Nniten States Bistrict Court
Northern Bistrict of Jllinnis
Lastern Siviginn

JOHN F. TAMBURO,

D/B/A MAN'S BEST FRIEND SOFTWARE EXHIBIT 40

Plaintiff

Case Number

-Against-
04 C 3317
STEVEN DWORKIN;
# The Honorable Joan B. Gottschall
KAREN MILLS;

WILD SYSTEMS, PTY. LTD.,,
AN AUSTRALIAN CORPORATION
Defendants

PLAINTIFF JOHN F. TAMBURO’S AFFIDAVIT OPPOSING DEFENDANTS’
12(b)(2) AND 12(b)(6) MOTION TO DISMISS

iefore @hi!ﬁ' ﬁéﬂﬂﬂf&hlﬂ Emitt comes John F. Tamburo (“John”), and, upon the
pain and penalty of perjury, testifies as follows:

1. I am a citizen of Illinois, and have been continuously for all times relevant to this
case. | transact all business from Illinois.

2 On January 9, 2004, I released The Breeder’s Standard .NET (hereinafter
“TBS.NET”), a full-featured computer program for dog breeders, hosted on an
Internet web server.

3 In April of 2004, I wrote and used a web browser program that browsed the web
pages presented to the public by defendants’ web sites, and copied the bare facts
into my TBS.NET database.

4, None of the data was removed from any defendants’ databases; it was copied.

5. The only facts copied were facts about dogs, including, where provided, the
name, competition titles, date of birth, sire name, dam name, registration num-
ber(s), color, gender and some medical certification number(s).
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10.

11.

1.2

13.

14.

15.

16.

17,

The defendants did not have any of the normally-accepted Internet standard in-
dicators on their web sites to indicate that a robot was not permitted on their
sites. I personally checked the root of every web site for a robots.txt file and I
personally checked the lookup page and at least one pedigree page for any
META tag that warned an automated robot to stay away.

None of these files or tags appeared on any of the defendants’ web sites, nor on
any other site from which I copied the facts about the dogs listed therein.

In fact, defendant Roxanne Hayes (“Hayes”) had a ROBOTS=ALL tag on her site
pages, which is interpreted as an open invitation to any robot to copy the entire
site.

Hayes operates www.aarh.net and holds herself out as an experiences web de-
signer, and knows exactly how to use META tags.

I relied upon this tag as an open invitation to copy all of the Cavalier King
Charles Spaniel dog facts from her database.

On or about May 5, 2004, Defendants published allegations, both on the face of
their web sites (Henry, Mills, Hayes) and to the Internet mailing lists where dog
breeders gather (all Individual defendants, with copies to Wild Systems), accus-
ing me of theft. They acted in a co-ordinated and concerted manner.

Both web sites and email postings encouraged people to contact me and harass
me and “complain” about what they called “theft.”

Prior to doing any copying, I carefully consulted all of the law on the subject and
ensured that my conduct was lawful and proper.

From the day it was formed until the day it was terminated, I was the sole share-
holder of Versity Corporation.

On May 10, 2004, Versity Corporation and I executed an agreement where I as-
sumed all of its debts and liabilities personally, and in exchange, I received all of
its assets, and was explicitly assigned all of its rights in all legal action, whether
or not filed.

On May 10, 2004, I also signed Articles of Dissolution for Versity Corporation
and that day mailed them to the Secretary of State of Illinois, along with the re-
quired fees.

Due mainly to the defendants’ trumped-up “theft” charges, and their well-
planned campaign to damage this company and promote the competitor who
was helping them do this, I am unable to afford an attorney to prosecute this liti-
gation.
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18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

For the same reasons set forth in 17 above, I cannot afford to travel to five differ-
ent locales and attempt to prosecute these defendants for their acts, and I frankly
cannot determine any locale that connects all of the defendants and their damag-
ing acts except the Northern District of Illinois.

The email quoted on pp. 2-4 of Plaintiff’s Exhibit 12 refers to “ Alfirin Database”

as a destination. As a person knowledgeable in computer systems and Internet

email, I recognize this as a “group destination,” which has been set up by defen-
dant Dworkin in order to efficiently send out a mass mailing to all persons who

use the Alfirin software to publish a free database of dog facts to the Internet.

I have felt all injury caused by these defendants” acts here in Illinois, where their
evil lies have effectively destroyed my business.

[ am not a public figure. [ have not held or run for any public office;  am not a
celebrity on radio, television, movies or stage.

Defendants Dworkin, Hayes, Mills and Henry all run web sites that compete di-
rectly with TBS.NET by offering search, pedigrees and inquiry of dog records.

Defendant Wild makes Breedmate and Pedigree Express, both of which compete
with all of my product line.

Further Your Affiant Sayeth Naught.

SIGNED ON August 9, 2004:

I, JOHN F. TAMBURO, under penalty of perjury pursuant to 28 USC § 1746 and

735 ILCS 5/1-109, do hereby , swear affirm and state that all statements of fact con-
tained herein are, to the best of my knowledge true, complete, and within my personal
knowledge. If called to testify, I would competently testify to the facts above.

%éa )’Z Srditins
' JOHN E. TAMBURO
Plaintiff
655 N. LaGrange Rd, Suite 100
Frankfort, IL 60423
815-806-2130
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STATE OF ILLINOIS }
} 88,
COUNTY OF WILL }

CONTRACT OF TRANSFER

KNOW ALL BY THESE PRESENTS that today, the tenth day of May, 2004, this instrument
was executed by and between Versity Corporation (“Versity””) and John F. Tamburo (“John”) at
655 North LaGrange Road, Suite 100, Frankfort, IL 60423. The terms of this agreement are:

1. John hereby agrees to personally accept and undertake all obligations of Versity, including
but not limited to accounts payable, notes payable, taxes payable to any and every
governmental agency, bank fees, merchant liability arising from Versity’s acceptance of
credit and charge cards for payment of monies due Versity Corporation and any and every
other liability of Versity Corporation, from the beginning of the world to the date of these
presents. '

2. John further agrees to assume and succeed Versity Corporation in all leases and rental
agreements made by Versity.

3. In exchange for the acceptance of its liabilities, Versity does hereby deliver and transfer to
John each and every of its assets. These assets include, without limitation, all intellectual
property rights of patent, trademark and copyright, all computer programs and source code
for all products sold by Versity, all internet domain names, all program licenses, all real and
tangible property wherever located, all furnishings equipment, fixtures, records, and without
limitation all assets of Versity Corporation.

4. Versity further assigns to John all of its rights and liabilities in litigation, whether or not suit
has been filed, including all rights to collect punitive damages and any other amount that, but
for this assignment, would be due to Versity and/or inure to its benefit.

5. There shall be no prejudice or attack of this agreement by either party because John signs
both as president of Versity as assignor and himself as assignee.

All of the transfers shall take effect on May 10, 2004, as of the moment this instrument is signed.

SIGNED THIS TENTH DAY OF MAY 2004:

VERSITY CORPORATION JOHN F. TAMBURO

v A L Pt

John F. Tamburo, President

05-10-04 21:59 RCVD
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ARTICLES OF DISSOLUTION
Business Corporation Act (—{ 2\
Jesse White, Secretary of State

Department of Business Services
Springfield, IL 62756

Telephone (217) 782-6961 : =

http:/fwww.cyberdriveillinois.com , FIL E D

Remit payment in the form of a “MAY 252006 ¢ . I -
check or money order payable ) ' R
to the Secretary of State. JESSE WHITE

SECRETARY OF STATE -'

File & //01/04 594?' Filing Fee: $5.00  Approved § 4

Submit in duplicate ————————Type or Print clearly in black ink—————————Do not write above this line

1. CORPORATE NAME: yyERSITY CORPORATION

2. Post office address to which may be mailed a copy of any process against the corporation that may be served on the
Secretary of State: ) :

655 N. LA GRANGE ROAD SUITE 100, FRANKFORT, IL 60423

3. Dissolution of the corporation was duly authorized on MAY 10
in the manner indicated below: (Month & Day)

(]

2004
(Year)

(Mark an "X" in one box only) e

By a majority of the incorporators, provided no directors were named in the Articles of Incorporation and no directors

have been elected; or by a majority of the board of directors, in accordance with Section 12.05, the corporation

having issued no shares as of the authorization of the dissolution. . '
: G (Notes 1&2)

By a written consent signed by all shareholders entitled to vote on dissolution, in accordance with Section 12.10,
board of director action not being required. :
(Note 3)

By the shareholders, in accordance with Section 12.15, a resolution having been duly adopted and submitted to
the shareholders. At a meeting of shareholders, not less than the minimum number of votes required by statute

and by the Articles of Incorporation were voted in favor of the dissolution.
(Note 3)

By the shareholders, in accordance with Sections 12.15 and 7.10, a resolution having been duly adopted and
submitted to the shareholders. A consent in writing has been signed by shareholders having not less than the
minimum number of votes required by statute and by the Articles of Incorporation. Shareholders who have not

consented in writing have been given notice in accordance with Section 7.10.
(Note 3)

C-152.14

(COMPLETE ONLY WHEN APPLICABLE)

List all issuances of shares not previously reported to the Secretary of State (including shares issued for cash or
other property, share dividends, share splits, share exchanges pursuant to Section 11.10, and shares to effect an
exchange or reclassification of issued shares) and give the value of the entire consideration received therefor, less
expenses; list any amounts added or transferred to paid-in capital, without the issuance of shares. (Note 4) -~

Entire Consideration

Date of Issuance = Number of :
or Contribution Class Par Value Shares Issued Received
NONE s
s _
(COMPLETE BOTH SIDES OF DOCUMENT) TOTAL $ _ o



(b) List all cancellations of shares not previously reported to the Secretary of State, and give the cost.

Date of Cancellation Class Number of Shares Cancelled Cost
Bl amee e
s __
TOTAL s_
5. Issued shares at date of execution:
Class Series Par Value Number of Shares
COMMON NONE 1,000

6. Paid-in capital at date of execution:

_ Paid-in Capital  § 1,000.00
(“Paid-in Capital” replaces the terms “Stated Capital” and "Paid-in Surplus” and is equal to the total of these accounts.)

7. The undersigned corporation has caused these articles to be signed by a duly authorized officer who affirms, under
penalties of perjury, that the facts stated herein are true. (All signatures must be in BLACK INK.)

Dated %,? /0 ek VERSITY CORPORATION
: Name of Corporation)
Q 2 fonth ’,iDZyJ (Year) (Exact
o T e wnd) _ -

dAny authorized officer's signature '
JOHN TAMBURO, PRESIDE

(Type or Print Name and Title) 5

* If dissolution is authorized by the incorporators or by the board of directors, a majority of them must SIGN BELOW, and type
or print name and litle. f

The undersigned affirms, under the penalties of perjury, that the facts stated herein are true.

Dated

(Month & Day) " (Year)

NOTES

1. Incorporators are authorized to dissolve a corporation ONLY before any shares have beenissued AND before any directors
have been named or elected. The signatures of a majority of the incorporators must appear on these Articles of Dissolution.

2 Directors are authorized to dissolve a corporation ONLY before any shares have been issued. In the event there are no
officers, the signature of a majority of the directors or such directors as may be designated by the board must appear on
these Articles of Dissolution.

3. All dissolutions not authorized by the incorporators or the directors must be authorized by the shareholders.
Shareholders may authorize dissolution by their unanimous written consent. This does not require any action of the board
of directors and does not require a shareholders' meeting.

Shareholder authorization may also be by vote at a shareholders' meeting or by less than unanimous consent, in writing,
without a meeting.

To be effective, the dissolution must receive the affirmative vote or consent of the holders of at least 2:’3 of the outstanding
shares entitlied to vote on dissolution and, if class voting applies, then also at least 2/3 of the votes within each class.

If the Articles of Incorporation so provide, the 2/3 vote requirement may be superseded by any _smaneg or larger vote
requirement, not less than a majority of the outstanding shares entitled to vote and not less than a majority within each class
when class voting applies.

When shareholder authorization is by less than unanimous written consent, all shareholders must be given notice of the
proposed dissolution action at least five days before the consent is signed. Shareholders who have not signed the consent
must be given prompt notice that dissolution was duly authorized.

4. In the event of an increase in paid-in capital, all applicable franchise taxes, penalties and interest must be paid before this
document can be accepted for filing.



John F. Tamburo

From: Kiristen [klhnry@bonchien.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 05, 2004 1:51 PM

To: Schipperkes@yahoogroups.com; SchipBreeder@yahoogroups.com; SchipBreeder@yahoogroups.com:;
schipperke@yahoogroups.com; schipperkes@yahoogroups.com

Cc: steve@thedworkins.com; support@breedmate.com; SPINSKIP@aol.com
Subject: Re: [Schipperkes] RE: [SchipBreeder] RE: Stolen Pedigree Databases

Someone just sent me a screen shot of my dogs from the database that you stole from me.
It DOES have the MPS IIIB data in it.

That 1s one messed up set of data.

Kristen Henry

Bonchien Schipperke

Reg.Name _[callName [PrimaryReg. [Parents?[DOB [Gender|
Bonchien Hi-De-Ho Romeao NM914730-01 SD 9/17/2001 Male
Bonchien Makin' Whoopee NMB44405-02 SD 1111211989 Female
Bonchien Mighty Samsaon Mps3b-N NP0O53310-01 SD 2712004 Male
Bonchien Minnie the Moocher NMB4440501 8D 11/12/1999 Female
Sonchien Minnie the Moocher NMB44405-01 SD 11/12/1996 Female
Mps3b-i i
Banchien Starwld Uptown Girl _ i
Mps3b-N NPODEBS1-01 SD BI6r2002 Female
Bonchien Sunrise Serenade

Mos3b-N NP047698-01 SD 11/7/2003 Female
Bonchien Walking On. Sunshine NP047698-03 SD 11/7/2003 Female
Mps3h-Np

At 11:37 AM 05/05/2004, Kristen wrote:
Yes, there are laws about scanning that copyrighted information.
You made a very unethical choice. True colors shining through...

Kristen

Yahoo! Groups Sponsor

ADVERTISEMENT

8/9/2004
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How the Current Congressional Database Protection Bill Would

Go Beyond Current Law,
and Why It is Unconstitutional and Misguided
By BRANDY KARL

Wednesday, Feb. 11, 2004

Recently, a bill seeking to establish special legal protection for databases was reported to the House floor for
consideration. The bill, HR 3261, is called the Database and Collections of Information Misappropriation Act
(DCIMA).

If enacted into law, the DCIMA would create civil liability for anyone who, without authorization, makes available
in commerce to others a substantial part of the information contained in another person's qualifying database.
Qualifying databases must be "generated, gathered, or maintained through a substantial expenditure of financial
resources or time.,"

selection, or arrangement, is creative or original in some way. Merely compiling data is not enough to earn
copyrig ht protection.

Copyright law generally protects original works of greative expression -- so it protects only those databases whose

But this bill, if enacted, would alter this fundamental principle. Even databases that are merely collections of facts
would be protected. The DCIMA would not extend protection to such databases because they represent original,
creative expression. Rather, it would protect them because they come from the "sweat of the brow" (or, more
realistically, the sweat of the wallet) of their creator.

This theory inverts the whole idea underlying copyright protection. For this reason, the DCIMA is unconstitutional.
Maoreover, from a policy perspective, the DCIMA would also be disastrous.

Why Copyright Law Does Not Fully Protect All Databases

The current version of the Copyright Act protects "compilations" -- and thus, in theory, could protect databases.
But it defines a "compilation" as a "work formed by the collection and assembling of preexisting materials or of
data that are selected, coordinated, or arranged in such a way that the resulting work as a whole constitutes an

original work of authorship." (Empha51s added.)

In 1991, in Feist Publications, Inc. v. Rural Telephone Service Co., the Supreme Court was called upon to interpret
this provision. There, a local telephone company's name-and-number directory was copied by the publisher of a
name-and-number directory for a larger geographical area. (Having been refused a license, the publisher simply
took the information, without permission or compensation.) The local telephone company sued -- but it lost.

In ruling against the local phone company, the Court made clear that plain effort does not constitute the
originality required by the Constitution's Copyright Clause. Rather, directories and databases must exhibit "some
minimal degree of creativity" in order to qualify for copyright protection. Taking public domain information -- such
as listed telephone numbers and addresses -- and assembling it in alphabetical order, the Court held, was hardly
creative at all.

But what if the local directory had qualified for copyright protection? Would the publishers of the area-wide
directory have violated copyright when they took their information straight from the local directory? Significantly,
the Court said no. It explained that, because copyright protects only expression -- not ideas or facts

-- others remain free to copy facts that are included in compilations or databases, even if the resulting work

http://writ.news.findlaw.com/scripts... Page 1 of 3 Saturday, August 07, 2004
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results in a competing product.

A truly original arrangement or selection of facts would fall under the copyright law, the Court noted. But the facts
themselves never can. Copyright encourages the free flow of information and advancement of knowledge by
encouraging, not limiting, the rights of the public to use and build upon ideas and facts.

An Unconstitutional Attempt to Copyright Uncopyrightable Material

The DCIMA, as described above, takes an approach that is exactly opposite to that of the Constitution's Copyright
Clause. It seeks to protect even those databases that lack any minimal degree of creativity -- and it thus seeks to
protect the facts within those databases, not simply the way those facts are expressed.

In so doing, the DCIMA violates the Constitution. The Copyright Clause made two choices: A choice to protect
original expression, and a choice not to protect facts or ideas. The DCIMA contradicts that second choice -- and
thus, it flouts the Constitution.

Put another way, the Framers drew a line between copyrightable and uncopyrightable material. Yet the DCIMA
would cross that line,

Proponents of the bill claim that, like trademarks, databases simply do not fall under the Copyright Clause at all.
They contend that they are instead governed by the Commerce Clause -- as so many other products are.

But that is unconvincing. Remember, in Fefst the Supreme Court made clear that some aspects of some databases
do fall under the Copyright Clause: A database's original arrangement or selection of data can be copyrighted.
Consequently, it is simply not the case that databases have nothing to do with the Copyright Clause -- and fall
under the Commerce Clause instead. :

Rather, it is the case that the Copyright Clause protects some aspects of some databases, and leaves their other
aspects -- their facts and ideas -- out in the public domain. In this sense, it treats databases exactly as it does all
other writings. Databases do fall within the Copyright Clause -- and that means that they must be protected to the
extent -- and only to the extent -- as other writings.

For all these reasons, the DCIMA is patently unconstitutional. In addition, from a policy perspective, it is a mistake
-- and the way it is currently drafted only worsens that mistake.

The Problem with the Specific Provisions of DCIMA
Not only is the DCIMA misguided, it is also fatally vague, in several respects.

First, the DCIMA imposes civil liability upon anyone who copies a "quantitatively substantial" portion of a database
- or a subset thereof. But what's a "quantitatively substantial" portion? Can you copy five percent of a database?
Ten percent? Thirty percent? Aren't some guidelines appropriate?

Second, the DCIMA carves out a "news reporting" exception -- but then it carves out a vague exception to that
exception. Specifically, it says that the facts within a database would be allowed for the purposes of news
reporting, dissemination, and comment. But then it says that liability could still apply if "the information is time
sensitive and has been gathered by a news reporting entity, and making available in commerce the information is
part of a consistent pattern engaged in for the purpose of direct competition."

These terms lead to still more vagueness. First, when is information "time sensitive" -- and when does the
information stop being "time sensitive"? Is it one hour after it becomes public? One day after? One week after?

Consider this hypothetical: If one news site compiles a database of information on the soldiers who were recent
casualties in Irag, shouldn't everyone have free access to that directory as soon as possible, in as many venues as
possible? The facts about these soldiers do not belong to the database compiler -- but the law would treat them as
if they did.

Second, must a "news reporting entity" be a major media entity? What about a newsy blog -- or the Drudge
Report?

http://writ.news.findlaw.com/scripts. .. Page 2 of 3 Saturday, August 07, 2004
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I have given the link to the company which is offering this software and would welcome suggestions as to how to
give the company something to think about. We (the Schipperke Fancy in particular) are not a large enou gh
number to boycott them with any success.

It has been suggested that we contact the following section heads of the company and express our disgust and our
further intent to see that their software is not the only product that they offer that we will boycott.

As a FReeper and a member who believes in justice (whether Kristen's information was free fodder or not) I would
ask my Freeper family to join me in a huge protest to this company.

MBFS

655 North LaGrange Rd
. Suite 100

Frankfort, IL 60423
USA

Sales and Custoiner Service:
800-746-9364 then Press 1 (Toll Free)
815-806-2130 then Press 1 (outside USA)

Product Support:
888-820-0691 (Toll-free) -
815-806-2130 then Press 2 (outside USA)

Administration:
815-806-2130 then Press 3
FAX: 815-806-2134

TBS, TCS, TES, TGH, NETigree®:
CompuPed™;

This is internet related and I am so vehement over the whole thing, not only because Kristen is a dear friend of
mine, but because'a portrait of my dog, which was a gift to me from the photogtapher, and hangs in my living
room ... was hi-hacked and since appears all over the net. When this dog of mine died -- at nearly 17 years -- many
of the owners/breeders of his "get" (sons and daughters) paid a tribute to him in our National Bulletin and the "now
on net"” photo was on the corner of each of their pages.

. Perhaps this is not of interest to anyone here, but it seems that our Registered's great graphics being stolen and put
in a graphics CD would be much the same thing.

TOPICS:
KEYWORDS:

Can FReeper Friends and Family help call these listed numbers of the pirates and help express their own
disapproval?

http://www.freerepublic.com/focus... Page 2 of 12 Monday, Mav 17. 2004



1 smartgroups.com

"Why can't broadband be priced more like narrowband?*

EXHIBIT

46

Your Home Terrier Breeders
http:fiwwnw.smartgroups.comigroups/terrierbreeders
- Your Groups P

- Your Details

gc,__é;‘r. :
Group P Invite New Members List By Date Write Mes
Calendar }
Database } Search Messages
Files ’ Example: "sports AND flying", “jokes OR puns” and "birds NOT pigeons"” {search ignores case)
Links 4
Pictures p
{Back to List
Vote P
s 4 Subject: FW: [EliteShowdogs] Man"s Best Friend Software...thieves....pedigree databas
Message P Created on 06 May 21:!04 15:29:58
_ List by Message #6463 of 6481
Discussions Posted By janet maas "
= LiSt by Date A — el e e e e e . e

- Post Message . .
Please feel free to crosspost this wherever and whenever you like..........

Help
Hello all...
| am posting at the end of this some information | received today from a
person who has spent 5 years or more collecting Cavalier pedigrees,
which Cavalier folks have become very used to using almost on a daily
basis. This information was provided for all, free of charge. There was
no charge to list your dog and his pedigree, or all your dogs and their
pedigrees.
The Breeders Standard software program has apparently stolen several of
these "free"” databases and appropriated them for use by it's
subscribers, not for free, of course! Roxy, the woman who collected all
the Cavalier pedigrees, DID have the "robot meta tag" that was supposed
ta warn thieves away...it was ignored.
| don't know if anyone cares, but | do know these databases represent
years of work on behalf of those who established and maintained
them...all for us, all for free. And they've been stolen. I'm hoping
that someone on this list knows more about cyber thievery and might be
able to do something to help Roxy and the other providers of breed
databases.
Here's the original information | received from Roxy this morning: If
anyone can help, please let me know.

Peggy

On April 21, 2004, MBFS (The Breeders Standard pedigree software)
purposefully and willfully stole the Pedigree Databases of many breeds,
including my 40,100 Cavalier King Charles Spaniels, using a data mining
robot. They are now offering access to the data for use at $9.95/month from
their site.

Many of us database owners have spent over § years keying this data in.
MBFS

http://www.smartgroups.com/mess... Page 1 of 4 Friday, June 25, 2004



stole it in a few hours.

If you have submitted info to the Cavaliers Online database over the years
and resent the fact that someone would steal your information and

publish it

on a paid website without your permission, please complain by email or
phone

to MBFS owner:

John F Tamburo, johntam@mbfs.com Versity Corporation
655 N. LaGrange Rd.

Frankfort, IL 60423 US

or call

815-806-2130 fax: 8158062134

*IMPORTANT Please insist that he remove all entries that include your
kennel
name.

Below is what he sent out justifying what he did. Please pay special
attention to paragraph three.

Roxy Hayes

Cavalier Pedigrees Online pedigrees@cavaliersonline.com
http://cavaliersonline.com/search.html
<http://cavaliersonline.com/search.html>

| am including this in itOs entirety as per this Copyright statement:

OPermission to repost and reuse this article is granted provided that the
entire article is reprinted verbatim in its entirety. Excerpting is
prohibited per US Copyright law.O

Please pay special attention to paragraph three.
---Begin article---

Building the TBS .NET Database

APRIL 29, 2004, FRANKFORT, ILLINOIS - Here at Man's Best Friend
Software, we

are committed to adding the maximum possible value to The Breeder's
Standard(tm) .NET, our new web-based program. Right now, we've got over
2.1

Million dogs in the program, representing 200 breeds. Some breeds have
over

100,000 animals in them. Why are we putting these dogs into the

database? Because we're trying to save you the effort of typing these

dogs in from other sources. Typing adds the chance of errors in
transcription, and

frankly, you have better things to do with your time. You have dogs to

breed and show, and we want you to be able to maximize your time doing just
that.

We have obtained data from many sources. One source we'd especially

like to =

thank is the Orthopedic Foundation for Animals at http://www.offa.org,
<http:/fwww.offa.org,> a

truly fine organization run by the very best people anywhere. In the near
future, our present OFA data will be extended by hundreds of thousands of
certifications (we have about 250,000 right now), and OFA-numbered animals
will have links directly to the OFA "Vertical Pedigree" engine. As new OFA
certifications come through, they will be added to the database.

i |
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Another source of data is free web-based pedigree databases. We have
developed a robot program that is able to acquire dogs from these sources,
strip out the HTML, and put them into TBS. NET. We have used this robot to
acquire a large number of dogs of many different breeds. As a precaution
against "stepping on toes," we checked for a robots.txt and for HTML META
tags that tell robots to go away. This is the Internet version of a "no
trespassing" sign. If either of these things were found, we went away. As

for copyright concerns, in the same way that one cannot copyright the names
and addresses and phone numbers in a telephone directory, one cannot
copyright the names or vital statistics of dogs. So, doing this was lawful

and ethical, and we want you to know that we did it.

We would like to thank the proprietors of these sites for keeping them open
and, by doing so, making it easier for you to do your vital work. We have
extended offers to some to host their sites at no cost on the TBS.NET
engine, as an additional way of saying thanks. Their generosity, made
manifest by their refusal to "hoard" the databases to themselves, will make
not only our customers, but dog lovers everywhere happier, as breeds
improve

by the sharing of information.

We will continue to locate and acquire data for our customers, so that
TBS.NET will remain what it is: historically powerful and easy to use, with
the best pedigree library anywhere.

Permission to repost and reuse this article is granted provided that the
entire article is reprinted verbatim in its entirety. Excerpting is
prohibited per US Copyright law.

--End article--- o

As for this: "As a precaution against "stepping on toes," we checked for a
robots.txt and for HTML META tags that tell robots to go away. This is the
Internet version of a "no trespassing” sign. If either of these things were
found, we went away."

Of course | had a robot meta tag that gives permission to index all. |
don't

know any general interest/educational website that does NOT want to be
indexed in the search engines. For them to use that as their excuse to
steal

is despicable to say the least. Furthermore the part about not copyrighting
is total bull. If the information came straight from a registry maybe, but
not those records that are hand entered into on my own custom made
submission form and then compiled into my own list.

~Roxy

The owners and moderators of this list are not responsible for the
individual comments by list members. Posts are copyright by the original
author, please receive permission from the author before forwarding posts.

Visit The Elite Homepage at http:/groups.yahoo.com/group/EliteShowdogs/
<http://groups.yahoo.com/group/EliteShowdogs/>

Visit the EliteShowdogs web site at
http:/iwww eliteshowdogs.com <http://www.eliteshowdogs.com>
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To unsubscribe from this group, send an email to:
<mailto:"EliteShowdogs-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com">Elite Showdogs</a>

Yahoo! Groups Sponsor

ADVERTISEMENT

<http://rd.yahoo.com/SIG=12909hcie/M=295196.4901138.6052515.3001176/D=groups
/S=1707315484:HM/EXP=1083939881/A=2128215/R=0/S1G=10se96mf6/*http:/companion
.yahoo.com> click here

<http://us.adserver.yahoo.com/I?M=295196.4901138.6052515.3001176/D=group s/S=
‘HM/A=2128215/rand=948579353>

Yahoo! Groups Links

1y

* To visit your group on the web, go to:
http://groups.yahoo.com/group/EliteShowdogs/
<http://groups.yahoo.com/group/EliteShowdogs/>

* To unsubscribe from this group, send an email to:
EliteShowdogs-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com
<mailto:EliteShowdogs-unsubscribe@yahoogroups.com?subject=Unsubscribe>

* Your use of Yahoo! Groups is subject to the Yahoo! Terms of Service
<http://docs.yahoo.com/info/terms/> .
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