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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

E360INSIGHT, LLC,
arr [llinots Limited Liability Company, and
DAVID LINHARDT, an individual

Plaintiffs, 06 CV 3958

V. Judge Kocoras
THE SPAMHAUS PROJECT,

a company limited by guarantee and
organized under the laws of England, aka
THE SPAMHAUS PROJECT LTD,

Magistrate Judge Brown

R

Defendant.

MOTION TO COMPEL

Plaintiffs, e360Insight, LL.C and David Linhardt (collectively Plaintiffs), by and
through their attormeys, Synergy Law Group, LLC, respectfully requests that this Court
Compel The Spamhaus Project, aka The Spamhaus Project Ltd., (Defendant} to comply
with this Court’s orders and with Plamntiffs’ citation to discover assets. In support of this
motion Plaintiffs state:

Order of March 20, 2006

1. On March 15, 2007, Plaintiffs filed a motion for a Rule to Show Cause as
to why Defendant had not provided Plaintiffs with information concerning Spamhaus

Technology, LTD. A copy of the Motion is attached hereto as Exhibit A.
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2. At a hearing on the Motion, this Court denied the Motion but directed
Defendant to “respond to all reasonable questions”. A copy of the Order is attached
hereto as Exlibit B.

3. Defendant has not complied with this Court’s Order.

4, On March 26, 2007, counsel for Plaintiffs wrote to counsel for Defendant
seeking information related to Spamhaus Technology, LTD. A copy of the letter is
attached hereto as Exhibit C.

5. In the letter to counsel for Defendants, Plaintiffs requested the following

information regarding Spamhaus Technology, LTD:

a. The office address for Spamhaus Technology, LTD;

b. A list of officers or board members and compensation paid to each;

c. A list of investors, if any, identifying the amount of the investment;

d. A list of employees including their salaries and/or other payments
made to the employees for the past two (2) years;

e. A list of owners (including percentage of ownership);

f.  Accounts receivables for the past 2 years (including a list of

companies subseribing to Spamhaus Technology, LTD’s services);
2. Accounts payable for the past 2 years;
h. Bank statements for the past 2 years;
i. Profit and loss ledgers for the past 2 years; and,
j. The dates and amounts of any dividends paid to shareholders.

6. Counsel for Defendant responded by letter stating that Pefendant would
only provide the office address of Spamhaus Technology, LTD, a list of officers, board
members, investors and owners of Spamhaus Technology, LTD and the charter for
Spamhaus Technology, LTD. A copy of the letter is attached hereto as Exhibit D.

7. To date, Defendant has only provided the address of Spambhaus
Technology, a list of names under the heading of officers, board members, investors and

owners of Spamhaus Technology, LTD without identifying the capacity of the

individuals, and, the Spamhaus Technology, LTD Charter.

)



Case 1:06-cv-03958 Document 99  Filed 06/11/2007 Page 3 of 54

8. The information sought by Plaintiffs is reasonable in Plaintiffs’ attempt to
ascertain the connection between Defendant and Spamhaus Technology, LTD and to
discover potential assets that could be used to satisfy the judgment entered against
Defendant.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, e360Insight, LLC and David Linhardt, respectfully
request that this Court enter an Order Compelling Defendant to fully comply with this
Court’s Order by providing Plaintiffs with the following information concerning
Spamhaus Technology, LTD:

a. A list of officers or board members and compensation paid to each;

b. A list of investors, if any, identifying the amount of the investment;

c. A list of employees including their salaries and/or other payments
made to the employees for the past two (2) years;

d. A list of owners (including percentage of ownership);

e. Accounts receivables for the past 2 years (including a list of
companies subscribing to Spamhaus Technology, LTD’s services);

f. Accounis payable for the past 2 years;

g. Bank statements for the past 2 years;

h. Profit and loss ledgers for the past 2 years; and,

i. The dates and amounts of any dividends paid to shareholders.

and sanction Defendant in the amount of Plaintiffs’ reasonable attorney’s fees in
connection with bringing this motion.

Citation to Discover Assets served on Qctober 23, 2006

9, On October 23, 2006, Plaintiffs served Defendant with a citation to
discover assets. A copy of the proof of service and citation is attached as Exhibit E.

10.  The citation sought, among other things, information regarding
Defendant’s “subsidiaries, successors, or other related entities...” See Exhibit E, par. 6.

11. On information and belief, Plaintiffs believe that Ultradesign, LTD is a

related entity.
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2. Plaintiffs sent Defendant a letter on May 18, 2007 seeking information

regarding Ultradesign, LTD to determine if it is a related entity. A copy of the letter is

attached hereto as Exhibit F. Specifically, Plaintiffs sought:

The office address for Ultradesign, LTD;

A list of officers or board members and compensation paid to each;
A list of investors, if any, identifying the amount of the investment;
A list of employees including their salaries and/or other payments
made to the employees for the past two (2) years;

A list of owners (including percentage of ownership);

Accounts receivables for the past 2 years (including a list of
companies subscribing to Ultradesign, LTD’s services);

Accounts payable for the past 2 years;

* Bank statements for the past 2 years;
¢ Profit and loss ledgers for the past 2 years; and,
» The dates and amounts of any dividends paid to shareholders.
13.  To date, Defendant has not provided any of the requested information.
14.  Counsel for Plaintiffs has spoken to counsel for Defendant in an attempt to

resolve this dispute and has offered to meet and confer on the issue, however,

Defendant’s position is the same as with the other related entity and the parties are at an

nmpasse.

15. The information sought by Plaintiffs is reasonable in Plaintiffs’ attempt to

ascertain the connection between Defendant and Ultradesign, LTD and to discover

potential assets that could be used to satisfy the judgment entered against Defendant.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, €360Insight, LLC and David Linhardt, respectfully

request that this Court enter an Order Compelling Defendant to fully comply with the

citalion to discover assets by providing Plaintiffs with the following information

concerning Ultradesign, LTD:

The office address for Ultradesign, LTD;
A list of officers or board members and compensation paid to each;
A list of investors, if any, identifying the amount of the investment;
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o A list of employees including their salaries and/or other payments
made to the employees for the past two (2) years;

e A list of owners (including percentage of ownership);

e Accounts receivables for the past 2 years {including a list of
companies subscribing to Ultradesign, LTD’s services);

e Accounts payable for the past 2 years;

o Bank statements for the past 2 years;

» Profit and loss ledgers for the past 2 years; and,

¢ The dates and amounts of any dividends paid to shareholders.

and sanction Defendant in the amount of Plaintiffs’ reasonable attormey’s fees in
connection with bringing this motion.

Respectfully submitted,

E360Insight, LLC. and David Linhardt

By: _ /s/ Daniel I. Peters
One of Their Attorneys

Bartly I. Loethen

Joseph L. Kish

Daniel J. Peters

Synergy Law Group, LL.C
730 West Randolph, 6" Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60661
Telephone: (312) 454-0015
Facsimile: (312) 454-0261
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a copy of the foregoing Metion to Compel was
served upon the attorneys listed below electronically through CM/ECF on June 4, 2007.

Carrie A Fino  cfino@)jenner.com

Stephen M Geissler sgeissler@jenner.com,

Joseph L Kish  jkish@synergylawgroup.com

Daniel I. Peters  dpeters@synergylawgroup.com

Craig Christopher Martin ~ cmartin(@jenner.com, docketing(@jenner.com

Matthew M. Neumeier NeumeierM@howrey.com

By: __ /s/ Daniel . Peters
One of Their Attorneys

Bartly J. Loethen

Joseph L. Kish

Daniel J. Peters

Synergy Law Group, LLC
730 West Randolph, 6" Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60661
Telephone: (312) 454-0015
Facsimile: (312) 454-0261
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EXHIBIT
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHXRN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

E360INSIGHT, 1IC,
an Illinois Limited Lisbility Company, and
DAVID LINHARDT, an individual

Plaintiffs, 06 CV 3958

v, Judge Ioecoras
THE SPAVIHAUS PROJECT,

a company limited by guarantee and
organized under the laws of England, salca
THE SPAMHATIS FROJECT LTD,

Mapgisirate Judge Brown

S S M bt e N e e N b e e e W)

Defendant

MOTION FOR A RULL TO SHOW CAUSE

Plamiiffs, e360Msight, I.LC and David Linhardt (collectively Plaintiffs), by and
through their attormeys, Synergy Law Group, LLC, respectfully requests that this Court
issue a rule fo show canse why Defendant The Spamhans Project, ale The Spamhaus
Froject Lid., (Defendant) should not be held in contempt for its failure to comply with the
citation 1o discover assets served on Defendant on October 23, 2006. In support of this
motion Plaintiffs state:

1. On September 13, 2006, in the United States Disbdet Canrt for the
Northern Dishriet of lineis, a judgment in the amount of $11,716,971.05 was entered in
favor of the Plaintiffs and against Defend_ant in Case No. 06 CV 3958 and a balance of

$11,716,971.05 remains unsatisfied. A copy of the Order is attached herato as Fxhihit A.
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2 On October 23, 2006, Plaintiffs caused to be served 2 cilation to discover
assets directed to Defendant. A copy of the initial citation to discover ssels is attached
laeretn as Exhibit B.

3. Included in the initial citation to discover asseis, the Plaintiffs sought
“Any and all information regarding all bank, money or other financial accounts, including
bt not limited to bank statements and checle ledgers, in the name of The Spamhaus
Project, LTD, andfor its officers and/or directors, along with such information for any of
The Spamhaus Project, LTDs subsidiaries, successors or other related entifies; for all
such information, provide the name of the accounts, account numbers, amount of mMonsy
currently held i each account and monthly statements for each said account for the past
three years™ 6 of Rider attached to Fxhibit B.

4. Defendant fled a response to the initial citaion to discover asssts on
November 10, 2006. A copy of Defendant’s response tn the citation to discover assets is
attached hereto as Exhibit C.

3. For its response to Y6 of the rider attached to the citation, Defendant,
throngh s counsel, stated in pertivent part that “Spambaus has no subsidiaries,
suceessors, or other related entities as that term is undersiood™ Ses Bxhibit C (eruphasis
added).

g. Defendant also submitted an affidavit from Steve Linford where Mr.
Linford attested to the fact that “The Spamhaus Project, LTD has no subsidiaries,
SNCCESSOrs, parent companies, or other such related entities. See Y6 of effdavit of Mr.
Linford attached hereto ss Exhibit D. (Unlike comnsel for Defendant, Mr. Linford did not

use any gqualifications to his statement).

%]
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7. Through the pse of subpoenas, Plainbiffs have discovered the exislence of
a fee generating Spamhans entity known as Spamhaus Technology, LTD.

B. On information and belief, Spamhans Technology, LTD is wholly owned
by M. Linford. See Exhibit E.

9. The bills submitted to clisnis of Spomhous Technology, LTD reference
The Spamhaus Project explicitly and vse a contact e-mail address with the same domain
as The Spamhaus Project. See BExhibitF & G.

10.  Spamhbaus Techoology, LTD has payments remitizd to the same address as
The Spamhaus Project. See ExhihitF & G.

11.  Based on the foregoing, it is clear that Spamhiaus Technology, LTD is at
least a “related entity” as that term 15 used in the citation to discover assets.

12.  Defendant and Defendant’s counsel wrangfully withheld the existence of
Spamhaus Technology, LTD from Plaintifs.

13,  Pursnaut to Local nule 37.1, counsel for Plaintifls s-mailed coumsel for
Defendant on March 13, 2007 in an attempt to resolve this matier without the need for
court mtervention. Counsel for The Spambaus Project responded by stating that
Spamheus Technology is not owned ]'J}' The Spamhbaus Project. Coumsel’s response is
inadeguate. The citation sought information conceming other related entities, not just

entities owned by The Spamhans Project.
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‘WHERFFORE, Plaintiffs, e360Insight, LLC and David Linhardt, tespectflly
request that this Cowrt enter an Order for a Rule to Show Cause as to why Defendant
should not be held in conlempt for failure to fully respond to Plantiffs’ citation to
discover assets and sanction them in the amonnt of Plaintiffs’ reasoneble attomey’s fees
in connection with bringing this motion.

Respectiilly submitted,
E360Tnsight, LLC. and David Linhardt

By: ___/s/Daniel I. Peters
One of Their Attorneys

Barily I. Loethen

Joseph L. Kish

Daniel I. Peters

Synergy Law Group, LLC
730 West Randolph, 6% Floor
Chicago, Tlinois 60661
Telephone: (312) 454-0015
Facsimile: (312) 454-0261
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The wndersigned certifies thet 2 copy of the foregoing Motion for o Rule to
Shovw Cause was served upon the attomeys listed below alec:tmmca]]y through CM/ECEF
on March 15, 2007.
Carrie A Fino  cfino@jenner.com
Stephen M Geissler  sgeissler@jenner.com,
Toseph LRish  jldsh@synergylawgroup.com
Craig Christopher Martin ~ emartin@jenner.com, docketing@jermer.com.
Matthew M. Nenmeier mneumesier@jemner.com

By: __ /s/Daniel I, Peters
One of Their Atforneys

Barfly I. Loethen

Joseph L. Kish

Daniel J. Peters

Synergy Law Group, LLC
730 West Randolph, 6" Floor
Chicago, hinois 60661
Telephone: (312) 454-0015
Frosimile: (312) 454-0261
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EXHIBIT A
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thiln Framifi-2H)3e
United Siates District Couvri, Northern District of 11inois
Fatite of Adsfaned fudge . - Sinfing Judpe i Oth
e nglsrate e Charles P. Kocoras i sigoe Jndpe
CAST NUMBER 06 C 39358 DATE Seprember 13, 2006
CASE 360 Insight, 11.C et al vs. The Spambhaus Project
TITLE

r

DDCKET ENTRY TERT

Plaintils" motion [20] for defauh judement and order for pornanent injuaction is granted in part and denied in
port. Defult judgment is entered In Fvor of the plaimills ond sgainst defendanl [or compensatory domnges
totaling $11,715,000.00 for tortious interference with exisling contractun! relations and Prospeclive economic
advantage and §1,971.05 in ligation costs.  Plainlills” request [br 4o award of $15,000,000.00 in punitive
damages and §38,724 50 in stiomeys’ fees is denied. The Coort enlers a permanent injunction as described
below.

Docheting 1o motl notices.
*Mlail AD 450 forrp.

B[ For fariler detmils su: 10at below.

STATEMENT

ORDIR, .

This matter hus come before the conrt on 1he roption of Plaintifs e360Insight, 11.C pod David Linhardy
for defmlt jodgment on its complaint apainst Defendmt The Spambavs Project (“Sprmhaus™). Thongh
Spamhavs initinlly defended the action, it subseguent]y withdrew its answer md its attpmeys withdrew their
appearance. It has 1aken no Awther ofcial action 1o challenge Plaintiffs” allegations. On Augnst 23, 2008,
Plamiiffs” motion Tor entry of default was praoted. Plainiffs have now sibmitted offidavits lo snpport their
requeslt for compensatory damages loteling 311,715,000 Tor torous interference with existing chntracmal
relalions and prospective economie ndvimtage and $31,571.05 i liigation costs. Spamhans has not coratered
Plaintiffs” cleims ol entilement to this relieFor the amounls requested, and they are therelore awarded.

Plaintifls have alsorequested an award of §15,000,000 in punitive damnges and $38,724.50 in attorneys’
fees. However, anthing in the documentstion Fled i snpport. of the Instant moton Indicates behavior sa
malicions snd egrefions thal punilive damapes are i order. Neilher have Plaintiffs provided v basis ftorog in
deviatediom the stendard sule of American Ltigation fhat o Party o a Jawsuit pays Tts own attorneys” fees absegr
some muthority 1o shift the burden, such ns astaite, prole of procedore, orpdor sgreement of the parties. See,
e.p, 42 1.8.C. § 1988; WesL Lalbyette Corp. v. Taft Caonfracting Co., Inc. 178 F3d 840, B43 (7th Cir. 1995);
Fed. R. Civ.Proc. 37(a)(4){A). Consequently, these ampunts are oot awarded.

Finnlly, Plaintiffs haverequested entry of apermanent infunclion. Thefacts Plaintiffshavealleped ramun
nnchaflenged. Accordingly, we find that Spamhaus has wrongfully placed Plam 59 on iis blacldist o f Companies
who have sent spam email; woroonsly inecfered with FloinGFS” contracts with fis suppliers and enslomers;
tartiously interfered wiih Plaintifls’ prospective economic advaniage by blocking email Flaimi attemped m
send; and defimed Plainuiiis by publishing false smtements abont Plaintiffs on3ts websie, Weherehy order that

05C385R L3600 Insight, L1C e ol us The Spuninsus Prajscr Pagel ol 2
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STATEMENT

1. Spamhaus shall no1 ke any action 1o caust email seng by PlainiilTs or their allilioLes, subsitiaries, or
related companies owned or copirolled by Plaimtifls 1o be blocked, delayed, aliered, or Tntermupied in any way
(includipg, without limilation, by listing Pluinti[{s on Spamhaus's ROKSO lisl, within an SBL Dsling on
Spamhaus’s website, using blacklisling technology in concert or conjunciioe with others, or taking any other
aclion o ciavse any such inierference) unless Spambhaus can demonstrale by cleor and convineing evidence thay
Plaintilfshave violated relevant United Stores Inw., Such elear and convincing evidence may only be shownafier
proving PlainifTs with an opporiunity 1o review any alioged nflending email, including o seview of the cmail
headerand eantent in ils entirery), aod praviding Plaini!fs with an Opportunity to show the nifending emajl was
not seql in vialadon of United States v to the satisfaction of 2 rensonable person. I such elear and canvincing
evidence is shown, thep apd only ther may Spanthaus Jis! the Inlemet Protocol {IP) address, and only the 1P

address, Itom which the offending emal) was scnl on s wehbsile,

2. Spambous sholl not ¥st enlire networks or ranges of 1P addresses owner or operaled by Plaimifis
simply because they are segistered in the Plaintils’ names or physical nddresses withont meering the clearand
comvincing seodord for the IP pddress in fquestion.

3. Spambaus shall post, withn [fve business tlays olthe dale of this order, on 3is website at both the maj i
home page and a1 the ROKSO Jump page, a message of | Tach by 1 inch, the 1ex1 of which is 1o he reasponbly
npproved by Plafnliffs, and which, generally, indicntes that Plaintilfs were erroneously Dsled on tie websjle ag
spamrmers and thal Plaiilfs are nol spammers. Delendant Spamhaus shall leave snch mEeSsAge on Is site for g

period of 5ix months.

4. Spemhaus shall ool conmact or cruse others [o tontacl any cusiomers or suppliers of the Plamiiff iy
efforis 1o cause said cuslomers or suppliers o cease dong business with Plainiiis.

3. Spamhaus shall nor conlact or canse arhers 1o conlact ony cuslomers or supplies of Plkndfis mgd
allege oy assert hat Plaintiffs are spammers or olher like lzmm.

CHARLES P. XOCORAS
U.5. District Court Judge

Dated: Seplemberl3, 2006

D6C3850 2360 Insight, 11.C e al vs. The Spambous Prajeet Pape3 ar o
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EXHIBIT B
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INTHE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THX.

NORTHEIRN DISTRICT OT LLINOIS
EASTERN DIVIZION
E360INSIGHT. LLC, )
an Hinois Limiled Lishility Company, and )
DAVID LINHARDT, an individua] )|
)
Plainiiffs, ) 06 CV 3958
)
v J] Judpe Kocoras
)
THE SPAMHAUS PROJECT, ) Magistrate Judge Browa
B company limited hy guarantee apd )
prgamized underihe laws of England, aka )
THE SPAMMAUS PROIECT LTD, )
)
Defendant. )
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
To: The Spmﬁhaus Praject Alsn To: Matthew M. Nenmeier
Registered Dffice Jenner & Block, 117
Communications Houvse 330'MN. Wabash Ave.
26 Yorl Street Chicagn, IL
London, W1lJ 6PZ, England 50611

The nnelersipned, an atiomey, certifies that he capzed a copy of the Citntior to
Discover Asgets 1o be served upon the ahove: named party, by placing same ‘with Fedeyal
Express in Chicagn, 1llinois on he 23™ day of Octoher, 2006,

)/ Toseph L. Kish

Synergy Lew Group, LLC

730 West Randnlph Street, 5% Floor
Chicapn, IL. 6066) :
(312) 454-0015~

Firm No. 38308
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TLLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

E360INSIGHT, L1C.
an Illinois Limited Linbility Company. and
DAVID LINHARDT, an individoal

Plaintif(s, 06 CV 3958

V. Judpe Koeoras

THE SPAMHAUS PROJIECT, Magistrate Judge Brown
a company lmited by guarantee and
organized wnrder the Jaws of Englamd, aka

THE SPAMHAUS PROJECT LTD,

L_JH_JK_JV\.IUL./\JL_J\_—'\_JLJL.—'L—-

Defendanl.

CITATION TO DISCOVER ASSETS

TO: THE SPAMBAUS PROJECT

YOU ARE COMMANDED 1o appear hefore the Jodpe Xocoras or any jurdge sitiinp n
his/her stead @ Room 1725 of Northern District of Minnis Federmal Courthouse, Everstt
Melinley Dirkesen Brilding, 219 §. Dearhom St, Chicagn, Tlioois, on Ocloher 31,2006
8L 230 AM to be examined under oafh 1o discover assets orincome nol exempl Fom the
enforcement ofthe Judgment

A judgmeni apainst The Spamhaus Project (“Todgment Debtor”) was eptered pp
September 13, 3006 and $11,716,971.05 remains 1msalished.

YOU ARE COMMARNDED to produce st the exammination-
SEE ATTACHED DOCUMENT RIDER.

and all boolks, papars or records I your Possession or contro] which may contain
informetinn conceming the property or mcome of, ar indebiedness due Judgment debinr.

YOU AEE PROHIBITED Fom maldng or allowing any bansfer or ofher disposition or,
Interfering with, any property not exempt from execution or parnishment ‘belonging 10 the
Jodpment dehtor or to which the jodgment debtor may be enfitled or which may be
scquived by or become due 1o the Judpment Deltor and fom paying over or otherwise
disposing of any money not so exempl, which 35 due the Tndgmernt Debtor, wmitil the
firther order of el or termnination of the proceedivps. ¥ou are not required to withhald
the payment of ary money beyond double the amonnt of the balanee dne.
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WARNING: YOUR FATLURE TO APPTAR IN COURT AS HEREIN DIRECTED
MAY CAUSE YOU TO BE ARRESTED AND BROUGHT BEFORE THE COURT
TO ANSWER TD A CHARGE QF CONTEMPT OF COURT, WHICH MAY BE
PUNISHABLE BY TMPRISONMENT TN THTE COUNTY JATL..

CERTTFICATT OF ATTORNEY OR. JUDGMENT CREDITOR

I the United States District Court for the Narthern District of linois, on Seplember 13,
2006 a judgment in the amount of § 11,71 6,971.05 was enlered in Javor of 23600ns] Bht,
LLC and spainst The Spamhaus Project in Case No. 06 CV 3958 and a halagce of
$11,716,971.05 remains wnsatisfied.

The undersigned cerifies, uoder penallies provide by law pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-1 09,
that the informalion contained herein is troe and comecl

Atty No.: 6197916

Name: Joseph L. I3sh

Address: 730 W. Randolph 6" Fioor
City/State/Zip: Chicapo, Ulinais 60681

Telephone: (312) 454-0015
Atiomey Signature 4%_—
53 W C//
VTNESS WICHAEL W, DOBBIRS
CLERE. OF COURT—TUpon payment of filing fee, Clerk will sipn and sgal

Wilness: \/Q‘di—fk 1 QMI@A‘/ OCT 2 3 2008

DIEPUTY CLERK OF COTURT |
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RIDER TO CITATION TO DISCOVER ASSETS

YOU ART COMMANDED 15 produce al Lhe examination (bring with you) all books,
papers. documenls, or records in your possession over which you have control, which

may coplam informalion concerning all property and assets ol The Spambaus Projeet,
LTD, including but not limjied to-

I. Any and all corporate minute books maintained by The Spamhaus Project, LTh;

2. Any and all manthly, querterly, annual and/or all orher aceoimting and financia]

statements, Including but not limited (g payroll and accounts recejvakle Tecords,
prepared by or on behall of The Spamhans FProject, LTD for the past fhree years;

3. Awny and al] information regarding any and oIl stocks, fomds, bonds, securdties and/or
other investments or other asseis held, paiped, sold or lost by The Spambaus Project,
LTD ar otherwise associated with The Spamhaus Project, LTD in any way, for the
paslihree years;

4. Amy and all informalion regarding any and all property, bath veal and persopel, hejd,
bovpht, sold, mansferred, exchenged, Ieased, deeded or otherwise acruived, Insi or
otherwise maintxined by or an behalf of The Spamhaus Project, LTD for the jast
three years, such faformalion should nclude Gils 1o any vehicles owned or ntherwise
comirolled by The Spambans Project, LTD and deeds to any real property owned or
mamiained by The Spamhans Project, LTD;

. For all such praperty ideotified in Number 4 herein, provide any and all information
reluted 1o any and al} prafits, Insses, gains, offsets, axes paid or credited, along with
any and all ather {ex or other related finameia] consequences, resulfing fiom the sale,
gam, purchase pr ownership of such propery; Jorher, identify where g1l snch
property is Incaled and how and in whal ways such property is currently being nsed
and bow sueh propery has heen nsed for the past three yeprs;

6. Any and 8l information regarding sl bank, money or other financial aceoimis,
including tnt not Timiled 10 baok siatements and chedle ledgers, in the name of The
Spambans Project, LTD, and/or its offices and/or directors, along with such
information for any of The Spamhans Project, LT s subsidieries, snocessors or other
related entitfes: for all such infbrmabon, pravide the name of the apcommis, Accommt
numbers, amount of money currently held in each accougt and monthly statements for
each said acconnt forthe past three years: ’

7. Copies of all mcome fax reboms fled for {he past Uree vears, on hebalf of The
Spamthans Project, LTD, alang with copies of any &nd &1l 18x 1efhnd chedlks 1ssuad
during these years, and any end sl Information Tegarding how such refind money

was used mod/or where such money wes held and is erarently being held, whether by



Case 1:06-cv-03958 Document 99  Filed 06/11/2007 Page 21 of 54

Case 1:068-cv-03958 Document 75  Filed 03/15/2007 Page 14 of 32

The Spambaus Project. LTD and/or mny ather enlity or individoal affiliated or
associaled in amy way with The Spamhaus Praject, L TD:

8. Any and all information regarding any and all lomn documems related o The
Spambaus Project, LTD, including any and al] documents refated o any TECEiplS Dr
disbursements of money related (o such loans, Tor the past three years.

9. A Tist ol pll assets repartless pf their present location.

10. A list of all Bahilities regardless of their present localion.

T1. Andited financial statements for the last fve YErs.
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EXHIBIT C
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AN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
LASTERN DIVISION

B360 INSIGHT, LLC. an ingis Limited )
Liability Company, and DA VID LINHARDT, )
an individual, ) D6CV 393K

Judge Kocoras

Plaintiffs.
Magisirate Judge Brown

V.
limiied by gunrantee and oigonized under the

laws of Englond, o/lfa THE SPAVIIATIR

)
)
]
J
)
THE SPAMHAUS PROJECT, a company )
J
)
PROJECT, LTD., )

)

Defendant ]
DIEFENDANT'S RESPONST, IO CITATION TO DISCOVIIR ASSETS

NOW COMES the Defendant The Spambaus Project opd responds as follows lo
Plaintiil’s Citatinn to Discover Asseis:!

1. Any and all soyporate minute booles maintained by The Spamhnus Projecy, LT D:

ANSWER: Spamhaus does not hojd Corporate meelings. Spamhaus will provide the
eompany documenls sefting it up o5 a Limited Linbility Company.

2 Any and all monthly, quarterly, annual zadfor all other acconmting and financial
statemnents, meleding but not Jimited to paymll and accounts receivable records, prepaced by or
on behalf af The Spamhavs Froject, 1TD for the pastthree venrs;

ANSWER- As a non-profit company, Spamhsvs does nof have aRy accounting or
financial slatements other than one tax return nddressed in response to mumber seven. Spambnus

does not employ any formal aceounting procedures thronghout the yesr. Rather, at the end of the

| Defendant expressly ohjeets to tlhs Court’s Jurisdiction aver The Spamhaps Pmject hecanse
Defendant is based selely inthe United Kingdom and dpes not conduct oriransact hnsiness ig
Tllinals. Moreover, Defendant reserves iis argiments based on Plaintif's faive to praperly
effect service ofprocess. These ohjestions are made notwithstanding Defendamt®s good faith
effort to comply with this Coort®s erder that it respund fo the Cilstion io Discover Arsels,
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year, Spamhnus” accountant determines how much money Spamhaus received troughon the
year thrangh danations, bol no formal accounting or linoncial statemenis are done. The Company
does not have sny employees and there ore na payroll records. The company does nol have any
accounts receivable recorrds.

i Any and all informalion regarding any and all stacks, finds, bonds. securities
and/or ther nvestments or other assels held, gaimed. sold ar lost by The Spombhisus Project, LTD
or ntherwise associaled with The Spamhavs Project, LTD in any way, Jor the post three yenrs;

ANSWER: Spamhavs does not hove any slocks, fonds, bands, securities or any ather
investmenls. Spamhaus” assels consist only of one Maciniosh cormputer and a beanl ococount
located in London, Uniled Xingdom far approximately $14.000, which are addressed in response

Lo number s5ix and nine.

4. Any ond all information regarding nny end al] property, both real and personal,
held, boughl, sold, tmnsferred, exchanged, leased, deeded or otherwise acquired, Iost or
otherwise maintained by or on beholf of The Spamhans Project, LTD for the post three yews,
such iformalion shonld include (ile to any vehicles owned or otherwise controlled by The
Sparnhaus Project, LTD and deeds to any real property owned or masntained by The Sparnhaus
Project, 1.TD;

ANSWER: Spamhays does nol own eny property other than lhe Marintosh computer and
ban aconunt nddressed fn response to number six and nine.

3. For all such property identified in Number 4 herein, provide any and all
information related 10 any and all profils, jnsses, Bhins, nffsets, taxes poid ar credited, Blong with
any mnd ell other Iax or other related financta] sonsequences, resniting from the zale, gain,
purchase or ownership of such property; firther, identify where all such properly is Ioceled and
how and in what ways such property is curently being used and how much property has heen
used forthe postthree years;

ANSWER: Beceuse Spambaus does not. own any property, as described in Tresponse to

numtber 4, This question is not applicable.

a. Any and all information regarding all bank, mnopey or other financial accounls,
meluding but not lmited (o banic statements and cleck ledpers, in the name of The Spamhaus
Project, LTD, and/or its officers andfor directors, along with such fuformation for any of The
Spamhans Project, LTDs sobsidiares, suceessors or other related eotities; for ell such
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