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VICTORIA K. HALL (SBN 240702) 
LAW OFFICE OF VICTORIA K. HALL 
401 N. Washington St. Suite 550 
Rockville MD 20850 
Victoria@vkhall-law.com 
Telephone: 301-738-7677 
Facsimile: 240-536-9142 
 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
ROBERT JACOBSEN 
 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 

ROBERT JACOBSEN, an individual, 

  Plaintiff, 

 v. 

MATTHEW KATZER, an individual, and 
KAMIND ASSOCIATES, INC., an Oregon 
corporation dba KAM Industries, 

  Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

No. C06-1905-JSW 

NOTICE RE COMMENCMENT OF 
UNIFORM DOMAIN NAME DISPUTE 
RESOLUTION POLICY (UDRP) 
PROCEEDING 

Courtroom: 2, 17th Floor 
Judge:  Hon. Jeffrey S. White 

 

 

Plaintiff files this notice to inform the Court that a Uniform Domain Name Dispute 

Resolution Policy (UDRP) proceeding for the transfer of decoderpro.com has commenced.   

Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers (ICANN), the organization 

responsible for global coordination of domain names, adopted the UDRP in 1999 for resolving 

disputes over domain names through an administrative proceeding conducted by a resolution 

service provider.  Under the standard Terms and Conditions clause in domain name registration 

agreements, the registrant must submit to the proceeding.  Several organizations act as resolution 
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service providers. 

In Defendants’ Second Motion to Dismiss [Docket 100], Defendants sought to dismiss 

Plaintiff’s cybersquatting claim for failure to join Jerry Britton, the registrant of decoderpro.com, 

who they believe is a necessary party and over whom they assert the Court does not have personal 

jurisdiction.  (As the Court is aware, Plaintiff contests this, and in the alternative, offered at the Jan. 

19, 2007 hearing to remove from the Prayer for Relief the transfer of decoderpro.com to Plaintiff.) 

Plaintiff recently filed a Complaint with a resolution service provider, seeking the transfer 

of decoderpro.com to himself.  Per UDRP rules, Plaintiff has served UDRP Complaints on all 

parties required to be served.  If the resolution service provider orders the transfer, then 

Defendants’ Rule 12(b)(7) motion to dismiss is moot.  Plaintiff will inform the Court when the 

resolution service provider issues a ruling. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 
DATED:  June 4, 2007  

By   /s/  
Victoria K. Hall, Esq. (SBN 240702) 
LAW OFFICE OF VICTORIA K. HALL 
401 N. Washington St. Suite 550 
Rockville MD 20850 
  
Telephone: 301-738-7677 
Facsimile: 240-536-9142 

 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 
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