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: UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
12 CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
11 | VERISIGN, INC,, CASENO, CV 04-1292 AHM (CTx)
12 Plaintiff,
sl v ENGAGEMENT 00 -
14 | INTERNET CORP. FOR
15| NOMBERS, 0 A0
16 Defendant.
17
18 The Court is writing this disclosure at 2:44 p.m., Friday, May 14, 2004,
19 [ Just a few minutes ago the Court began to review the materials on the
20 || Defendant’s motions to dismiss and strike, on calendar for Tuesday, May 18,
21 || 2004. The Court therefore just discovered the need to disclose that almost two
22 | weeks ago the Court made plans to have dinner on Sunday evening, May 16,
23 || 2004, with Irvin Nathan, Esq., a partner in the Washington office of Arnold &
24 | Porter. Our respective wives will join us. The Nathans are long time friends.
25 | They are visiting California on a family matter., So far as the Court is aware, Mr.
26 | Nathan is a criminal defense attorney. He has not appeared on this case and the
27 | Court is unaware whether he even knows about this case. There will be no

mention of this case at the dinner,
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The Court has friends and acquaintances at both of the firms in this case,
but because it is unusual to have such a social engagement so shortly before a
hearing, the Court feels compelled to notify the parties. The Court intends to
ascertain whether in light of this engagement either side (or both sides) would
prefer the Court to recuse itself. In order to avoid any embarrassment, the Court
encourages the lawyers to confer about their respective positions; if either side or
both sides intended to seek recusal, then borh sides should so inform the Court,
by filing a joint stipulation by not later than 4:00 p.m. on May 17, 2004. The
stipulation should not identify which side (if there was only one side) intended to

seek that result.

DATE: May 14, 2004

A, Howard Matz
United States District Judge
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A. HOWARD MATZ

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: May 14, 2004

To: Brian A, Davis, Esq. 703.450.7326
Laurence J. Hutt, Esq. 310.552.1191
Ronald L. Johnston, Esq.
Thaddeus Mason Pope, Esq.
Richard L. Rosen, Esq. 202.942.5999
Courtney M. Schaberg, Esq. 213.243.2539
Emma Killick, Esq.
Jeffrey A. LeVee, Esq.
Sean W. Jaquez, Esq.
Joe Sims, Esq. 202.496.4444

From: Stephen Montes, CRD

Comments; Verisign, Inc. v. Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers, et al.,CV04-1292-AHM (CTx)

DO NOT FAX ANY DOCUMENTS DIRECTLY TO CHAMBERS.

No. of Pages (including cover sheet); 3

Please note: Documents are not to be faxed to chambers without prior authorization.
Unauthorized documents will be rejected.

Chambers: United States Courthouse
312 North Spring Street, Los Angeles, California 90012



