
 
 

            IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION 
 

BILL NYE PRODUCTIONS, INC.,  ) 
      ) Case No. 22-cv-5788 
Plaintiff,     ) 

v.       ) Judge Joan H. Lefkow 
      ) 

THE INDIVIDUALS, CORPORATIONS,  ) 
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANIES,  ) 
PARTNERSHIPS AND UNINCORPORATED ) 
ASSOCIATIONS IDENTIFIED   ) 
ON SCHEDULE A HERETO,   )   

      ) 
Defendants.     ) 

 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF’S EX PARTE MOTION FOR   

ENTRY OF A TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER, INCLUDING A TEMPORARY  
INJUNCTION, A TEMPORARY TRANSFER OF THE DEFENDANT DOMAIN  

NAMES, A TEMPORARY ASSET RESTRAINT, EXPEDITED DISCOVERY, AND 
SERVICE OF PROCESS BY E-MAIL AND/OR ELECTRONIC PUBLICATION  

  
Plaintiff BILL NYE PRODUCTIONS, INC. submits this Memorandum in support of its Ex 

Parte Motion for Entry of a Temporary Restraining Order, including a temporary injunction, a 

temporary transfer of the Defendant Domain Names, a temporary asset restraint, expedited 

discovery, and service of process by email and/or electronic publication (the “Ex Parte Motion”).  
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