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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON
AT SEATTLE

SAFEWORKS, LLC, aWashington limited
liability company,

Plaintiff,

V.

SPYDERCRANE.COM, LLC, an Arizona
corporation,

Defendant.

Case No. 08-0922-JPD

MINUTE ORDER RE:
ORAL ARGUMENT

The following minute order is made at the direction of the Court, the Honorable

James P. Donohue, United States Magistrate Judge:

The Court has set oral argument in the above-captioned matter for Wednesday,

October 29, 2008, at 1:30 p.m. Without limiting the parties’ respective arguments, the Court

would like the parties to address the following issues:

1. In assessing contacts with Washington, should the Court consider sales

transactions between Coast Crane and Spydercrane that occurred prior to the business

relationship between Coast Crane and Spydercrane ending in or about the fall of 20057

2. What type of advertising does Spydercrane utilize?

3. Has Spydercrane attended any trade shows in Washington?
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4, How did Maximum Performance Hydraulic and Valley Truck and Equipment
learn about Spydercrane?

5. How did Maximum Performance Hydraulic and Valley Truck and Equipment
make their purchases from Spydercrane?

6. Has there been e-mail correspondence (e.g., e-mail inquiries and responses)
between Spydercrane and potential Washington customers who have viewed the website?

Thislist is not meant to preclude counsel from addressing other issues as they deem

appropriate.
DATED this 28th day of October, 2008.

Bruce Rifkin
Clerk of the Court

/s Peter H. Voelker
Deputy Clerk
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