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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

REGISTERSITE.COM, et al.,
Plaintiff,
V.

INTERNET CORPORATION FOR
ASSIGNED NAMES AND NUMBERS, a
California Corporation; VERISIGN, INC.,
a Delaware Corporation; and DOES 1-
150, inclusive,

Defendants.

LAI-2098088v1

Case No. 04CV1368 ABC (CWx)

DEFENDANT INTERNET
CORPORATION FOR
ASSIGNED NAMES AND
NUMBERS' NOTICE OF
RELATED CASES

[Central District Local Rule 83-1.3.1]

NOTICE OF RELATED CASES
04cv1368 ABC (CWx)
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Defendant Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers
("ICANN") hereby gives notice, pursuant to United States District Court Central
District of California Local Rule 83-1.3.1, that this matter is substantially related to
two (2) other matters previously filed or currently pending in this Court. ICANN
refers the Court to the Notice of Related Case that ICANN has filed on this date in
Case No. 04CV1292 AHM (CTx).

The instant action was filed on March 1, 2004 and is based solely on a
dispute over a "Wait Listing Service" or "WLS" proposed by VeriSign, Inc.
("VeriSign") with respect to the Internet. VeriSign is also named as a defendant in
the action. The plaintiffs essentially allege that ICANN should not permit VeriSign
to implement WLS.

In Dotster, Inc., et al. v. Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers, Case No. 03-CV5045 JFW (MANX) (hereinafter "Dotster"), the plaintiffs
also alleged that ICANN should not approve WLS. Judge Walters dismissed the
Dotster case only three months ago. Judge Walters invested considerable time with
respect to the Dotster case (which involved both a request for temporary restraining
order and a motion for preliminary injunction); substantial duplication of labor
would occur if the two cases were heard by different judges.

On February 27, 2004, another lawsuit that concerns the WLS was filed in
this District. This suit, captioned Verisign, Inc. v. Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers, et al., Case No. 04-CV1292 AHM (CTx)
(hereinafter "VeriSign"), involves a series of disputes between VeriSign and
defendant ICANN. One of those disputes concerns VeriSign's claim that ICANN
has breached an agreement between VeriSign and ICANN by delaying approval of
WLS.

In short, all three of these cases specifically involve VeriSign's proposal to
implement WLS. In VeriSign's lawsuit, ICANN is accused of delaying the

introduction of WLS; in the other two lawsuits, ICANN is accused of breaching
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contracts by permitting WLS to proceed. In order to prevent the substantial
duplication of judicial resources, as well as the possibility of inconsistent
judgments, both the instant matter and the VeriSign matter should be transferred to

Judge Walters.

Dated: March 5, 2004 JONES DAY
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