, INC., a Delaware
Corporation; ENOM, INC,, a
Washington Cor}[))oratlon; ENOM
FOREIGN HOLDINGS
CORPORATION, a Washington
Corporation; and DOES 1-10,
inclusive,

Defendants.

Case No. CV 04-1368 ABC (CWx)

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS
AND AUTHORITIES IN
SUPPORT OF MOTION BY
DEFENDANT VERISIGN, INC.
TO DISMISS PLAINTIFFS’
ELEVENTH CLAIM FOR
RELIEF FOR IMPROPER
VENUE

[Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(3)]

Date: July 12, 2004

Time: 10:00 a.m.

Courtroom: Room 680 — Roybal Bldg.
Judge: Hon. Audrey B. Collins

][T)\Iotice of Motion and Motion and
eclaration of Barbara Knight filed
concurrently herewith]
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