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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE
DISTRICT OF OREGON
MATTHEW ROBERT YOUNG,

Plaintiff,

civit Q08— 1 49 9" BR :

V.
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

INTEL CORPORATION,
Defendant,
v.

)
)
)
)
)
)
) REQUEST EXTRODINARY HEARING
)
)
)
)
STEVE JOBS, )
)
)

Third Party Defendant.

CIVIL RIGHTS COMPLAINT BROUGHT UNDER
TITLE 18 USC § 1028, TITLE 15 USC § 1713
TITLE 28 USC § 1338, § 1343, AND § 2201 CREATING
A REMEDY FOR PROPERTY IN CONTROVERCY
TITLE 42 USC § 1983, § 1985, AND § 1986
FRCP RULE B, C, D, AND E ACTION IN REM,

QUASI IN REM, IN PERSONAM, ACTION IN PERSONAM
CLAIMING VIOLATION OF INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY
INFRINGEMENT OF A PATENTABLE INVENTION, AND
COPYRIGHTABLE WORK, TRADE SECERTS AND UNFAIR
COMPETITION OF THE COMMERCIALLY VALUABLE PRODUCT
PRO SE PLAINTIFF SEEKS OR DEMANDS COMPENSATION
OF FIVE BILLION DOLLARS [5,000,000,000.00] AND SEEKS A
DECLARATORY JUDGMENT AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

MATTHEW ROBERT YOUNG
Plaintiff in pro se¢
SID No. 6242666
777 Stanton Blvd
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1) Pro se plaintiff, Matthew Robert Young, is a State prisoner confined in the Oregon
Department of Corrections, Snake River Correctional Institution, located at 777 Stanton Blvd., in
Ontario, OR 97914. Pro se plaintiff herein invokes his Constitutional Rights as a Citizen of the
United States of America, to bring this civil action, action in rem, in quasi rem, in personam, as
an action in personam as allowed pursuant to FRCP Rule B, C, D, and E and further as provided
by Title 28 USC § 2201 allowing for the creation of a remedy in a case of an actual controversy
over personal property as provided by and allowed under Title 28 USC § 1338, in the form of
personal intellectual property that is a Trade Secret Right of a commercially valuable product
created from pro se plaintiff’s intellectual property design of an abstract patentable, and
copyrightable invention and works. Pro se plaintiff further claims that these Acts were
committed in violation of his clearly established Federally protected Constitutional Rights
Against lawful seizure of his personal property, under the Fourth [4™], and fourteenth [14™]
Amendments to the Constitution of the United States. Pro se plaintiff secks and demands Five
Billion [$5,000,000,000.00] dollars compensation from Intel corporation for receiving of his
stolen personal property, transporting of his personal property in the interstate commerce, the
aiding in actual concealing of his personal property, and withholding of stolen goods from their
rightful owner, even AFTER Intel Corporation had been made aware with full knowledge, that
pro se plaintiff is the rightful owner, and original inventor of these commercially valuable
products, Therefore pro se plaintiff prays that the United States District Court will Issue a
Judgment Awarding pro se plaintiff the sum demanded above. Pro se plaintiff notes for the
purpose of Legal factual contentions that the act of receiving stolen property, as prescribed

pursuant to the laws under 66 Am. Jur. 2d on receiving stolen property that it is not necessary
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that Intel Corporation be in manual possession or touching of the stolen goods, that any
exercising of control or dominion over them is sufficient to constitute a receiving. For this cause
pro se plaintiff claims unfair competition, theft of personal property, concealment of personal
property, fraud, and monopoly, and unfair trade practice. For this purpose pro se plaintiff further
secks and prays for injunctive relief, in the form of a United States District Court, restraining
Intel Corporation, and any of its subsidiaries, associates, or Business partners from seeking,
making developing or in any way distributing for profit or otherwise public use, any
technological computerized device, application, tool, or commercialize product that incorporates
or uses in any way the [Core-2 Duo Virtualized Technology].

2) Pro se plaintiff request pursuant to FRCP Rule 54 for Judgment of All Costs, and
Court filing fees, attorney’s fees, and all other cost and distributions that may incur herein.

3) This Civil Action is brought in the United States District Court located at:

United States District Court for the District of Oregon
Mark O. Hatfield U.S. Courthouse,
1000 S.W. Third Avenue
Portland, OR 97204

a) This United States District Court has Jurisdiction to hear and decide these matters and
issues in controversy and to award pro se plaintiff the amount and sum sought herein pursuant to
Title 28 U.S.C. § 1332, § 1337, §1338, §1343, § 2201, § 2202 and Title 42 U.S.C § 1983, §
1985, and further under Title U.S.C. § 1986. Pro se plaintiff reserves the right to amend this
jurisdiction pursuant to Title 28 USC § 1653.

b) Pro se plaintiff Matthew Robert Young is [a citizen of Oregon]. The defendant Intel

Corporations is [a citizen of Oregon] [a corporation incorporated under the Laws of Oregon,

with its principle place of business in Oregon]. The amount in controversy is Five Billion
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Dollars [$ 5,000,000,000.00] without interest and costs which exceeds the sum or value
specified by Title 28 U.S.C. § 1332,

c) Steve Jobs is a [citizen of California] and here after the filing of this complaint, will be
omitted as a party, until such time as Intel corporation moves to include him as a third party
defendant, enjoining pro se plaintiff in a cause raising the claim of Fraud, and material
misrepresentation with respect to information not included in the statement of property
purchased or received form Mr. Steve Jobs.

d) The third party defendant Steve Jobs will hereafter be omitted as a party, in that at this
time Mr. Jobs [is not subject to this Court’s jurisdiction] and therefore cannot be made a party,
without depriving this Court of subject matter jurisdiction in this cause of action, Because to the
best of pro se plaintiff’s knowledge, Mr. Jobs was [a resident of the state of California] when he
defrauded Intel Corporation, about where, and from whom he actually acquired the Designs,
and Schematics from, which Intel Corporation actually then developed the [Core-2 Duo,
Virtual Technology], from.

e) Therefore it is Intel Corporation’s position to enjoin pro se plaintiff in a separate
action against Steve Jobs, unless this court allows Intel Corporation to do so in this civil action,
pursuant to LR (Local Rules) 14 (a) — (a), Holding that a defending party, may as a third party
plaintiff, cause to be served with Summons and Complaint, a person who is not a party, (which
here after Steve Jobs, will be omitted as a Party) as a person liable for the plaintiff claims
against the defending party. FRCP 14 (a).

PLAINTIFF

4) Matthew Robert Young is the plaintiff proceeding in pro se, in this civil action, Date

MATTHEW ROBERT YOUNG
Plaintif in pro se
SID No. 6242666
777 Stanton Blvd
Ontario, OR 97914



5
of birth July 4™ 1965, place of birth Albuguerque, New Mexico. Pro se plaintiff is currently

being unlawfully held and restrained of his liberty and freedom in the Snake River Correctional
Institution, which is located at 777 Stanton Blvd., Ontario, OR 97914, which subject matter is
currently being brought on a separate civil action in this United States District Court, Civil No.
08-1138-PK.
DEFENDANTS

5) Intel Corporation is the liable Defendant in this civil action, and is a Corporation
within the jurisdiction of this United States District Court, and for the purpose of this civil action
to be held liable of the laws cited and raised here. Intel Corporation is considered a citizen for
the purpose of this civil action, and made subject to liability pursuant to Title 28 USC
§1332©(1), and Title 42 USC §1985, § 1986, and is located at 2111 N.E. 25" Ave., Hillsboro,
OR 97124.

6) Steve Jobs is the third party defendant, and is in fact liable to Intel Corporation, he is
Located in California.

QUESTIONS OF THE CHARACTER OF THE CLAIMS AND ADDMISSIBILITY
OF THE NATURE AND WEIGHT OF SUPPORTING EVIDENCE

7) Pro se plaintiff intends to bring into focus the central characteristics of pro se
plaintiff’s claims as they are supported by such evidence that when viewed under the Uniform
Administration of the Laws of the United States, do establish themselves as factual contentions,
and further brings them within the scope of these applicable Laws, as to the sufficiency of the
substance of their subject matter, as the required elements needed to establish his compliant as an
appropriate pleading within the scope, and Design of Title 28 USC § 2201, providing that any

court of the United States, upon the filing of an appropriate pleading may declare the rights of
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the parties and other legal relations of any interested party seeking such declaration,

a) Pro se plaintiff’s factual contentions are such that, at an evidentiary hearing pro se
plaintiff will prove that there exist absolutely no opposing genuine issues of any material facts to
even remotely challenge the truthfulness of their probative value.

b) Pro se plaintiff make this declaration: [THAT], If anyone in the world today can
come before this Court, at an evidentiary hearing, and present to this Court a creditable
challenge, (which would be during an Evidentiary Hearing Held Before this Court, wherein
All of the parties are provided time chance and the opportunity to present to this court the
actual applications for these commercially valuable products), which are known as the [Core-2
Duo Micro Processor, and Virtual Technology], allegedly invented by Intel Corporation,
then pro se plaintiff agrees to be HELD liable for the Ten Thousand Dollar [$10,000.00] civil
fine fees. But first here is pro se plaintiff’s standing upon factual contention as required in part
by FRCP Rule 11, which pertains to [the proprietary information, the actual trade secrets] of
the true application of the [Core-2 Duo micro processor, and Virtual Technology], of which
Intel Corporation only knows the potential Applications of these Technology products, as Intel
Corporation was provided by Mr. Steve Jobs, and not it true Technological Trade Secret
Designs that will make these commercially valuable Technology products work, and perform to
their fullest ability, and capacities.

¢) Pro se plaintiff is the only person in the world at present who knows how to make both
the [Core-2 Duo micro processor, and the Virtual Technology] work, and pro se plaintiff can
in fact come before this U S District Court and prove it by a factual DEMONSTRATION.

8) Pro se plaintiff further brings this civil action under the federal jurisdiction of this U S
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District Court pursuant to the Federal Rules of Evidence Rules 104 (a)(b) & (e), Rules 106,
201 (b) on kinds of facts, (d) when mandatory (¢) opportunity to be heard and (f) time for
taking notice; Rule 301, 302, 401, 402 and 404 FRCP Rules B, C, D and E.

a) It is pro se plaintiff’s intent to further bring into focus here, the central ideal of the
characteristic of pro se plaintiff argument substantiating his claims, as they are supported by such
evidence that under the uniform administration of the Laws governing, do establish his claims as
factual contentions that are the subject matter, of the type of substance that is required in order to
establish this complaint as an appropriate pleading that declare the Rights under the Laws that
mandates other legal relations..

b) Pro se plaintiff declares here that this action is a JUST cause, and not for harassment
purposes, further Pro se plaintiff makes in his declaration a request for this United States District
Court to HOLD a simple exemplary test under seal of this court, for this Court have pro se
plaintiff brought before It to give a Demonstration for this Court in person, exactly just how the
computer [Technology which Intel Corporation calls Virtual Technology the Micro
Processor which Intel Corporation calls core 2 — DUO], works and to seal this proprietary
information which pro se plaintiff will Demonstrate for this Court, to be products that were in
fact Developed, Manufactured, and Built from pro se plaintiff’s personal intellectual property to
which ONLY pro se plaintiff’s Holds the FULL Knowledge of the [proprietary information
trade secret.]

¢) pro se plaintiff, further request that this United States District Court Order that Intel
Corporation bring in it’s best and brightest engineers, Before this Court under the same sealed

Hearing conditions as pro se plaintiff is Brought, and have anyore of them, or anyone in the
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8
world, who Intel corporation can find who can Demonstrate for this District Court, the Actual

Application of how the [Virtual Technology or Core 2 — DUO] actually works, if they (can)
then as stated above, under the federal laws governing civil actions pro se plaintiff (shall be), if
he fails to Demonstrate his trade secret, be held liable to the defendant(s) for Ten Thousand
Dollars [$10,000.00] and to this requirement pro se plaintiff is two hundred percent (200%) in
agreement with this. HOWEVER when Intel Corporation FAILS to give a Demonstration, pro
se plaintiff DEMANDS just compensation of Five Billion dollars [$5,000,000,000.00] and any
and all Patents, copyrights, Trademarks, Monies, Money Contrasts, Transactions, Records
and all Documentation, Agreements, Trades, Stocks, Bonds, and any other business
conducted or engaged in concemning the [Core 2 — DUO, and Virtual Technology] and ALL
MONEY PROFITS made received and profited there form, once pro se plaintiff demonstrates
for this United States District Court the fact of his Ownership as the Original Inventor of these
Technological commercially valuable products.
QUESTIONS OF LIBALITY

9) In assessing the question of liability pro se plaintiff first turns to the supreme law of
the LORD GOD OF HOST, because these are in fact the very same Laws upon which this Land
of America, and the United States was founded upon and herein will further serve to clarify
when a person is liable for their actions, and further establishes When they do wrong without
knowing it and when they Knowingly do wrong and continues to do so with little regard for the
fact that the Act or Acts of the wrongful conduct violates the Laws governing them [Note: This
is not a legal argument] but rather it is pro se plaintiff’s intent to bring into focus grounds upon

which relief may be Granted, and Monetary Damages Awarded, in that this is an extraordinary
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civil action created as allowed pursuant to Title 28 USC § 2201.
a) In Romans Ch. 3, v. 19 & 20 THE LORD GOD OF HOST Declares

v. 19 Now we know that what things so ever the law
saith, it saith to them to them who are under the law:
that every mouth may be stopped and all the world may
become guilty before God.
v. 20 Therefore by the deeds of the law there shall no
[flesh be justified in His sight: for by the law is the
knowledge of sin.

b) So it follows that liability is upon to those who are under the Law and who have
knowledge of it.

c) Intel Corporation is liable to pro se plaintiff because as a citizens of the United
States, resident citizens of the State of Oregon, Intel Corporation operates and conduct it’s
Business Transactions and affairs under the Laws enacted by the House of Congress of the
United States, the Constitution of the State of Oregon, and the Oregon Administrative Rules, and
Statutory Laws of the State of Oregon

d) Intel Corporation, in order to be incorporated, and to operate and conduct any
Business Transaction or Affairs must first be Licensed, and Insured to do so, with Knowledge
and understanding of the Laws governing Corporations and their Liabilities.

e) Pro se plaintiff has in fact communicated and established himself to Intel Corporation
as the rightful owner and the original creator, inventor of the [Core-2 Duo Micro Processor],
and [Virtual Technology] that Intel Corporation has in fact been marketing and selling for
monetary financial profit on the commerce and trade interstate commercial world market, with

full knowledge and understanding that the technological products, merchandise goods, or

property in controversy does in fact belong to pro se plaintiff, without pro se plaintiff’s
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10
permission, authorization or consent to do so, and without ever once paying pro se plaintiff any

monies, and or sharing any of the profits with pro se plaintiff, or offering pro se plaintiff any
form of just Compensation Stocks, Bonds, Shares, etc.
STATEMENTS OF CLAIMS CAUSE OF ACTION
CLAIM 1
10) In March or April of 2003, pro se plaintiff, sent a copy of the Designs and
Schematics, of his intellectual property, a patentable invention, and copyrightable work, to wit; a
Hacker proof, Virus proof Computer, with Multi phase Microprocessors, which pro se plaintiff
calls [LANCELOT], for it impervious ability to being Hacked into and its ability to fight off
Viruses, to Steve Jobs, at Apple Computer, in California, but did not send Mr. Jobs, the
Dproprietary information, which is the Trade Secret. See Attached Exhibits Marked PRO SE PL.

EX. |\

a) Pro se plaintiff requested that Mr. Jobs, Help and Assistance him in developing and
Marketing, his intellectual property patentable invention, or buy it from pro se plaintiff for Two
Hundred and Fifty Million Dollars [$ 250,000,000.00], and that upon receiving a contractual
signed agreement, then pro se plaintiff would agree to sent to Mr., Jobs, the Proprietary
Information, the Trade Secrets on how to make this computer Technology work.

b) Steve Jobs, never replied to pro se plaintiff.

CLAIM 11

11) In the latter part of that same year, 2003, Steve Jobs, took pro se plaintiff’s

intellectual property patentable inventions, to Intel Corporation. The exact nature and extent of

the Agreement between Mr. Jobs, and Intel Corporation is not known to pro se plaintiff at this
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11
time.

a) It remains however a fact that Mr. Steve Jobs, Defrauded Intel Corporation, by not
totally Disclosing to, and Informing Intel Corporation just where exactly he got it, and from
whom he actually did get the Designs and Schematics for the Dual-Core/ Core-2 Duo
Microprocessor, and Virtual Technology.

CLAIM III

12) In June of 2006, Intel Corporation’s senior vice president Mr. Pat Gelsinger, is
seen being photographed in the Oregonian News Paper, Holding in his left hand, a computer
mother board, which Intel Corporation later termed Virtual Technology. With the help of
EMC Corporation’s VMware Inec. unit, who Intel Corporation paid Two Hundred Eighteen
Million Dollars,[$ 218,000,000.00] to HELP Intel Corporation, to try figure out pro se
plaintiff’s proprietary information, Trade Secrets, See Attached Exhibit Marked PRO SE PL.,
Ex. a6

a) Pro se plaintiff can in fact come Before this U S District Court, and prove conclusively
that the computer mother board, which Mr. Gelsinger, is holding in his hand, in the News Paper
is in fact a product created and manufactured from pro se plaintiff’s intellectual property
Design, patentable invention, of [LANCELOT] the Hacker proof, Virus Proof computer. Sce
Attached Exhibits Marked PRO SE PL.EX. | .

b) Intel corporation has publicly Announced that Intel Corporation rolled out the first
dual-core microprocessor in the latter part of 2005, and in that same Public Announcement,
stated that Intel Corporation is seeking HELP from universities and programmers, to HELP

Intel Corporation [SOLVE the multithreading] problems that Intel cooks up. See Attached
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12
Exhibit Marked PRO SE PL. EX. 3 . This is in fact an explicit PLEA from Intel

Corporation albeit an implicit PLEA by Intel Corporation for any one to HELP Intel
Corporation try to figure out how to make this Technology work.
CLAIM 1V
13) after leaming that that computer microchips Grossed over Two Hundred and Forty
Six Billion Dollars [$ 246,000,000,000.00] world wide in 2006, pro se plaintiff In February
2007, sent to Intel Corporation a letter of acknowledgment and ownership of the [Core-2 Duo
Processor and Virtual Technology], in which pro se plaintiff made certain demands, and
placing certain restrictions, and obligations on any Letters, Response, Reply, Communigués, or
interacting Missives, to which Intel Corporation did in fact, in large part complied with, which
in turn was an Act by Intel Corporation establishing that Intel Corporation’s does in fact
Acknowledge that pro se plaintiff is the Rightful owner of, and original inventor and creator of
the [Dual core / Core-2 Duo Microprocessor, and the Virtual Technology].
a) In his Communiqué to Intel Corporation, Pro se plaintiff addressed Intel

Corporation in this manner;

Dear Intel Corporation;

Does this look familiar? Well it should. It is the Hacker

Proof, Virus Proof Computer, that I invented, which I

Call [LANCELOT]. Ishowed it to Steve Jobs, at Apple

Computer, and asked him for Two Hundred and Fifty

Million Dollars, he took it to you at Intel, and you built it

but you do not know how to turn it on.

So here is what you are going to do. You are going to

Agree to pay me Seventy Percent (70 %) every thing that

You Gross Off of it, and then I will tell you how to turn
It on and make it do what I Designed it to do.
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13

You have 30 days to Respond, on Bonded paper, with your
Signature written in Blue ink, or I am going to send copies
Of my schematics to AMD (Advance Micro Devices) and
Tell them how it works for next to nothing.

b) Intel Corporation responded exactly in the manner DEMANDED by pro se plaintiff,
meeting the required conditions, and obligations placed on the Response by pro se plaintiff, See
Attached Exhibit Marked PRO SE PL. EX. 4‘_

¢) Pro se plaintiff request that this U. S. District Court pay special Attention to the fact
the even though, Intel Corporation did not agree to pay pro se plaintiff Seventy Percent (70%)
Intel Corporation Never once Denied nor even tried to Challenge pro se plaintiff’s position as
the Rightful Owner, and Original Creator, and Inventor of the Dual-Core Microprocessor, and
the Computer mother board, latter call Virtual Technology, seen being Held in the hand of
Intel Corporation’s senior vice president Mr. Pat Gelsinger. See Attached Exhibit Marked
PRO SE PL. EX. J’ﬂ

d) When Intel Corporation replied within Two and one half weeks, in the manner
DEMANDED by pro se plaintiff, pro se plaintiff, wrote to Intel Corporation a second time, and
in this Communiqué pro se plaintiff did not address Intel Corporation so harshly, and made
Intel Corporation, what pro se plaintiff believed to be a fair proposition, which was stated to
this effect;

Dear Intel Corporation:

Thank you for responding in the Manner that I requested,

And since you did it may not have been your fault and that you
may not have known that Steve Jobs lied to you, so here is my
Offer to you, Sign a Contractual Agreement with me where
Intel Corporation will agree to pay me Fifteen Percent (15%)

Of every thing that you make on my Hacker Proof, and Virus
Proof Computer [LANCELOT), and also sign a Contractual
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14
Agreement to manufacture build, and Market for me, my

Computer Chip Microprocessor,[TRADWAY].
Please note that the SAME Conditions apply here, 30 days, with
Your signature in Blue ink on Bonded paper.
e) Intel Corporation Responded just as pro se plaintiff Requested, within Three (3)
weeks, on Bonded paper, with the Signature in Blue ink. See Attached Exhibit Marked PRO

SEPL.EX. O |

f) Again pro se plaintiff Request that this U.S. District Court pay special attention to the
fact that AGAIN Intel Corporation did not Challenge or Deny that pro se plaintiff is the Rightful

owner of this Technology.
CLAIM V

a) According to various News Paper Publications, Intel Corporation has Made over
Fifty Billion Dollars [$ 50,000,000,000.00] profit off of pro se plaintiff’s intellectual property
patentable invention, which Intel Corporation calls [Core 2, Duo Processor] alone, and pro se
plaintiff can not even guess how much Intel Corporation has made off of pro se plaintiff’s
intellectual property patentable invention, which Intel Corporation calls [Virtual Technology]

b) But HERE IS A FACTUAL CONTENTION, AND ISSUE AT LAW, AT
COMMON LAW, Intel Corporation would NOT HAVE this Money, Profits, Stocks, Bonds,
and position as the Main supplier, and principal provider of the Worlds Computer Microchips,
HAD Steve Jobs NOT provided Intel Corporation, a copy of pro se plaintiff’s Intellectual
Property Designs, and Schematics from which Intel Corporation then manufactured the Dual
Core Multiphase Microchip Processor.

¢) Even after pro se plaintiff has CONCLUSIVELY PROVEN to Intel Corporation
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15
that he is in fact the Rightful Owner, and the Original Inventor of this Technology, Intel

Corporation continues to violate pro se plaintiff’s Constitutional, and Common Law Rights to
enjoy the Fruits of his labor, Intel Corporation in its unfair trade practice, continues even after
becoming aware that pro se plaintiff is the rightful owner, and original inventor of this
technology, knowingly conceal, withhold, transfer in interstate commerce, sell on the world
commercial market for the sole purpose of illegally profiting from pro se plaintiff’s personal
intellectual property patentable inventions, and copyrightable works without pro se plaintiff’s
approval, authorization, consent, and against pro se plaintiff’s wants and desires, without being
Grateful or showing any consideration to the fact that had it not been for pro se plaintiff’s
intellectual property patentable invention designs and schematics, Intel Corporation would
NOT be the World leader in computer microchips Today, AMD (Advanced Micro Devices), or
Micron Technology could have just as easily have been the World Leader in manufacturing
computer microchip processors with pro se plaintiff’s intellectual property patentable inventions.
See Attached Exhibit Marked PROSE PL.EX. 74| 0
RELIEF SOUGHT

THERFORE Pursuant to the United States Code Amendments cited above in this civil
action, with emphasis at Title 28 USC § 1343 (a) (1) (2) (3), and (4), § 1338, and § 2201; This
United States District Court has the Authority and needed Jurisdiction to Render Judgments, and
Issue Orders directed at and to the parties here in this civil action, and to ORDER that an
Extraordinary Hearing be Held, and Conducted wherein the parties must perform under seal
record of this U § District Court a Demonstration of the Actual Trade Secrets the Proprietary

Information pertaining to the Commercially Valuable Products called Dual Core, Core 2 Duo
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Micro Processor, and the Computer Technology called Virtual Technology.

MATTHEW ROBERT YOUNG, The Clamant Plaintiff proceeding in pro se,
DEMANDS Just Compensation Awards in the Sum and Amount of Five Billion Dollars,

[$ 5,000,000,000.00] for the unauthorized use and profits made from pro se plaintiff’s
intellectual personal property patentable invention, and copyrightable works.

Pro se plaintiff further DEMANDS Compensatory Awards of ALL of the Patents,
Copyrights, Trademarks, Proceeds Monies, Stocks, Bonds, Securities, and Contracts,
Agreements, and any and ALL Business DEALS made generated and or agreed to in regards to
the Commercially Valuable Products called Core 2 Duo, and Virtual Technology.

Pro se plaintiff Request that this United States Court Issue and Injunction prohibiting
Intel Corporation its subsidiaries’, Business partners, Associates, and or any person or Citizen
within this Courts Jurisdiction to Order World wide from manufacturing, building, marketing,

selling or otherwise pertaining to the Technology stated and mentioned in this civil action.

Executed on this / 7_day of [Jev emba, A4

Pidlhe P ——

MATTHEW ROBERT YOUNG
Pro se plaintiff

I declare under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the

best of my knowledge.

Signed and Dated this /7 Day of Qe onder . 2003

ﬁ"dm:b\/ﬁ . ‘%f—/

MATTHEW ROBERT YOUNG
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~ ORIGINAL
PRO SE PL.EX. 2

Courtesy of INTEL co;

tel SenlorVice Presl_d:ant Pat Gelsinger shows off the company’s new.dual-core technology
‘wesday In San Francisco. The.chip maher says Its newest generation of microprocessors will
,"'afi?rm be_tt'er and_, use less eneryy .t_han existing Penfium 4 chips. .
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‘fwo-brain chip

Intel's dual-core processors

have two digital engines on one .

piece of silicon, enabling faster - =
multiple-computing tasks.

Dual-core processor

SURCE: Intel

The Associated Pres:

Chips: 4.

- Intel will rely

on ofhers to
Write programs

+ continued from Page DI

. bfef'as much as a décade behind
hardware developrnent.

Intel rolled out iis first dual-core
microprocessors late last year, and
said this week that it plans to up-
date them with a new energy-
saving chip architechwre in the

kY

third quarter of 2006. By the end of doesn’t conflict with the work of “threading -problems - that Iniel ' oh

another, Intel. calls such. pro-, ) " T
'grammiing, which ‘instructs multi<

*-ple pracessors 1o work in parallel,

this -year, Intel said, nearly three-

" +quartegs of all the microprocessors
it makes will use dual-core tech-
. nology. - N
-, vSometime,

in 2007, Tntel plans to

o]

introduce “quad-core” chips with
four microprocessors. In time, the
company hopes to put dozens or
perhaps hundreds of microproces-
sors on chips. Computers with
such power might be able to drive
and steer a car, for example, or per-
form other tasks well beyond the
scope of today’s technology.

But it's not going to happen
right away. Intel said this week that
it will move conservatively to intro-

" duce eight-core chips — and be-
yond — because computers can’t
yetusethem.

Multi-core chips must be pro-
gramined to coordinate their work
and access t0 complier MEemory,
so the work of each processor

“l’ﬂl.ll a l

basic hardware challenge behinc |
‘ofilti-cote Ships, {Lwill have fo rely N
on other com 0 wiite such™ ¢
“%‘f@‘@?ﬁ‘ﬁs““”éﬁbbﬂragemént L
sdnesday, Intel highlighted the
work of Pixar Animation Studios,
which has developed computer i,
software that takes advantage of ;
the additional computing power =
multi-core chips provide to pro- .4
duce more detailed animation. Wi
_Inte]l introduced new develop- Weg
ment tools for programmers. . my
‘Wednesday,. too, and_ said it will, dey,
work with universities to teach’ jug,
multi-core programming. -It “also_ ias,
announced- promotional contests  car.,.
~to_.-pique. ~developery’ - interest, say:{}
wil
1

promising . $5,000 prizes. e pro-
orammers . -who ' -soiVe ulu-

i A
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Intel Corporation
2111 N, E. 25th Ave,
JF3-147 :
Hillsboro, OR 97124

intel)_,

March 2 QOO?

T (TR

A ik im oo  pmar  m  ml

Mr. Matthew Young
SID No. 6242666
777 Stanton Blvd.
Ontario, OR 97914

Re:  Young - Lancelot
Our Ref 2007001728

Dear Mr, Young

We have received the materials you provided to us in connection with the above-
. referenced matter. After consideration and review of the submitted documents, Intel has
determined not to pursue this matter.

Thank you for your interest in Intel Corporatlon and for bringing this oppertunity
to our attention.

- o _ ! o Smcerely,
Gwen Olds
Outside Submissions Coordinator

GO/de e PRo SE PL&E‘- y
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[ntel to Invest in Vtrtuahzatwn Leader

By Dow CLARK

Chip giant Intel Corp., in
igreeffig to-invest $218.5 mil-
tonin EMC Corp.’s VMware Inc.
1nit, provided evidence that
1it technology called virtualiza-
ion is spawning new alliances,
ud posing challenges to Mi-
rrosoft Corp.

The deal, announced yester-
1ay, comes as VMwareis prepar-
ng for a closely watched initial
wublic offering. It also coincides.
nith a gromng_d'efiatew_b_ogt

vhether virtualization helps ¢ or,

1urts computer securit —and
fhetler Microsoft i 1s mlsusmg

aurtwate TcEdses o Slow Ty

,pread
Intel, of Santa Clara, Calif#

rector of emergmg '_technolo-

«could be. detected

Microsoft, which has cited
VMware as an emerging compet-
itor, added linguage to the lj-
cenging agreements for two con-
sumer versions of its Windows
Vista operating system that
bars users from using virtualiza-
tion. More costly versions of

. Windows Vista weren’t covered

by the prohibition.
The policy irked competitors,
‘ifitdviding Viiware and Paralrels

j Inc.a unit of SWsoft Inc. that of-

fers apopular program that helps
users of Apple Inc.’s Macintosh
system run Microsoft Windows.
Microsoft cansed further conster-
nation last month by inf;
reporters and analysts it was .
about to relax the restrictions—
and then reversing that decision
shortly beforeit was duetobe an-
nounced. A draft announcement
explained the proposed policy
change as aresponse to customer
“feedback”—but so did 2 subse-
quent Microsoft statement say-
ing it was dropping the e
Competitors and some ana-
lysts are skeptical about Mi-

cerns, They suggest it hopes to

slow customer adoption of v11'tu*~ s,

alization until it introduces:

more sophisticated products.

Though
heIp sell more Microsoft operat-
ing systems, it could also shift

virtualization could :

morecontrol over the basic func- -

tionsof PCs from the company to
computer makers, said Neil Mac-
Donzld, an analyst with market
researcher Gartner Inc.

A spokesman for Microsoft
dedined to comment on its re-
cent flip-flop or the criticisms

of its licensing policy, stating .
oaly that it “has reassessed the

Windows virtualization pohcy

crosoft statements that it was g& dec:ded that we will
etivaTed By sé’turl’fy Eon din the original policy a#— -

gounced last fall.”

iaid its venture-capital arm w111'
)ay $23 ashare for a stake repre-
ienting 2.5% of VMware’s com-

non shares after the offering.’ :
he companies, already part-'

ters, said they will broaden®
vork on joint marketing and.
echnology development. An In-~

el executive will become a direc- |

or of VMware, a Palo Alto, Calif,,
ompany that expects to raise’
7414 million from the offering.!

Virtualization uses software
hat emulates the features of a
omputer, making it easier to:
un tultiple operating systems 5
nd application programs on a
ingle machine. That benefits ;
ompanies by using a greater
ortion of servers’ computing |
apacity, reducing the need to’
uy additional systems.

_.T_ilﬁm_._m__lh.e_?
i i.and the hard-
L am:fuﬁnmaghme——
an be used to partition PCs so_
1ruses and other maliclous pro- |
rams can’t attack ensmve
arts of a system Inte though

plans to keep. ,cc"ﬂla,boxatmg
Ath ‘Microsoft, also wants to .
elp Esmptiter n makers ld in |
rhat it calls secunty “appli-
r;ggg’—-spem@,],tzed software,
ncapsulated . alo: With_a

Fipped-down operat ing sys-
E L RUTRAIE] mg@ne mt%at
nld guard against d_a_ggerous
Mtware,

“We firmly believe that vxrtu— 1
iization is a key technology to
Jlving a whole bunch of prob-
1ms,” said Steve Grobman, an 7
iel director of business-client
schitecture.

But one concern is whether
ackers could create virtualiza-
oni Soffware that boots up be-
e a computer s.0perating Sys:
0 secretly perform mis-
uef sald Ohver Fnednchs di-

.o T

A

F_._,..M_,_,_.. e e e
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Sony' recommends Windows Vista: Home Premium

Watch computer.

The Sony VAIO' LT PC/HDTV with Intel’ Core™ 2 Duo processor.
Born out of Sony HD technology. Learn moie ot sony.com/hdng
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is posted on site thieves
use tosell détails ™

. THE ASSOCIATED PRESS.

credit card numbers and per-

1 - monster-like character
< “The Munsters” TV sitcom.

tifully offered to-sell Munster's.

1 Mocking Bird ‘Lane, — and
|. _what appeated:to be his Mas-

N o s o

| Internet ID crooks get |

i 1 sty
| character’s informdtion -

. pany that quietly recorded de-
* tails of the illicit but wayward

WASHINGTON — Did ., xasaction, surmised ithat a

| miternet thieves steal Herritan -
- Munster’s Mastercard num--

~“Muinsters fari knéwledgeable . -

in g viderground|
¢| chat room for:selling stolen

sonal consumet ‘informatior - |
- offered pilfered datd purport---_
- edly about Herman Munster,- ~dicate:
.the .1960s’ Frankenstein’s as St

 .The thieves appareatly’ PIY
| - didn’t realize Munster:was a

| fictional TV character and du- - -
personal details —-accurately .
».;  listing his home address from o
|~ the television series as 1313 ' ¢

1 “terCard, niumber, ‘Munster's
birth date was listed -as Aug. .

s

the TV series’ original air

inSeptember 1964. = R

-“CardCopé Inc., the Malibu,
+Calif;; Internet security comn~

(;a‘te

IR T T
M N g

provided the bogus da )

“The’ identity thief thought
+it was good data,” sdid Dan
.Clements, - the ‘eompany’s

“about -the” show " deliberately

président. . o
Clements said evidehce in-"

sold of traded. If offers moni-
toring services to “alert”.con-

)am, scams and so;

erMonday may be big

v

» Bargains boost holiday sales, 1A

héve\ inject'ed.ma]ic_ious' _sdﬁﬁvafé code lnmuser
" comments and ads with links to popular e-com-"

-onyour ceflphone "~ -

€
DAY

FRANCISCO — Today will e ane of the big-
line shopping days of the year, aiid also one
e iom e frst M a after Thanks
er Monday, the iy -
‘onsameérs are expected to-sperid $821 mil-

s yeat, up 12% from 2007, says Robert Wil--

; liams,  €EQ- of Conversive, a
10logy ‘customer-service software compa-
] -0y for ‘online mercharits. - Today
ithe biggest day in a $44 billion online holi-
pping season, predicts Forrester Research.

vwobbly economy, combined with a con-
first for too-good-to-be-true bargains, has
§ bercgooks to_ unleash a torrent of

A g ‘

sparmn, phishing scams and maficious software,
“The downturn will- prompt mere attemnpts by
cybercrooks, because consurners — in their haste to
save costs — may be more susceptible to scams,”
says Ori Eisen, founder of 41st Parameter, ari In-
terrTi]EIFe fraud detection lfnd prevention service..
ats are everywhere, PC security experts say,
and today will bring a plague of them. Last vear,
phishing attacks soared 300% on Thanksgiving,

compared with the previous few days, and this year -

is expected to be worse, computer-sectirity firm
Cyveillance says. It predicts. cybercriminals this
year will Taunch even more sophisticated phishing

attacks on bargain-tnmters, as well as on small busi-

nesses and credit unions that lack strong anti-virus
software and firewalls..
Mainstream sites aren't completely safe, either,

says Mike Van Bruinisse, president of computer-

security E_rm PMe. Some enterprising hackers

" merce sites, “Stiek to core content on those: sites,

and don't get distracted by other stuff,” Van Bru- -

-inisse'says.

* Crooks also have térgeted anline buyers eschew-

' ing credit cards in this econcmny for debit cards; says

Paul Henninger, director of fraud solutions at anti-

“fraud software maker Actimize. Debit card fraud is -

especially perilous because it gives hackers'access
toabankaccount, hesays. .~ . . .
- Still, consumers can take simple steps to protect
themselves. Security experts urge PC users to be
wary of cut-rate deals from unfamiliar online mer-

 chants. They also suggest. using multiple passwords

when shopping and using the most up-to-date
Web browsers and anti-virus software. . - .

. “Look, the Internet can be scary,” says Micha
Barrett, chief information security officer at PayPal,
eBay’s online payments unit. “But you can be pretty -
safe if you take precautionary measures.”

t .
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‘Oracle Upgrade Is (ziving Pause —

Some Possible Users'
See No Need to J; umg
From Old Database

By VAURINI VARA

Oracle Corp. plans to unvei

& new version of its core soft
ware tomorrow for the firs:
time in four years. But custom
ers like Mark Showers have al/
ready decided to sit out ths
avent. l
. Oracle is launching a version
L. of its “database managemens
system” software, dubbed ver
sion 11g, that lets companies re-
trieve and make sense of theizl
digital data. But Mr. Showerd)
chiefinformation officer at agnq
. cultura] giant Monsanto Co.;
says his company is likely to
take at least two or three yearsg
to start moving from the previ?
ous version, 10g—double the

1---tinie Monsanto enee took, - Y

That’s because it typically
takes atleast several months for
a company to fully shift to anew
versionofOracle’s database soft-
ware—the larger the company,
the longer it takes—and lately,
Oracle has made several small,
ineremental changes in new re-
leases rather than a few large,
important ones that would com-
pelacompanyto quickly switch.-

St. Louis-based Monsanto
employs 17,500 people and has
annual revenue of $7.3 hillisn.
“For a company like Monsanto,
these new releases are a bit like
turning the battleship,” Mrl
Showers says. Without many

Y —

Lion’s Share

Share of world-wide relational-database

market in 2006

place outdated file-man-
agement systems. In the
1990s, they invested in
more database software
to support new programs
for tasks like tracking cus-
tomers and managing
Web sites. ’
Early in this decade,
purchases slowed in a
tough economy. Now,

security improvements

Sybase 3.2% _J ‘andtointeract with “busi-
Teradata 32— L —others7.0% - nessintelligence” soft-
S " thers 7.9 “Ware that helps track the

- , ) ) health of their hysiness.
2:::;:::: :run t add up to 100% due to sounding - Oracleisn't offering de-
' tails of 11g until its launch

must-have additions, he seeslit-
tle need to move guickly.

Mr. Showers’s viewisechoed

by other corporate tech man-
agers, highlighting maturation
in the database industry.
Whereas database releases

were once seen as revolution--

ary and typically sparked a buy-
ing frenzy, the new one offers
relatively incremental change.
The lnkewarm reception echoes
aphenomenon taking place else-
where in software: Microsoft
Corp.’s latest Windows operat-
ing systeni, called Vista, re-
celved far less fanfare when it
was released for consumers this
year than, say, Windows 95 did.

Still, expected changes in 11g
illustrate an evolution in how
corporate tech buyers use soft-
ware, says Bhavish Sood, an ana-
Iyst at Gartner Inc. In the 1980s,
database software hoomed as
companies scrambled to re-

in New York tomorrow,
but people briefed on the product
say it willinclude improved secu-
rity features and better capabili-
ties for malking sense of content
such as video files and Web con-
tent. The Redwood Shores, Calif,
company also hasn’t revealed its
pricing plans, &n Oraclespokes-
woman declined to comment.

As high-tech thieves increas-
ingly use the Internet and other _
meansto sneakintocorporateda-
tabases, Oracle and others haye
beenunder pressure to give com-
panies abett tocontrol ac-
Céss, says Toby Weiss, chief exery:
tiveof Application SecurityInc,,.
4 N&W YOTK database-security.
firm:~Application Security has
Tested 11g, and Mr. Weiss says it
I871i: Y€ secure, In part because of
features thaf let companies het-

;g_g@_ghggcﬁvity inside their
databases and puf more ific
IeStrictions o'n'“'ﬁme
TIeW vVersion IS also expected to

Ing, to take advantage of .

make it easier to pull together
“unstructured” data ke Web
content and video files.

Oracle is trying to whet com-
panies’ appetite for new soft-
ware through discounts, with the
expectation that customers will
paybig fees for continuing techni-
cal support, David Hauser, chief
technology officer of GotVMail
Communications L1.C, atelecom
company in Weston, Mass., has
lately negotiated discounts of
50% on Oracle software with the
help of Miro Consulting Ine¢.

Still, Mr. Hauser doesn’t expectto -

move to 11g for at least two years.
“The large feature sets have al-
ready been accomplished,” he
says. “Now it’s small things. 'm
not going to upgrade just for
that.” -

And Oracle increasingly faces
competition from lower-cost da-
tabase alternatives from rivals

like Microsoft. Arindam Sen, lead
databaseadministratorat Ameri-

can-Power Conversion Corp.,

“part of Schiieider Eleetrie'SAof 7
Rueil-Malmaison, France, says -

he often gets phone calls from Or-
acle salespeople trying to per-
suade him to switch from Mi-
crosoft’s SQL Server software.
SQLServer costsless than Or-
acle’ssoftware, but Oracle’s data-
base software is considered

heavier-duty, more appropriate -
for big companies. In recent

years, though, “Microsoft has

caught up with Oracle” in soft--

ware reliability and perform-

ance, Mr. Sen argnes. So he is

sticking with Microsoft, which
he says saves him $700,000 to

$800,000 a year comparad with .

Oracle,

Exhwbikg

mistelaneoys

J—
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Authontles havmg :

. greater success
 tracking them down

.‘ByjonSwartz

USA TODAY " -

SAN FRANC!SCO In what is .
‘shaping up as a breakthrough

© year; federal authorities have qui-

etly cracked down on some of the -

- biggest Internet crime rings.

Secret Service and FBI opera-
tions since. Jan-

mo‘m uary have lg
ken up a huge fnrum for stolen
credit cards and shut down the
world’s largest spam ring. Inves- -
tigations have led to indictments
of other high-profile spammers
and. 11 people allegedly behind
the computer breale-in at TJX and

other major retailers.

The FBI and Secret Service do
not provrde annuai cybercrime
statistics, but high-protile arrests

are significantly up this year, says

_ Shawn Henry, assistant director

of the BBl Cyber DlVlSlOH. .
Dozens of such actions reflect.

“better-trained agents and prose-

cutors,: stronger laws and ‘more -
‘cooperation'from crime fighters -

overseas. ‘Strides. in cybercrime

fighting are particularly impor-.

% tant now because most security

. experts point out that fidud soars .
during economic downturns. Cy- -
bercrime is an estimated $200
bilIlon market. o

For the first time, "lts not a
question of whether you will be
caught, but when,” says Heman-
_shu Nigam, " chief security officer -
" of MySpace who, as a Microsoft
executive, crafted a $250,000
bounty in Jate 2003 that ied to
the arrest of infamous German
hacker Sven jaschan.

‘Aiding the crime fighting: .

» More resources. Federal
agencies have a better under-
standing of technology and how
to infiltrate organized crime
groups, especially in Eastern
Europe. “The threat: is not going
away. But our ability to impact

_the _threat has become much bet-

5 Afederaicrackduwnonqrbera'lmemgshescul-

minated in d flurry of profile actions this year
‘ thathaveputadentm esnmated $200 bilhon ille‘ .
gal marlet, Among the e

lbmmbenDakMarhet.oneofmeIntemet'smost-'

':'i.;Some federal cybercrime: crackdomms in 2008

‘ mdictments of 11 people worldwrde for the theltof N
- ="temofmilhonsofcreditanddebltcardnumbersof
customers for nine major U.S, retaflers, including TIX, -
VparentcompanyofTJ Maxx, Marshalls and ether

stares, Two suspects, Damon Patrick Toey and Chiristo-

notorious forums for stolén credit cards, is shut down.
" The FBI announces the arrests of 56 people worldwide
associated with the uperanon and announces the pre-
vention of $70 million in fraud.”
Also shuttered: HerbaflGng, the world's largest |
spam tifg, responsible for ‘billions of e-mail messages

- subscribers. Vitale was sentenced in federal court in
.'Manhattaual’terpieadmgguiityrnoremanayearago

-pherScott havepleadedguﬂtyaccordingtocowtrec-. _ Ang
- b- _Iuly. Adam Vitale was sentenced to 30 months in

pnsonfursendmgspammmnremanumﬂhonAOL

. touting drugs, “male-enhancement” pills  to breaking anti-spam laws. He was also urdered fo

and diet pills. A federal court in Chitago, actingona paySlSOOOOtoAOLmrestrtmm :

complaint by the Federal Tiade Cominission, orders He senred time and was released.

the shutdown, :

»-August. The jusnce Department amwunces the By Jon Swartz

ter,” says Henry. tive Dmsron. phrshers this year. -

The Secret Service has ramped » International help ‘The . Romanian Prosecutor General
up training for its agents, prose-- feds are partnering closely with Laura Codruta Kovesi has led the
cutors and federal judges. About. peers in Romania, Turkey, Germa- “effort to prosecute individuals

1,000 agents are trained, signifi--
cantly more than a year ago..

“These mvestlgatlons take time
and expertise,” says John Large,
special agent in charge of the Se-
cret Sem

Cruninal Investiga-

ny and’ elsewhere. “Romania is:

the gold standard,” says Henry,

"who hid the groundwork with -

the country’s national police.
Working with them, the FBI has
arrested 90 people, pnmarrly

with ties to international orga-
nized crime involved in comput-
erand credit card fraud schemes.
“The U.S. and their Romanian

counterpart agencies are work-" j

ing as partners and colleagues

JEE -

——

S p——————

T n oty

S ce\\‘ahe w9
v

v

ays .
“:Henry- says he met‘\mth cy
beroﬂima]smMosconJanuar‘

. -and that Russian agents are beiry

trained in the U.S; “We think th
're]atlonshlp can be:as fruitfil a
the one in Romania,” he says,
‘ > Stiffer. cyberlaws. Sentenc

guidelines have gotten tough

- “It’s casier to get someon
locked up,” says Keith Schwaln

‘| -president of DNK Consulting an

"a former Secret Service 'ager
who worked on cybersecunty it
sues. One law in particular -hi
given prosecutors a crime-figh
ing tool. The Identity Theft Er
forcement and Restitution Act ¢

| 2008 makes it a felony to damag

10 or more PCs used by or for th
' federal government or a fmancr.
institution.

Tech companies also are gnpr
aggresswely pursuing crir
with existing laws. MySp
filed five lawsuits th
-against spammers, or
resulted in a record £

judgment: for viola*

" elal e wly



Cv08-1496-BR
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

CASE NAME: MpRTHEW R, YounG V. InmLeJ QOrPoi‘a #an

CASE NUMBER: (if known)

COMES Now, Matthwero N )ﬁuna) , and certifies the following:

That I am incarcerated by the Oregon Department of Corrections at _ZZLSi'Zn 7‘5{) Ble’ ,
Onyasio. OR 97914

That on the 2d, _day of {)ece mbﬁﬁ ,2003 I personally placed in the

Correctional Institution’s mailing service A TRUE COPY of the following:

I placed the above in a securely enclosed, postage prepaid envelope, to the person(s)
- named at the places addressed below:

Totel Corooration

AN NE TS Ave
T3 - 147
HillShoeo ., R 97424

plle e 2
(Signature) /

Print Namemc?#ﬂ%./ £, /4/6/174
SID. No.: L4606
777 Stantgn Eivd;,
cntanio, OR 979(4

Page 1 of 1 —Certificate of Service : Form 03.015



