Larkin Hoffman §/22/2005 3:24 PAGE 002/0086 Fax Server

Larkin
Hoﬁllan Larkin Hoffman Daly & Lindgren Ltd.
ATTORNEYS

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55431.1194

GENMERAL:
Fax:

WEB: www.larkinhoffman.com

August 22, 2005

Google Inc. VIA FACSIMILE

Mountain View, CA 94043

Re:  Sierra Corporate Design, Inc. v. David Ritz and Ed Falk
Dear Sir/Madam:

Please be advised that this firm represents Sierra Corporate Design Inc. ("Sierra"), the plaintiff in
the above referenced matter. Enclosed is an order from Judge Irby, to whom the case was
assigned, enjoining David Ritz and all persons acting in concert with him from certain activitics.
In particular, please note paragraph 3 of the enclosed order, which prohibits Mr. Ritz and all
persons acting in concert with him, from directly or indirectly publishing or communicating any
information about Sicrra's computers, websites, servers, networks or computer systems.

Our information reflects that certain information about Sierra's computers and systems can be
found in certain postings accessible through your service. We have enclosed a listing of message
IDs in which there arc references to materials posted by Mr. Ritz about Sierra, including but not
limited to, references to "What is spamkiller.net?" To the extent that any posting references the
information governed by the injunction, Sierra objects to the publication and communication of
that information. Sierra demands that all offending postings and communications be removed.

Please contact the undersigned with your response to Sierra's demands within one week.

Larkin Hoffman Daly & Lindgren Ltd.

Enclosures

1028211.1
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IN DISTRICT COURT, COUNTY OF CASS, STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

Siemra Corporate Design, Inc.. , File No. 09-05-C-01660
Plamtiff,
ORDER
v.
David Ritz and Ed Falk,
Defendants.

The above-captioned matter came on for hc;aring on July 28, 2005 before the undersigned
pursuant to the motion. for Preliminary Injunction and Motion to Compel Discovery of Plaintiff
Sierra Corporate Design, Inc.. (“Sierra”) and Motion for Stay or Protective Order by Defendant
David Ritz. Sierra appeared via its counsel, Timothy M. O’Keeffe, Esq. and Christopher J.
Hamisthal, Esq. Defendant David Ritz appeared via his counsel, Michael D. Huitiok, Esg. and
Michelle C. Winkis, Esq. and Robert G. Manley, Esq.

THE FOLLOWING IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1. Siemra’s motion for a Preliminary Injunction is GRANTED. Sierra’s Metion to
Compel Discovery is GRANTED, Defendant Ritz*s Motion to Stay is DENIED. Defendant
Ritz’s Mation far a Pratective Order is GRANT ED..

2. Defendant Ritz, and all persons acting in concert with him, are hereby enjoined
from directly or indirectly accessing any of Sierra’s computers, websites, servers, networks, or

computer systems. Ritz has stipulated to this portion of the injunction without admission of

wrongdoing or liability,

3. Defendant Ritz, and all persons acting in concert with him, are hereby enjoined
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computers, websites, servers, networks, or computer systems. This injunction includes, but is
not limited to, publishing inforrnation about Sierra on any website. Ritz has stipulated to this |
portion of the injunction without admission of wrongdoing or liability.

4. Defendant Ritz shall, within five days of the above hearing, make all hard drives
in his possession and any bard drive he has used to0 access any of Sierra’s computers, websites,
servers, networks, or computer systems and all media containing Sierra information available for
imaging by the plaintiff’s computer expert.

5. Information obtained from the aforementioned hard drives may only be shared
with plaintiff's expert witnesses, Defendant Ritz and the Court. The information may be used in
depositions in this action.

6. Plaintiff and plaintiff’s counsel shall not offer, volunteer or provide any of the
following information to any law enforcement agency in cunjuncti-on with any investigation
related to the criminal investgation pending against Ritz.

4 Ritz's answers and responses to interrogatories and document requests in this suit.

b. Information contained in the hard drives and media produced by Ritz in this suit.

<. . Ritz’s deposition testimony adduced in this suit
d Any answer to the complaint by Ritz.
7. Upon receipt of any warrant or subpoena for the production of that information,

plaintiff or its counset shall immediately notify Ritz’s Jegal counsel of that request for
information.
8. In the event that plaintiff uncovers information from the abave sources referenced

in sections 6 (a) through 6 (d) that leads it to conclude that a crime is about to be comumitted,

plaintiff shall first apply to this Court for authorization to report the information and such
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application may be heard on an emergency basis, after notice o Ritz.

BY THE CQURT:

Date: 5’}—”‘" \cg..k[ L\/

JU{e ormva Coiln

1034444 7
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Google Message Locations

http://groups-beta.google.com/advanced_search

Message-1D: Xn--
abcdefghijklmnopgrstuvwxyzss-vnc45c5f.de

Message-ID: -cbcorp.sunemews.com

Message-ID;

4ax.com

Message-1D:
_@newssvrm .news.prodigy.com

vessage. 0> S <o

Message-1D:
news.supermews.com

abedefghijklmnopgrstuvwxyzss-vnc4ScSf.de

Message-1D: _@ratbert. glorb.com

Message-1D:

< ¢ vvssvr2 |.news.prodigy com>
Mcssage—ID:_@news.httrack.net
Message-ID: <_@pomme. gegeweb.org>




