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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF OREGON 

. . 
KEITH GOODRIDGE CONSTRUCTION, CV No. 
and JCEITH GOODXUDGE, 

Plaintiffs, 

WYBS, INC., a Delaware Corporation, doing 
business as MERCHANTCIRCLE and 
JOHN DOE 1, 

Defendants. 

NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION 
UNDER 28 USC $8 1332,1441, and 1446 

TO: THE CLERK OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT 
OF OREGON, EUGENE DIVISION: 

Pursuant to 28 USC §(i 1332,1441 and 1446, defendant WYBS, Inc., 

dba MerchantCircle, Inc. ("MerchantCircle"), hereby gives notice of removal of the action 

entitled Keith Goodridge Construction, and Keith Goodridge v. WYBS, Inc., a Delaware 

Corporation, doing business as MerchantCircle and John Doe I, Case No. 082581, pending in 
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the Circuit Court of the State of Oregon for the County of Linn to the United States District 

Court for the District of Oregon, Portland Division. A true and correct copy of the summons and 

complaint received are attached as Exhibit 1. 

BASIS FOR REMOVAL 

1. At all relevant times, defendant WYBS, Inc. is and was a Delaware 

corporation doing business as MerchantCircle.com. WYBS owns the Web site 

www.merchantcircle.com, is registered to do business in the state of California, and has its 

principal place of business in Los Altos, California. WYBS has no employees in the state of 

Oregon. 

2. Pursuant to 28 USC 9 1446, this notice of removal is timely filed within 

30 days after service of the summons and complaint. 

3. The United States District Court for the District of Oregon has original 

jurisdiction over this case pursuant to 28 USC 9 1332. Complete diversity exists between the 

parties: Goodridge is a citizen of Oregon and defendant is a citizen of Delaware. John Doe 1 is 

a fictitious party, and pursuant to 28 USC $ 1441 (a), is disregarded as to citizenship. Plaintiffs 

seek damages in the amount of $1,000,000 which exceeds the $75,000 threshold of the amount in 

controversy. 

4. Defendant is therefore entitled to remove this action to the United States 

District Court for the District of Oregon pursuant to 28 USC 5 1441 and according to the 

procedure contained in 28 USC $ 1446. 

5.  Promptly after filing this notice of removal, defendant will serve a copy 

upon plaintiffs and will file a copy with the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Linn County, Oregon. 
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WHEREFORE, defendant removes the above-entitled action now pending in the 

Circuit Court of Linn County, State of Oregon, to the United States District Court for the District 

of Oregon. 

DATED this 9th day of October, 2008. 

MILLER NASH LLP 

Elisa J. Dozono, OSB No. 063 150 
elisa.dozono@mi~lernash.com 
Miller Nash LLP 
3400 U.S. Bancorp Tower 
11 1 S.W. Fifth Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97204-3699 
Telephone: (503) 224-5858 
Fax: (503) 224-01 55 

Attorneys for Defendant WYBS, Inc., 
dba Merchantcircle, Inc. 
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3: WYBS, Inc., do@ 'business as 
Ma~ilsuttCircle 
201 Main Street, Suite 100 
1 . n ~  Altos, CA 94022 

YOU ARE HEREBY REQUIRED TO APPEAR and defend lhc Complaint filed against you . the above-entided =lion within thirty (30) days from the &te of senice of this Suxx~mons upon 
3 d in ths case of yaw failure to do so, far want thereof, Plaintiffs will apply to the Court for 
i1ie.f demanded in the Complaint. 

Papers in this action may he served upon PlainWs by d l  to: 

THE V A N D E W  LAW FlRM 
388 Slate Street, Suia 340 
S Jem, Oregon 97301 

The telephone number d the above law office is: 

The VmderMay L W  firm 
388 Stato Sttoot, Suite 340 
Sdm, Oregon 91301 
(5033 5884053 
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NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: READ TFIESE PAPERS CAREFULLY! 

You must "appear" in this case or fhc u k r  side will w-h automaticdly. To "appear" you 
nwt file with the court a legal paper. . . called a "motion" or "atlswer". The "motion" or "answer" must 
o given to the court clerk or acbndmtor within 30 days along with the required fling fm. It mmust 
e in pcpm form aad have @of senice on the Plaintiffs' attorney or, if the Plaintiffs do not have 
n attorney, proof of sexvice upon the Plaintiffs. 

'If you have any questions, you should see m,.@upe)[:-~&a~!yl_-lfy0~.2re~e_d~h~1~.b.. 
-3Xtt6Gj7-i y&u-Eiiiy dl-&= &ikon SGk Bar's: Lawyer Referral Senrice at (503)684-3763 
Ir toll-free in Oregon at (800)452-7636, 

I, the undasigd attorney ofrecord for the Plaintiffs, certify rhsr the foregoing is .an ~xact  
tnd complete copy of the original Summom in the above-entitied action. 

The VanderMay Law F "le) of Attorneys for Pla.ktiffs: 

Thc VandctMny Law P i  
388 SWe S-4 Suite 360 
Satcm, b g o n  97301 
(503) 5888053 
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.l.iiEE!!Y CEilTiFY THAT THE FOREGOISS IS 1, 
IZi)WLEi;it AND EXACT COPY OFTHE DR!GINA!.. 

m THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR mm STATE OF OREGQN 

FOR THE1 C O W  OF LINN 

I 
WYBS, INC., a Dclaware Corporafion, 1 COMPLPJNlr 
doing bxsincsw as MERCHANTCIRCLE ) efamation, I W ,  Interference with 
and JOHN DOE 1, ? usiness Relations') 

12 

13 

Defendants. 

K;ETlM GOODRIDGE CONSmUCTION, ) 
and I G ~  O O O D ~ G E ,  ) c m  NO. 08,-25F9 I 

Plaintiffs, 
1 
? 

" 18 1 COMES NOW, Keith Goodddg~ imd Kcih Goodridge Consteuctian, by and through 

19 their counsel of record, Matthew P. Zanotelli and The VanderMay Lw, Firm, and complains and R 

I Exhibit 1 - Page. 3 
Notice of Removal 

22 
23 

24 

1, 

At a l l  times relevant herein. Kdth Goodridgo is and was a natural person living just 

outside tbs Ciw of Lebanon, C o m ~  ofLin0, State of Orogoh 
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2. 

At all times r d c ~ a n t  hcicin, Keith Goodridge Construction is and was a sole 

roprietorship wholIy awned by Plaintiff Keith Goodridge, with its principal place of business 

ocated just outside the City of Lebanon, County of Lirm, State of Oregon. 

miness under the fictitious name MerchtCicle, who owns the web site 
m.m~h~~r'cle.com, registered to do business in the State of California. Both W B S ,  Inc. 

md MerchmtCircle advertise a principal place o f  business at 201 Main Street, Suite 100, Los 
$ltos, CA 94022. Neither mdly name is rs;gi-d to do business in thc Statc of Oregon to the 

mnwledge of Plaia6ffs. 

4. 

Despite having a principal place of business within the Stale of California, Defendant 

W S ,  Inc., d0hg business as Mcr~kat~tCircb @-inafter "Dcfadant ~ a c b o n t ~ i r & ' ~ )  

zolicits web site bbusiacss to local merchants in the State o f  Oregon and advertises on its web site 

hst it @oms such services for cornpanics located in the State of Oregon. 

5,  

Under infomadon and belief, D c I a h l  J u b  Doe 1 ''Attorney" opmtcs uudm thc fictitious 

mmc "Attorney" and under information belief and as Defendant John Doe 1 ''Attomq'' states he 

has knowledge of persons who have done business with Plaintiffs, they probably reside in or around 

Ljnn County, Oregon. Plaintiffs mervc the dght to amend this complaint & include the true identi57 

of "bAttorney" when it becomes known. 
6. 

On or about Thursday, July 10,2008, Plaintiff Keith Goodridge Construction was bidding 

a conshucfion job. 

Exhibit 1 - Page 4 
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7. 

While bidding t h i s  job, the potsntid client of Plaintiff Keith Gnodtidge Cnnstruction. 

IC, informed Plaintiff Keith Goodxidge that he had heard PlaintiEKeith Goodridge 

~omimction had Elled a teenager, Potentid client told Plaintiff Keith Goodridge #at he read 
~s information on www.MerchantCircle.m, and w d d  not do business with PlaintZfs unless 

* . 
e knob how the teen&rs death o~curmi. 

8. 

Plaintiff then sskd potentid client to show him the p e g .  Plaintiff viewod the following 

rosting on www.MerthantCircle.com on July 10,2008: 

I am not at liberty to disclose all the facts as of this time, so I will share what 
in5ormation. 1 can. 
K d h  h Goodridge Construction M a a W e B / R a i I t  an outdoor arena located in 
Lebanon, Ckagon. There was a teenaget. riding in the arena and due to lack of proper 
building materials and lack of solid fomdatian for the structure it coollasped whro the 
teenager and .the horse bunrged a m  uf Ult: imin tczuus m the comer of thc strudure, 
The teen was killed and the horse struggled h e  only to be humanely destroyed later 
due ~ - to injuries. Parents of the teenager are seeking an undisdosed mount for 
obvious reasons. 
Just 04,2008 by AtLomey" 

9. 

Plaintiffs hen mnducted a reasonable investigation into all prior horse arena constnu:~on 
,erfomed by Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs have reasonably determined that the posting on 

G F 
(Defamation: Against Ref~udant MatbanCimle) 

PIajntiffs incorporate paragraphs 1-9 as if fully incorporated and set forth hemin, 
11. 

Exhibit I - Page 5 
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Mer learning of the posting w www.MmchantCircle.com, Plainti%, by and through their 

;uumel of record, scnt n o d e d  mail and regular US. mail letter to McrcSlantCircle at their 

nincipd place of business as Bsted on their web site, 201 Main Street, Suite 100, LOS Altos, CA 
34022 in accordance with ORS 3 1.21 5. 

12. 
..-, .. . 

~ h c  rstlrm Liiipl for fie fm &c ciatifi-sii mailing ds~czilmd in parogrnph eleven (I 1) w ' 

zceived by counsel for Plaintiff3 on July 23, 2008 and was apparently signed by a 'Tifava 
0-bger," though no date of deliwry was acknowledged by that individual. This return receipt 

s attachd as PhinWs Exhtiit 1,. The return receipt was received July 23,2008, back at the offices 

3 f 7 b e  Va~ldd4idy Law F k ,  indicating that this noticc was rcocived by Defenht Merchantcircle 

10 later than July 22, 2008. Despite the request for a comctian or a retraction at 1- ns 

:onspi~tons as the original posting, no such correction or retraction has been made by Defendant 
MerchantCkcf e. 

13. 

As m-.MerchantCm1e.com is an Internet web site that is not password protected, it is 
apened to the public and has therefore been pubfished to third persons. This can be substantiated 

by the "activity tracker'' icon published in the Iower right-hand comer ofthe web.page. 

14. 

Plaintiffs, under information and belief, do not believe that tbis was a privileged 

cornmecation despite an assertion that ~s was made by an individuaI identifying himself as 

"Attorney," as this idomt ion  was publicafly available and not made by an individual who is an 
identEed public official. subject to irnmunily wder Oregon or F c d d  Law- 

15. 

Aftcx tht two week period whihDef;endant MerchtCircle had to remove this in fomion  

from fheir web site in order to be subject to g e m 1  damages under Oregon law, this information is 

Thc VendorMay L w  Firm 
3 8R Statc SMN, Siite Id0 
Satom, Qrtgon 97301 
503-58WO53 
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till availablt whm one performs a googlc search through www.goode.com in a dflment directory 

nline than it was previously posted on. Plaintiffs, undcr idormatian and belief, assert &at 

kfbndmt MedmtCircle has tilkctively republished the statement pasted by "Attorney" a d  made 

t fhcir own statement by having it appear in a different location than it was originally posted on. 

16. . .. . a -  . *  

AS ~efendant MerchmtCircle is a web sit6 encouraging the posting of reviews of lotal 

nerchants which adds value to Defendant MerchantCiroIe's website as a business d e w  service, 

ny immunity it might receive unda applicable law is lost as this company profits from the pastings 
hemselves. 

17. 

Under information a d  bdief nf Plainti&, Plaintiffs b v e  d a e d  damage 'ro their reputafkm 

md business in the following ways: 

A. Potential cIients of Plaintiff Keith Goodridge Construction have brought up the 

posting w MerchantCircIe,com3 
B. Plaintiff Kcitb Godridpz's and P h t i E K d t h  C3oodridge Constnxction's mutation 

the community has been harmed by tkis posting; 
C. Plaidffs bve noticed &I extreme decrease in tbe mount of business that Plaintif% 

have been even able to bid for, let alone obtain; 

D . Plaintiff Keith Goodridge has silRered emotianal distress as a result of the 

defaznatory statement by Defendant MerchantCircle; 

E. Plaintiffs hsve had to divert a large amount of time and rcsomces to the investigation 

and prosecution in this claim, 

. And dl damages continue to accnrc in an amount to be prova &trial. 

18. 

As a r d t  of De'endant MachantCircle9s fdlure to print a retraction in this matter, 

Exhibit 1 - Page 7 
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et forth herein. 

20. 

As described above in paagmph eight (8) above, a posting was made on the Ifitmet by 

)efentttnt Job Doe 1 "Attomy" an or about June 4,2008, which was di.smvered by Plaintiffs 

kith Goodridge and Keith Goodridge Construction, hc. on or about July 10,2008. 

21. 

Afterthe wonabl e investigation of the content of the posting made by Defendant John Doe 

"Attorney" ou Uxe ~.Mcro6antCirole,com web site, Plaintiffs, under informatinn and belief* 

rssert the posting to be false. 

22. 
Defendant John Doe 1 "'Attamey" p s k d  the alleged dcfarnatory statement on 

~ . M m h ~ t c ' ~ ~ k ~ -  an Internet web site that is not password pmtected and is open to the 

lublic. The statement therefore has been published to third persons, This can be substantiated 

ry the "activity tra~ker'' icon published in the lower rimt-hmd comer of the Intmet web page. 

23. 

Under informarion anrl bdief of Plaintiffa, Plrrintiffs have suEered damage 'tn their reputation 

md business in the following ways: 

A. Fotentid clients of Plaintiff Kdth Goodridge Construction have bmu,ght up the 

posting made by Defendant John Dm 1 "Attorney" on MerchantCkcle.cam; 

I3. Plaintiff Keith &u&idgc and Plaintiff Kdfh Goodridge Clonstniction repriation ixl 

the camunity has been h m c d  by this pasring of Defcndmt J o h  Doe I 

nit Vw&rMxy Law 'Firm 
388 Sbte Smmt. Wiiire 3413 
S&m, Dngon 97301 
503-588-8053 
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"Attamey ;" 

Plaintiffs have noticed an extreme decrease in the amount of business that Plaintiffs 

have been even able to bid for, let done obtain, 

Plaint8 Keith Goodridge has suEf'ed emotional distress as a result of the 

defamatory statement by Defendant John Doe "Attorney;" 

Plaintif% have harl lo divert a largc ~~t of timc and rcgourcea to the investigation 

and prosecution in this c l h ,  

24, 
Plaintiffs request general Wages against Defidant J o b  Doe I "hhXney" in the 

mount of $1,000,000.00. 

26. 

As a result of thc posting described in paragraph eight (8) and its subsequmt 
q?ublidon by ~efendant ~erchantcircle, Plaintiff Keilh A. Ooodddgo ho. sufftrcd cmationd 

hmss in tbe form of grief, shamc, humiliation. embarrassment, anger, chagrin, disappointmmt, 

lad worn, which has physically manifested itself as loss of slap and a l a ~ k  d energy. 
27. 

Plaintiff Keith Goodridge alleges that Defeniti Me~chmtC'icl~ htcnded to inflict 

swere  mental or emotional dintress upon Plaintiff?!kith Goodridge by repubkhhg the fdse 

statement regarding the death of a teenager in another diectoty on their web site. 

Thr, VanderMsy Law Finn 
388 Stete Owe5 S I ~ ~ W .  140 
Saicm, Ongon 97 301 
503-588-8053 
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28. 
PlaintifXeiIh A. Goodridge alleges that thc repubbation by Defenb t  MerchantCircle 

hat Plaintiff Keith Goodridge was responsible for the death of a teenager and a home is an 

:xtraclr&nary transgression ofthe boundaries of socially tolerable conduct and exceeds my 

casodle limit of social toleration which has cawed Plaintiff severe emotional. distress. 

29, 

Plaintiff Keith A. Goodridge alleges that he is a p a o n  of ordinary sensibilities, and that 
mly through the cmeme content of these postings has Plaintiff felt severe emotional distress. 

30. 

YIaintiffKeith A. Goodzidgehereby demands $100,000.00 or damages in the mou31t to be 

mvcn nt trial. 

CLAIM FOR FSLm F O m  
file~rtioual In£liction of Emotiod Di&ess: Plaintif Keith Goodridge against Ikfenclant John - .  Doe 1 "Attorney") 

31. 

Plaintiffs into-XE pzuggraphs 1 through 9,11 though 18,20 through 24, and 26 through 

30 as if fully incorporated and set forth herein. 

32. 
As a r e d t  of the posring by Defendant John Duo 1 "Attorney" and its subscqucnt 

republicdon by MerchantCkd~, PlaintifEKeith A, Goodridge has suffered emotional d i m s s  in the 

fmm of grief, sham, hwniliation, embnrrassmmt, anger, chagrin, disappointmmt, and wow which 
IS physically manifested itself as loss of sleep imd a lack of energy. 

33, 

Plaintiff Keith &ooodridgt? deges that nefendant John Doc 1 "Attorney" intended to inflict 

smvcrc madal or emotional distress upon Plaintiff Keith Goodridge by publiJhig the falrt 

statement regarding the death of a teenager on www.MerchantCkcle.com. 

Exhibit 1 - Page 10 
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34, 
PlaintiffKeiUk A. Goodtidge allcgcs that the publication by Defmdant John Doc I "Attorney" 

lat Plaintiff Keitb. A. Goodridge was .responsible for the death of teenager and a horse is an 

xtmordixl92y transgression of the boundaries of socially foIexable conduct md exceeds my 
xisonable h i t  of social toleration whicb has caused f laintiff sevme emotimal distress. 

35, 

Phiintiff Keith A. Goodridge alleges that he is a person of ordinary sensibilities, and that only 
nrough the extxeme content of this posting has Plaintiff felt severe emotional distress. 

PhMiBKeith A. Goodridge hereby demands $100,000.00 rn damagcs in, the amount to be 

itoven at trial. 

37. 

PlaidifKs inmtporate paragraph 1 &rough 9,11 through 18,20 through 24,26 through 30, 
nd 32 through 36 as ifmly imrparatcd and set forth herein. 

38. 
As a resdt ofthe Intmet posting alleging the de* o1 a Leenagn against Kcith Goodridge 

bmtruction and the republicatinn hy Defendant Merchantcircle in a different directory of their web 

iite, this information is stiu VisibIc to the public tfirough google searches, which indicates the intat 

xf Defendant MerchantGircIe to induce or otherwise c a w  tbjrd prsans not to mt&r into or contkuc 

nusiness relationships Mth Keith Goodridge Constru~riun. 

39. 
Whetha or not direct intent of Dehdant MerchantCircle's interference wlth Plaintiff Keith 

Goodridge Construction business is  produced, it can be inferred from the fact mnt MwhantCircle 

Exhibit 1 - Page 11 
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by having more information avaiIablc on its directmy web pages) will receive more "hits" for each 
rart of its web site relating Lo Keifh Goodridgc Consmotion, which prioritizes Mech~ntCircle's 

d . n e s s  in a seach engine upwads and gets Defendant MerchantCircle a more respectable 

>lacement within those search engines, the defamatory poshgs against Plaintiff Keith Goodridge 

~onstmction and Plaintiff Keith Goodridge, have continued to produce benefit for Defendant 
UrmhtCircle. . 

40. 
Plaintiff Keith Goadridge Construction alleges that the d o n s  by Defendant Menzhdmle  

lave in fact reduced Plaintiff Keith Gttodridge Construction's business and profitability. 
41. 

Plaintiff Keith rmodridge C o ~ c t i o n  alleges thathat Defendant MmchantCircle has no 

xivilege that can assert to interfere with Plaintiff Keith Goodridge C a ~ c t i a x t ' s  business rdations. 
42. 

in the wnount of $1,000$00.00 nr an increased amount to be proven at trial. 

Plaintif& incorporate pampphs 1 bough 9-11 fbrou& 18,20 though 24,26 through 30, 

32 through 36, and 38 through 42 as if fully incorporated and set fwth herein. 
44. 

As a r e d t  of the posting alleging the death of n reensger agahst Plaitatiff Kcith Goodridge 

Gurfitmction by Dcfcadnt John Doe 1 "Attarney" which is  st21 visibIe to the public through goagle 

searohes, thc intent of Defendant John Doe 1 "Attorney" is clear to induce m oU1erwisa cause third 

persons not to enter .into or continue business relationships with Plaintiff Keith Goodridge 

The VandcrMay Lnw Fi:irm 
3 58 Staff Stnet, Suha 740 
Sdem. Chgan 97301 
503-588-8053 
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:onstruction. 
45. 

Whether w nnt direct intent of De$imdant John Doe 1 "Attorney" interference with Plaintiff 

Goodridge Construction's business is produced, it can be i n f a d  from the fact that Defendant 

ohn Doe 1 "Attorney" has informed the public of a Mse statement that Plaintiff was responsible 
a ldlhg a teenager. that Defmdaef intended ru hterfbrc with Plaintiff Keith ~ o o d d d ~ e  

: o ~ o n .  

46. 

Plaintiff Keith Goodridge Construction. alleges that the d o n s  by Defendant John Doe 
'Attorney" have in fact reduced Y laintiff Keith Gaodridgc: Coixstructiop's business and prafitablity. 

47. 

PlahWKeith Goodridge Construction alleges that Defendant John Dot "Attorney" fias no 

rrivilege that they can assert to forgive interference with Plaintiff Keith Oaodridge Construction, 
nc.'s business refdons, 

48. 

AS a result oftbe forqoing, PlaintiRKcith Goodridge Construction has suffered damages 

n the amount of $1,000,000.00. 
WHEREFORE, PlainWs pray Tor relief as follows; 

1. Far Plaint%i' f i t  c l ~ i m  for relief against Defendmt MerchttCircle as follows: 
1. For mono mi^ and non-economic &ages of $1,000,000.00; 
2. For an equitable order of the wurt requiring Defendant MerchmtCirde to 

remove any and all defmntory posh@ b t  Ktith Goodridge and Keith 

Goodridge Cnnstmction from their web site; 

3. For Plaintiffs' reasonable attorney fees; 

4. For Plaintiffs' costs a d  disbursemmts; 

Exhibit 1 - Page 13 
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5. For all other relief the court deems just and proper. 

2. For Plaintiffs' second daim lor relicfagahst Dofcndmt John Doe I "Attomef' as 

follows: 

1. Far economic and non-econodc damages of $1,000,000,00; 
2. For PIrrintiffs' reasonable attorney fees; 

3. Far Plaintif%' costs and disbusments; 

4. For all other relief tbe cnwt t i e m s  just and proper. 

3. For PlaintiEKeith A. Goadridge, individually, for his third claim for relief against 

Dtfmdant MemhantCircle: 
1. For economic and non-economic damages of $100,000.Q0; 

2, For an equitable orclm nf the court requiring Defendant MerchantCitcle to 

remove my and 41 defamatory postings about Keith Goodridge and Keith 
Goodridge Construction from their web site; 

3. For Plaintiff Keith A, tioodridge's reasonable attorney fcx;~; 

4. For Keith. A. Goodridge's rea~onabh costs and disbmements hmin; 
5. For dl other reiief the court deems just and proper. 

4. Plaintiff Keith A. Goodridge, individually, for his fott~?-I~ claim for rdi& against 

Defendant J o b  Doe 1 "Attorney7': 

1. For economic and non-monomic damages of $100.000.00; 

2. For Plaintiff Keith A. Goodridge's reasonable attorney fees; 

3. For PIaintFffKeith A. Goodridge's reasonable costs and disbursements 

herein; 

4. For erlS. other relief h e  court deems just md proper. 

5. For. plaintiff Keith Goodridge Consmction's fifth dakn for relief against 

Defendant Merchantc'mle: 

Busiaess ~elatiom) 
*:\vrnrrtrfnc\civindFurNdrb podridpr 

Exhibit 1 - Page 14 
Notice of Removal 

Case 6:08-cv-06313-TC     Document 1       Filed 10/09/2008      Page 17 of 21



1. For economic and non-economic damages of $1,000,000.00; 

2. For an equitable order or th: court requiring Dcfcndant MerchtCircle to 

remom m y  and all defama.ory postings about Keith Goodridge and Keith 

Goadridge Construction from their web site; 

3. For Plaintiff Keith Goodridge Comction's  reasonable ait~sney .. .. fees; 
. .-.--.. . .. 

4. For Keith Goodridge Coxlstruction's masonable cusls; turd disbursments 

herd ,  

5 .  For aU other relief the court deems just and proper. 
6, Plaintiff Keith Goodridge Camtnrction's sixth claim for relief against D~fmdant 

John Doe "Attorney" as follows: 
1. Far economic bnd non-economic damages of $1.000.000.00; 

2. For Plaintiff Keith Goodridge Construction's reasonable attorney fee; 

3. For PlainWKeith Goodridge Construction's costs and. disbursements; 

4. Fur all other relief the court deems just and proper. 
,2008. 

TheVanderMay 
o f  Attorneys for 
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I hereby certify that I served the foregoing Notice of Removal of Action Under 

28 USC $9 1332,1441, and 1446 on: 

Mr. Matthew P. Zanotelli 
The VanderMay Law Firm 
388 State Street, Suite 340 
Salem, Oregon 97301 
Fax: (503) 588-3624 
E-mail: matt@vandermaylawfirm.com 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

by the following indicated method ox methods on the date set forth below: 

CMlECF system transmission. 

E-mail. As required by Local Rule 5.2, any interrogatories, requests for 
production, or requests for admission were e-mailed in Word or Wordperfect 
format, not in PDF, unless otherwise agreed to by the parties. 

Facsimile communication device. 

First-class mail, postage prepaid. 

Overnight courier, delivery prepaid. 

DATED this 9th day of October, 2008. 

Oregon State Bar No. 925377 
Of Attorneys for Defendant WYBS, Inc., 
dba MerchantCircle, Inc. 

Page 1 - Certificate of Service 

MILLER NASH LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

TELEPHONE: (503) 224-5858 
3400 V.S. BANCORP TOWER 

I I 1  S.W. FIFTH AVENUE 
PORTLAND. OREGON 97204-3699 
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