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The Honorable Marsha J. Pechman

2
3
4
5
6
7
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
8 WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON
AT SEATTLE
9
10 | AMAZON CONTENT SERVICES LLC, a
Delaware corporation, PENGUIN RANDOM NO. 2:20-cv-01048 MJP

11 || HOUSE LLC, a Delaware corporation, LEE
CHILD, SYLVIA DAY, JOHN GRISHAM, C.J. PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR

12 LYONS, DOUG PRESTON, JIM DEFAULT JUDGMENT AGAINST
RASENBERGER, T.J. STILES, R.L. STINE, DEFENDANTS KISS LIBRARY,
13 MONIQUE TRUONG, SCOTT TUROW, RODION VYNNYCHENKO, AND
NICHOLAS WEINSTOCK, AND STUART ARTEM BESSHAPOCHNY
14 WOODS,
NOTE ON MOTION CALENDAR:
15 Plaintiffs, NOVEMBER 8, 2021
16 V.

17 || KISS LIBRARY d/b/a KISSLY.NET,
WTFFASTSPRING.BID, LIBLY.NET, and
18 || CHEAP-LIBRARY.COM, RODION
VYNNYCHENKO, ARTEM

19 | BESSHAPOCHNY, and DOES 1-10,

20 Defendants.
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