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APPENDIX A 

Paragraph 5: p. 4, ll. 12-13; 13-15; 15-17; 17-19; p. 4, l. 19 – p. 5, l. 2. 

 “Plaintiff’s mistake has had significant personal consequences to each of 
the innocent defendants like Mr. Lamberson;” 

 “Plaintiff continues to defend its grave mistakes as somehow societally 
acceptable, and plaintiff has never acknowledged the mistake nor 
apologized to Mr. Lamberson;” 

 “Innocent ISP subscribers need incentive to stop this unlawful extortion 
racket, not to succumb to it;” 

 “In over 25 years of intellectual property litigation, I have never represented 
‘more innocent’ defendants than these BitTorrent ISP subscribers who had 
absolutely no connection to the plaintiff that recklessly sued them;” 

 “The defense attorneys’ fee system exists to incentivize innocent 
individuals not to submit to extortion and to work toward exoneration.”  

Paragraph 8: p. 6, ll. 12-14; 14-15; 15-17; 18 – p. 7, l. 2; 2-4; 4-8; 8-10; 10-14. 

 “Plaintiff asserts it has “immunity” to file baseless lawsuits as part of its 
extortion scam;” 

 “Elf-Man LLC does not deny using fraudulent declarations of a fictitious 
declarant (“Darren M. Griffin”);” 

 “Plaintiff does not deny that Crystal Bay Corporation (CBC), the South 
Dakota company the fictitious declarant (and Mr. Macek) claimed to work 
for, is not a legally operating entity;” 

 “Plaintiff does not deny the authenticity of the APMC Prezi presentation I 
discovered that appears to be the playbook for the use of such deceitful 
declarations to trick federal judges into granting Subpoenas to obtain 
subscriber names so that unlawful extortionate demands can be made;” 
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 “This is sham litigation and, thus, the ill effects of it can be the basis for 
civil liability and equitable relief to deny enforceability of the abused 
copyright” 

 “So, Mr. Lamberson had a right to file counterclaims for money and for 
equitable relief, but these money counterclaims were withdrawn, as I have 
testified in ECF No. 100, as a convenience to reduce expense, given 
plaintiff’s transparent attack on the counterclaims and the waste of 
resources that would have to be undertaken to keep them viable.” 

 “The money-damages Counterclaims were not withdrawn because they 
lacked merit, they were withdrawn because plaintiff was frustratingly 
evasive and deceitful, continually lying about the nature of its lawsuit.” 

 “I decided to concentrate our resources not on money-damage 
Counterclaims, but in otherwise enlightening plaintiff’s counsel about each 
of its handlers’ fraudulent acts as our investigation uncovered them, hoping 
that counsel would at some point see the light and do the right thing.” 

Paragraph 9: p. 7, l. 16 – p. 8, l. 1; 1-3. 

 “The sanctions motions were well founded: (i) obviously, plaintiff 
conducted no good faith investigation of Mr. Lamberson before naming 
him; and (ii) obviously, plaintiff’s handlers needlessly multiplied the 
proceedings being consistently (even predictably) evasive and deceitful 
about essentially every aspect of the case.” 

 “The Court had discretion not to award sanctions, but this does not diminish 
that plaintiff, its counsel, and its handlers engaged in sanctionable conduct 
throughout the matter.” 

Paragraph 10: p. 8, ll. 4-5; 6-9; 9-11; 12-15; 15-17; 17-18. 

 “Plaintiff’s foreign, unidentified handlers are responsible for a tidal wave 
of fraud on the federal court system;” 

 “listing of some of the hundreds of cases in which plaintiff’s handlers used 
the declaration of a fake person (“Darren M. Griffin”) working for a fake 
company (Crystal Bay Corporation) submitted to trick federal judges into 
authorizing Subpoenas so that subscribers could be extorted;” 
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 “Exhibit A are true and correct copies of the fraudulent declarations of this 
fake witness working for this fake company filed by Elf-Man LLC and The 
Thompsons Film LLC;” 

 “Plaintiff and its counsel do not deny that these fraudulent declarations were 
filed by Elf-Man LLC; indeed, plaintiff’s opposition to the fees, ECF No. 
101-1, Exhibit A, shows plaintiff’s continued refusal to explain the 
existence of the fake witness and the fake company it has used in this and 
other districts;” 

 “The uses of these fraudulent declarations are unclean hands of the dirtiest 
variety, presumably amounting to criminal behavior.” 

 “Plaintiff Elf-Man LLC and its related plaintiffs such as The Thompsons 
Film LLC should receive no equity from this or any federal court.” 

Paragraph 12: p. 9, ll. 17-19; 19 – p. 10, l. 6; 8-10; 10-13; 14 – p. 11, l. 1; 1-3; 3-

7; 7-13; 13-14; 14 – p. 12, l. 2; 2-14; 15-19; 19 – p. 13, l. 3. 

 “Plaintiff continued to file fraudulent declarations in connection with its 
opposition to attorneys’ fees in this case and in the Motions for Default 
Judgment in the main cases;” 

 “plaintiff’s handlers stopped using declarations of fake witness “Darren M. 
Griffin” in mid-November 2013 (after hard questioning in October 2013 
about Mr. “Griffin” not only by me, but by a federal judge in Louisiana) – 
now, the plaintiff’s handlers’ pretend their witness is Daniel Macek, who 
may in fact be a real person, albeit a person who cannot be deposed without 
intervention from the State Department and for whom a bogus foreign 
address has been provided and never corrected;” 

 “I have previously testified that CBC does not have a technical department 
or any legitimate operations and is in no position to hire German nationals 
to work for it;” 

 “Just this week, we became informed of Declarations (or their Australian 
equivalent) of Mr. Macek were submitted to Australian courts where Mr. 
Macek apparently testified that his investigations were undertaken for 
‘MaverickEye UG’ of Germany;” 
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 “The Australian Court apparently is suspicious of Mr. Macek’s declarations 
and has ordered him to personally appear in Australia to testify under oath. 
The plaintiff in the Australian case is Dallas Buyers Club LLC. Dallas 
Buyers Club LLC is a client of Mr. Lowe’s who has filed several new 
BitTorrent cases in the WD WA using declarations of Mr. Macek where 
Mr. Macek claims to have conducted his Dallas Buyers Club investigation 
for Crystal Bay Corporation;” 

 “As I have testified, these BitTorrent ‘investigations’ are undertaken 
globally and then sifted by nation and judicial district based on the 
geolocation of the entrapped IP addresses;” 

 “So I inquired of Mr. Lowe to explain how Mr. Macek could testify to the 
WD WA that he conducted his investigation for Crystal Bay Corporation 
of South Dakota using Crystal Bay Corporation software, but then testify 
to that Australian court that he somehow simultaneously conducted that 
identical work for MaverickEye of Germany using MaverickEye 
software;” 

 “This is the same logic I used in demanding a plausible explanation about 
Mr. Macek’s declaration in this case: if the Elf-Man investigations are 
globally performed and then geolocated and sifted into districts, how could 
“Darren M. Griffin” be the Elf- Man LLC witness in other districts (where 
no Initial Disclosures were ever provided), but the ED WA witness is 
somehow Daniel Macek (because Initial Disclosures had been triggered?);” 

 “Mr. Lowe’s own Exhibit A to ECF 101-1 shows his refusal to explain 
CBC and its fake witness ‘Darren M. Griffin;’” 

 “Our own investigation this past week into MaverickEye showed its ties to 
IPP, the purported company plaintiff’s handlers’ use as witnesses in 
pornography cases that may be an alternate name for GuardaLey. (Recall 
that plaintiff submitted the declaration of Patrick Paige, ECF No. 90, who 
testified about a test he conducted using IPP software, but without ever 
explaining how that test of IPP software related to the software Mr. Patzer, 
in ECF No. 89, said he had designed and assigned to Excipio and that 
somehow was used by Mr. Macek while somehow working for CBC;” 

 “The answer to this relation appears to me to be that IPP software does 
exist, and the remainder of the testimony about Excipio and CBC is 
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testimony fabricated for submission to this Court.) Here are some of the 
connections I found of MaverickEye to the IPP/Guardaley/CBC criminal 
guild: (i) MaverickEye has a website, http://www.maverickeye.de but the 
website has no phone number or email method of contact; (ii) the 
MaverickEye website includes verbatim categories from the website for 
IPP International, http://www.ippint.de; (iii) the MaverickEye website has 
verbatim language from some of those IPP website categories; (iv) the URL 
contact for maverickeye.de is an address at ippint.de (just as the APMC 
URL contact is an address at guardaley.com); (v) the MaverickEye website 
lists a street address in Stuttgart, Germany that is the same short-term office 
rental and mailbox address which was the bogus (and never corrected) 
address we were given for Mr. Macek;” 

 “So it is no surprise that Mr. Lowe refuses to explain (i) how Mr. Macek 
testified in the WD WA to have worked for CBC while testifying to 
somehow simultaneously work for MaverickEye to the Australian court; or 
(ii) how Mr. Macek testified in the ED WA to have worked for CBC 
somehow doing the same work simultaneously as a fake person testified 
that “he” did for that same fake company;” 

 “Plaintiff and its handlers have defrauded the federal court system (and 
beyond those borders) and its lawyers are pretending at great lengths that 
this somehow did not happen. Outrageous!” 

Paragraph 16: p. 17, ll. 1-2. 

 “These Vision Films subpoenas helped confirm plaintiff’s unlawful scam.” 

Paragraph 18: p. 17, ll. 9-11. 

 “I am confident that the plaintiff used a falsified Certificate of Service to 
pretend it had timely provided objections to the APMC discovery. None of 
the evidence supports the Certificate of Service as being true.” 

Paragraph 19: p. 17, ll. 12-14; 14-19; 19 – p. 17, l. 2. 

 “Part of plaintiff’s handlers’ scam is to join all defendants in each district in 
one case, claiming each participated in concert with the others. Plaintiff thus 
avoided $11,200 of filing fees in the ED WA and $60,000 in the WD WA;” 
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 “In fact, however, the percentage chance that plaintiff’s joinder allegations 
are true is zero. Attached as Exhibit E is the declaration of Delvan Neville 
filed in the Southern District of Indiana wherein he analyzed a ten-
defendant BitTorrent case brought by plaintiff’s handlers where he 
examines the plaintiff’s joinder allegations and concludes they are a 
scientific impossibility – in other words, bunk;” 

 “Legitimate plaintiffs are not allowed to avoid required federal court filing 
fees, so, a fortiori, fraudulent plaintiffs should not be able to avoid them.” 

Paragraph 20: p. 18, ll. 3-4; 4-7; 7-9. 

 “Plaintiff’s handlers violated Washington law by using private 
investigators not licensed or bonded as Washington law requires’” 

 “Plaintiff’s counsel was deceitful about the location of these investigators 
who are apparently located in Germany (or the United Kingdom or The 
Netherlands or South Dakota or Sacramento, as the trail of the handlers’ 
lies has proffered)’” 

 “Telephonic depositions of German nationals in a U.S. civil case are 
unlawful in Germany, and plaintiff provides no contrary evidence.” 

Paragraph 21: p. 18, l. 13; 13-15; 15-16. 

 “bogus lawsuit” 

 “Plaintiff’s token offer that Mr. Lamberson is entitled to fewer than 20 
hours of fees is bad faith given plaintiff’s litany of evasion and deceit;” 

 “Justice has required Mr. Lamberson to fully brief the fee request since 
plaintiff has declined to negotiate in good faith.” 

Paragraph 22: p. 19, ll. 2-5. 

 “Mr. Lamberson also continued investigation into the lies and fraud 
plaintiff and its handlers perpetrated on United States District Courts – these 
lies and fraud are directly relevant to the propriety of a fee award and 
multiplier as Mr. Lamberson requests.” 

Paragraph 23: p. 19, ll. 6-8. 
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 “Plaintiff again makes the incorrect assertion that its motion to dismiss its 
own case was prior to Mr. Lamberson’s Motion to Compel the APMC 
discovery. The ECF numbers show that it was not.” 

Paragraph 24: p. 19, ll. 10-14. 

 “If plaintiff’s late-filed response had honestly admitted that the Certificate 
of Service was erroneous, then I would not have moved to strike the 
pleadings. Instead, the late-filed response took the position that the deceitful 
Certificate of Service was proper, so I moved to strike the pleadings for 
being as late, as well as wrong.” 

Paragraph 25: p. 19, ll. 16-19. 

 “Intellectual property skill was necessary to the defense and hastened 
resolution of the case – for example, other defendants have answered that 
they had never heard of Elf-Man, but they remain ensnared in the litigation 
over 20 months since its filing date.” 

Paragraph 26: p. 20, ll. 1-3. 

 “Unless immediate payment is ordered, it is virtually certain that plaintiff 
and its handlers will evade payment of the judgment and be deceitful in its 
collection, just as they have been evasive and deceitful in litigation of the 
substantive matter.”  

Paragraph 27: p. 20, ll. 6-9; 9-12; 12-13; 13-16; 16 – p. 21, l. 2. 

 “In over 25 years of intellectual property litigation, I have never 
encountered the wholesale disregard for the facts, the law, the honor of the 
Court, or the obligations of counsel to abide by the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure as this case and its related cases have displayed;” 

 “Ms. VanderMay admitted that ‘plaintiff’s representatives’ were trying to 
force her into unlawful positions, yet Mr. Lowe perpetuates the pattern of 
evasion and deceit without ever acknowledging that there might be a 
problem;” 

 “Plaintiff’s handlers have devised a scheme to abuse the federal courts as a 
necessary part of an unlawful extortion campaign;” 
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 “These unidentified handlers collect extorted monies from innocent people 
every day, but, when their scheme is revealed, they retreat, leaving only the 
unfortunate copyright holder and its counsel before the Court to face the 
consequences;” 

 “I respectfully request that this Court award the full amount requested, 
doubled under equity, for immediate payment and that the matter be 
referred to the United States Attorney for investigation of the use of 
fraudulent declarations by Elf-Man LLC in connection with an unlawful 
extortion scheme.” 
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