
UNITED STATES COURT of APPEALS

FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

1100 East Main Street, Richmond, Va. 23219.

GRAHAM SCHREIBER, Pro Se.
Plaintiff,

v.

LORRAINE LESLEY DUNABIN, etal Defendant (1)
CENTRALNIC LTD, Defendant (2)
NETWORK SOLUTIONS, Defendant (3)
VERISIGN INC, Defendant (4)
ICANN, Defendant (5)
ENOM / DEMAND MEDIA, Defendant (6)
Defendants,

CASE NO. 1:12-cv-00852.

Notice of Motion to Appeal the Order.

As issuod bv*

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT • EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA, ALEXANDRIA DIVISION.
Dated May 15th 2013.

Honorable Judge & Clerk of Court, at the Fourth Circuit of Appeals, this request is merited for a variety of
tangible reasons.

My rather unique & complex Pro Se efforts were clearly communicated, perhaps not crystalline as a
practiced Attorney would submit; however, they were legible, decipherable, very truthful, time-line succinct
and respectful, efforts which I feel were not "construed liberally".

Many of my observations & factual third party evidence / documents filed, didn't -1 feel - get suitably
investigated, let alone read, to pique curiosity, to stimulate investigation.

From my "simple" perspective as Pro Se; and a person with copious amounts of respect for the processes
of a Court & Honorable Judge Gerald Lee, I'm very distressed & uncomfortable to say, the
"Memorandum Opinion and Order" and "Opinion" which followed, both communicated words, phrases &
views, bearing a very prominent resemblance to the observations & arguments presented by the
Defendants numbered (2) through (6).

In my request for Continuance or Appeal, I remarked that my case seemed to be discredited and
dismissed, with / by the justification of "Case Law" rather than an objective point-by-point "opinion" on
each of my documented observations.

I thought, rather naively in hindsight, that by filing my suit, with the compiled thought provoking evidence
furnished, one would just enter Court, "tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth" and that
my documents would be read, and researched, as / for the formulation of questions, by the Judge, to the
Defendants.

Some of the evidence submitted, shows CentralNic negotiating with WIPO, in an effort to avoid or escape
US Law! If my documents were truly read, this should have raised substantive concerns and prompted
deeper Judicial, FBI or ICE inquiry.

It's for this reason I've requested the help of an assigned Attorney, to communicate my case, in the
trained, familiar & required ways of a Court dialog.
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