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monopoly in the operation of the most important domain name registries (including

.com, .net and .org) and was therefore the only domain name registrar. With the

creation of the SRS, Network Solutions' monopoly ended, since SRS allowed

consumers to choose from many different domain name registrars who competed

on price and service. Today, defendant Network Solutions is just one of many

ICANN accredited domain name registrars.

19. Domain names are assigned on a "first-come-first-served" basis.

Thus, whenever a consumer seeks to register a particular domain name, the domain ,

name registrar must first determine whether the domain name is available. The

domain name registrar does this by checking the name against the domain n3.1ue

registry; if there is no entry for the particular domain name in question the

consumer is permitted to register the domain name. Conversely, if the particular

domain name appears in the domain name registry, the domain name registrar is

obviously precluded from offering to register that domain name on behalf of its

potential customer.

20. It is defendant Network Solutions' policy and practice to immediately

register for itself any and all domain names that consumers inquire about through

its website. Although Network Solutions still offers to sell the domain name to the

consumer (or anyone else who is willing to pay Network Solutions' grossly

inflated registration fee), it has ensured through this practice that only it can

register the domain name, effectively creating a monopoly for itself.

21. A consumer who inquires as to the availability of a domain name

through Network Solutions, and who is told that the domain name is available but

then balks at the grossly inflated price that Network Solution seeks to charge for

registering the domain name is left with little recourse. Should the consumer seek

to register the domain name through another, cheaper domain name registrar, that

registrar will report (after querying the domain name registry) that the domain

name is not available, which of course it is not since it is now registered to
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1 Network Solutions.

22. Network Solutions never informs consumers that it will immediately

purchase for itself any domain name that a consumer shows interest in by

searching for the availability ofthe domain name through Network Solutions.

23. Network Solutions never informs consumers that simply by inquiring

as to the availability of a domain name through Network Solutions, a consumer

will effectively grant Network Solutions the sole right - to the exClusion of all

other domain name registrars - to sell that domain name.

24. Network Solutions never informs consumers that it will offer to sell

the domain name that a consumer has inquired about through Network Solutions to

anyone - not just the consumer who initially conducted the search - who is will to

pay Network Solutions' grossly inflated prices. So although Network Solutions'

practice serves to eliminate the threat that any of its competitors will be able to

register a domain name, it does nothing to protect consumers who used Network·

Solutions from having their domain name purchase by someone else (as long as

they are willing to register with Network Solutions).

25. A consumer who inquires as to the availability of a domain name

through Network Solutions is not presented with the grossly inflated registration

fee charged by Network Solutions until it is too late (that is, not until after the
,

consumer has searched for a domain name and Network Solutions has registered

that domain name for itself.)

26. It is through the above practices that Network Solutions is able to

maintain it grossly inflated registrationfees.

27. Network Solutions is able to perpetuate this course of misconduct

only through the acquiescence, tacit approval and participation ofICANN. The

agreement between ICANN and the domain name registrars includes provisions for

an Add Grace Period (AGP). The AGP allows a domain name registrar to avoid

paying a registration fee for domain names canceled within five days of

-7
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1 registration.

2 28. By using the AGP, Network Solutions is able to register, risk free, the

3 domain names searched on its website, thereby forcing COD,sumers to register the

17 registerkidsearchnetwork.com with a competing domain name registrar, GoDaddy.

kidsearchnetwork.com that plaintiff was presented with Network Solutions'

grossly domain name registration fee of$34.99 per year. Believing he could get a

better deal at another domain name registrar, Plaintiff immediately attempted to

It was only after inquiring as to availability of the domain name31.

4 domain names through Network Solutions.

5 29. ICANN was, and is, aware ofNetwork Solutions' actions and

6 continued to permit Network Solutions fraudulent abuse of the AGP for its own

7 gain and to the detriment of consumers.

8 30. On January 31,2008, Plaintiff conducted a search through Network

9 Solutions inquiring as to the availability of the domain name

10 kidsearchnetwork.com. Network Solutions informed Plaintiff that the domain

11 name was "available," conveniently failing to mention that it had already

12 registered the domain name for itself.

18 GoDaddy, however, informed Plaintiff that the domain name that he was

19 attempting to register - and which Network Solutions informed was available just

20 minutes earlier - was unavailable.

21 32. Plaintiff next attempted to register the domain name with another

22 domain name registrar, eNom, but again Plaintiff was informed that the domain

23 name was not available.

24 33. Curious as to. why the domain name kidsearchnetwork.com had

25 suddenly become unavailable, Plaintiff conducted a WHOIS search to determine

26 who had registered that domain name. WHOIS, which is simply a protocol for

27 querying the official domain name registry database, provides contact information

28 for the owner of the searched domain name. Plaintiffs WHOIS search showed
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that Network Solutions had registered kidsearchnetwork.com.

34. Plaintiff then returned to Network Solutions and again inquired as to

the availability ofkidsearchnetwork.com. Plaintiff was again informed by

Network Solutions that the domain name was available.

35. By registering the domain name, Network Solutions forced Plaintiffto

register the domain name with Network Solutions or face the prospect of losing the

domain name to someone else. Not wanting to take that risk, Plairitiff registered

the domain name with Network Solutions and paid $34.99 for a one year

registration. In contrast, GoDaddy would have charged only $9.99 to register the

same domain name.

CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS

36. Description of the Class: Plaintiffbrings this nationwide class action

on behalf ofhimself and a Class defined as follows:

Allpersons or entities in the United States who searched

for the availability ofa domain name through Network

Solutions and subsequently registered that domain name

through Network Solutions.

37. Excluded from the Class are governmental entities, Defendants, any

entity in which Defendants have a controlling interest, and Defendants' officers,

directors, affiliates, legal representatives, employees, co-conspirators, successors,

subsidiaries, and assigns. Also excluded from the Class is any judge, justice, or

judicial officer presiding over this matter and the members oftheir irnmediate

families and judicial staff.

38. Plaintiff reserves the right to modify the Class description and the

Class period based on the results of discovery.

39. Plaintiff and the Class bring this action for equitable, injunctive and

declaratory relief pursuant to subdivisions (b)(1), (b)(2) and (b)(3) of rule 23 of the

-9-
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1 Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

40. Numerosity: The proposed Class is so numerous that individual

joinder of all its members is impracticable. Due to the nature of the trade and

commerce involved, however, Plaintiff believes that the total number of Class

members is at least in the thousands and members of the class are so numerous and

geographically dispersed across the United States. While the exact number and

identities of the Class members are unlmown at this time, such information can be

ascertained through appropriate investigation and discovery. The disposition of the

claims of the Class members in a single class action will provide substantial

benefits to all parties and to the Court.

41. Common Questions ofLaw and Fact Predominate: There are many

questions of law and fact common to the representative Plaintiff and the Class, and

those questions substantially predominate over any questions that may affect

individual Class members. Common questions of fact and law include, but are not

limited to, the following:

a. Whether Network Solutions failed to disclose to consumers the

material fact that when a consumer searches for the availability of a domain

name on Network Solutions' website, they will be prevented from

registering the domain name with any other domain name registrar;

b. Whether Network Solutions was unjustly enriched by the

wrongs complained ofherein; and

c. Whether or not Plaintiff and the members of the Class have

been damaged by the wrongs complained ofherein, and if so, the measure of

those damages and the nature and extent of other relief that should be

afforded.

42. Typicality: Plaintiffs claims are typical of the claims of the

members ofthe class. Plaintiff and all members of the class have been similarly

affected by Defendant's common course of conduct since they were all forced to

-10 -
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pay Network Solutions' inflated registration fees.

43. Adequacy of Representation: Plaintiffwill fairly and adequately

represent and protect the interests of the Class. Plaintiffhas retained counsel with

substantial experience in prosecuting complex and class action litigation. Plaintiff

and his counsel are committed to vigorously prosecuting this action on behalf of

the Class, and have the financial resources to do so. Neither Plaintiff nor his

counsel have any interests adverse to those of the Class.

44. Superiority of a Class Action: Plaintiff and the members of the Class

suffered, and will continue to suffer, harm as a result of Defendant' s unlawful and

wrongful conduct. A class action is superior to other available methods for the fair

and efficient adjudication of the present controversy. Individual joinder of all

members of the class is impractical. Even if individual class members had the

resources to pursue individual litigation, it would be unduly burdensome to the

courts in which the individual litigation would proceed. Individual litigation

magnifies the delay and expense to all parties in the court system of resolving the

controversies engendered by Defendant's common course of conduct. The class

action device allows a single court to provide the benefits of unitary adjudication,

judicial economy, and the fair and equitable handling of all class members' claims

in a single forum. The conduct of this action as a class action conserves the

resources of the parties and of the judicial system, and protects the rights of the

class member. Furthermore, for many, ifnot most, class members, a class action is

the only feasible mechanism that allows therein an opportunity for legal redress

and justice.

45. Adjudication of individual class members' claims with respect to the

Defendant would, as a practical matter, be dispositive of the interests of other

members not parties to the adjudication, and could substantially impair or impede

the ability of other class members to protect their interests.

-11-
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. 1

2

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

FRAUDULENT CONCEALMENT

3 (Against Defendant Network Solutions)

4 46. Plaintiff realleges the preceding paragraphs as if fUlly set forth herein

5 and, to the extent necessary, pleads this cause of action in the alternative.

6 47. Network Solutions knew at all material times that, in response to a

7 consumer's search of a domain name on its website, Network Solutions would

8 register the searched domain name, thereby preventing the consumer from being

9 able to register the domain name with any other domain name registrar.

10 48. These facts were not lmown to Plaintiff and the Class.

11 49. Network Solutions had a duty to disclose the above lmown material

16 true story and misled consumers.

14 lmowledge with regard to its own business practices, and because Network

Network Solutions' knowledge that its registration of searched50.

Solutions chose to make certain representations that presented only a part of the

Plaintiff and the Class, because Network Solutions was in a superior position of

17

12 facts because Network Solutions knew that these material facts were unknown to

13

18 domain names prevents consumers from registering the domain name through any

19 other domain name registrar, combined with Network Solutions' lmowledge that

20 Plaintiff and the Class relied or relies upon Network Solutions to communicate the

21 true state of facts relating to its domain registration practices, creates a legal

22 obligation on Network Solutions' part to disclose to Plaintiff arid the Class that by

23 searching for the availability of a domain name on Network Solutions' website, a

24 consumers are prevented from registering the domain name through any other

25 domain name registrar.

26 51. Plaintiff and the Class were unaware of the above facts and would not

27 have acted as they did ifthey had known of the concealed material facts.

28 52. Network Solutions intentionally concealed and/or suppressed the

-12 -
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above facts with the intent to defraud Plaintiff and the Class.

53. Network Solutions intended and intends to deceive Plaintiff and the

Class by failing to disclose that a search on Network Solutions' website for the

availability of a domain name will result in the consumer's inability to register the

domain name through any other domain name registrar.

54. Network Solutions' concealment of the above fact~ has caused

damage to Plaintiff and the Class in an amount to be shown at trial.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff and the Class pray for relief as set forth below.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

AIDING AND ABETTING FRAUDULENT CONCEALMENT

(Against Defendant ICANN)

55. Plaintiff realleges the preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth herein

and, to the extent necessary, pleads this cause of action in the alternative.

56. ICANN, at all relevant times lmew ofNetwork Solutions' policies and

procedures to defraud Plaintiff and the Class.

57. ICANN offered Network Solutions substantial and material assistance

to Network Solutions by implementing and continuing the AGP which permitted

Network Solutions to engage in the fraudulent scheme alleged herein.

58. ICANN's aiding and abetting ofNetwork Solution's fraudulent

scheme caused damage to Plaintiff and the Class in an amount to be shown at trial.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff and the Class pray for relief as set forth below.

23

24 / / /

25 / / /

26 / / /

27

28
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TIDRD CAUSE OF ACTION

UNJUSTE~CEmdENT

(Against Defendant Network Solutions)

59. Plaintiffrealleges the preceding paragraphs as iffully set forth herein

and, to the extent necessary, pleads this cause of action in the alternative.

60. Through the schemes described above, Network Solutions has

received money belonging to Plaintiff and the Class through the registration of

domain names.

61. Network Solutions has reaped substantial profit by concealing the fact

that by searching for the availability of a domain name through'Network Solutions,

consumers would be prevented from registering the domain name through any

other domain name registrars. Ultimately, this resulted in Network Solutions'

wrongful receipt of profits and injury to Plaintiff and the Class. Network Solutions

has benefited from the receipt of such money that it would not have received but

for its concealment.

62. As a direct and proximate result ofNetwork Solutions' misconduct as

set forth above, Network Solutions has been unjustly enriched.

63. Under principles of equity and good conscience, Network Solutions

should not be permitted to keep the full amount of money belonging to Plaintiff

and the Class which Network Solutions has unjustly received as a result of its

actions.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff and the Class pray for relief as set forth below.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff and members of the Class request that the Court

enter an order or judgment against the Defendants as follows:

1. Certification of the proposed class and notice thereto to be paid by

-14-
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1 Defendant;

2 2. Adjudge and decree that Defendants have engaged in the conduct

3 alleged herein;

4 3. For restitution and disgorgement on certain causes of action;

5 4. For an injunction ordering Defendants to cease and desist from

6 engaging in the unfair, unlawful, and/or fraudulent practices alli"ged in the

7 Complaint;

8 5. For compensatory and general damages according to proof on certain

9 causes of action;

12 rate on any amounts awarded;

10

11

17

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

and proper.

For special damages according to proof on certain causes of action;

For both pre and post-judgment interest at the maximum allowable

Costs of the proceedings herein;

Reasonable attorneys fees as allowed by statute; and

Any and all such other and further relief that this C;ourt may deem just

18 DATED: February 25,2008

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

o:\,1v:N.KELLNER LLP

By I
Bri S.
Richard L. Kellner
Counsel for Plaintiffand the class
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1 DEMAND FORmRYTRUL

2 Plaintiffhereby demands a trial by jury in the instant action.

3

4 DATED: February 25,2008

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

KABATECK~r'/ KELLNER LLP

By £
-1=Bl;:r:;;ian~~~.:::.Fi'>_a.;':;;;;ua~te;;:;c::tk;=~--------

Richard L. Kellner
Counsel for Plaintiffand the class
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

CHRIS McELORY, on BehalfofHimself and All
Others Similarly Situated,

CASE NUMBER

SUMMONS

TO:

NETWORK SOLUTIONS, LLC
INTERNET CORPORATION FOR ASSIGNED NAMES AND NUMBERSDEFENDANT(S): _

A lawsuit has been filed against you.

Within 20 days after service of this summons on you (not co~ting the day you received it), you
must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached Iicomplaint D amended complaint
D counterclaim D cross-claim or a motion under Rule 12 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer
or motion must be served on the plaintiffs attorney, RICHARD L. KELLNER , whose address is
Kabateck Brown Kellner LLP, 644 S. Figueroa St., Los Angeles, CA 90017 . Ifyou fail to do so,

judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint. You also must file
your answer or motion with the court.

Clerk, U.S. District Court

FEB 25 2008
Dated: _

Deputy Clerk

(Seal ofthe Court)

[Use 60 days ifthe defendant is the United States or a United States agency, or is an officer or employee ofthe United States. Allowed
60 days by Rule 12(a)(3)].

CV-OIA (12/07) SUMMONS
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT TO UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE FOR DISCOVERY

This case has been assigned to District Judge Philip S. Gutierrez and the assigned
discovery Magistrate Judge is Victor B. Kenton.

The case number on all documents filed with the Court should read as follows:

CV08- 1247 PSG (VBKx)

Pursuant to General Order 05-07 of the United States District Court for the Central
District of California, the Magistrate Judge has been designated to hear discovery related
motions.

All discovery related motions should be noticed on the calendar of the Magistrate Judge

NOTICE TO COUNSEL

A copy of this notice must be served with the summons and complaint on all defendants (if a removal action is
filed, a copy of this notice must be served on all plaintiffs).

Subsequent documents must be filed at the following location:

[Xl Western Division
312 N. Spring St., Rm. G-S
Los Angeles, CA 90012

U Southern Division
411 West Fourth St., Rm. 1-053
Santa Ana, CA 92701-4516

U Eastern Division
3470 Twelfth St., Rm. 134
Riverside, CA 92501

Failure to file at the proper location will result in your documents being returned to you.

CV-18 (03/06) NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT TO UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE FOR DISCOVERY
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) )

tJIUTED SlAIES DIStRICt COORi, tEN fRAt DIsTRict OF CALIFORNIA
CIVIL COVER SHEET

I (a) PLAINTIFFS (Check box ifyou are representing yourself0)
CHRIS McELROY .

(b) County of Residence ofFirst Listed Plaintiff (Except in U.S. Plaintiff Cases):
Dade County, FL ...

(c) Attorneys (Firm Name, Address and Telephone Number. Ifyou are representing
yourself, provide same.)
Richard L,. Kellner, Kabateck Brown Kellner LLP
644 South Figureoa Street
Los Angeles, CA 90017
Tel.: 213 217-5000 Fax: 213 217-5010

DEFENDANTS
NETWORK SOLUTIONS, LLC
INTERNET CORPORATION FOR ASSIGNED NAMES AND
NUMBERS

County ofResidence ofFirst Listed Defendant (In U.S. Plaintiff Cases Only):
.

Attorneys (IfKnown)

U. BASIS OF JURISDICTION (place an X in one box only.) m. CITIZENSHIF OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES - For-Diversity Cases Only
(place an X in one box for plaintiffand one for defendant.)

o 1 U.S. Government Plaintiff 03 Federal Question (U.S.
Government Not a Party) Citizen ofThis State

02 U.S. Government Defendant ~4 Diversity (Indicate Citizenship Citizen ofAnother State
ofParties in Item Ill)

PTF
~t

PTF DEF
01 Incorporated or Principal Place 04 04

ofBusiness in this State

~2 02 Incorporated and Principal Place 05 05
ofBusiness in Another State

Citizen or Subject ofa Foreign Country 0 3 03 Foreign Nation 06 06

IV. ORIGIN (place an X in one box only.)

o I Original 0 2 Removed from 0 3 Remanded from
Proceeding State Court Appellate Court

04 Reinstated or 0 5 Transferred from another district (specify):
Reopened

06 Multi­
District
Litigation

o 7 Appeal to District
Judge from
Magistrate Judge

v. REQUESTED IN COMPLAINT: JURY DEMAND: ~Yes 0 No (Check 'Yes' only if demanded in complaint.)

CLASS ACTION under F.R.C.P. 23: 'b!Yes 0 No 0 MONEY DEMANDED IN COMPLAINT: $

VI. CAUSE OF ACTION (Cite the U.S. Civil Statute under which you are filing and write a briefstatement ofcause. Do not cite jurisdictional statutes unless. diversity.)

Fraudulent Concealment, Aiding and Abating and Unjust Enrichment

VII. NATURE OF SUIT (place an X in one box only.)

o 400 State Reapportionment
0410 Antitrust
o 430 Banks and Banldng
o 450 CommercelICC

Rates/etc.
o 460 Deportation
o 470 Racketeer Jnfluenced

and Corrupt
Organizations

o 480 Consumer Credit
o 490 Cable/Sat TV
o 810 Selective Service
o 850 Securities/Commodities

/Exchange
o 875 Customer Challenge 12

USC 3410
o 890 Other Statutory Actions
o 891 Agricultural Act
o 892 Economic Stabilization

Act
o 893 Environmental Matters
o 894 Energy Allocation Act
o 895 Freedom ofInfo. Act
o 900 Appeal of Fee Detenni­

nation Under Equal
Access to Justice

o 950 Constitutionality of
State Statutes

Fair Labor Standards
PROPERTY to Act

!if370 Other Fraud Vacate Sentence 0720 Labor/Mgmt.
o 371 Truth in Lending Habeas Corpus Relations
0380 Other Personal 0530 General 0730 LaborlMgmt.

Property Damage 0 535 Death Penalty Reporting &
0385 Property Damage 0 540 Mandamus/ Disclosure Act
~ Other 0740 Railway Labor Act

.,.., '. '<;' ~ 0550 Civil Rights 0790 Other Labor
0422 Appeal 28 USC 0555 Prison Condition Litigation

158 ~i 0791 Empl. Ret. Inc.
0423 Withdrawal28 ~~}ff~~ ,>,: ";,,,~~~ur!,ty:A~t

USC 157 0610 Ag>icultur, *,~~J);G,~li)ll<'Ji¥RI!JRTS

~~~l1~ 0 620 Other Food & D820 Copyrights
0441 Voting Drug 0830 Patent
o 442 Employment 0 625 Drug Related 0 840 Trademark
0443 HousingiAcco- Seizure of ~l?}g@:~X'::"

mmodations Prcperty 21 USC 0861 HlA (1395ff)
0444 Welfare 881 0862 Black Lung (923)
0445 American with 0 630 Liquor Laws 0 863 DrwC/DNlW

Disabilities - 0 640 R.R. & Truck (405 (g))
Employment 0 650 Airline Regs 0 864 SSID Title XVI

0446 American with 0660 Occupational p'86?,~,SI (405(g:))
Disabilities - Safety /Health ~~cr.AX:;:suns
Other 0690 Other 0870 Taxes (U.S. Plaintiff

0440 Other Civil or Defendant)
Rights 0 871 IRS-Third Party 26

USC 7609

VIDea). IDENTICAL CASES: Has this action been previously filed and dismissed, remanded or closed? SNo 0 Yes

Ifyes, list casenumber(s):

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY, Cas,Number. _
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X. SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY (OR PRO PER), -==--.,IL-------7"=--------.

, ..~

j J

~ITE9 S::FAd'ES'BIS'fRie'f e6tflti, CEN lRAL DIStRICt OF,tKLiFoRNIA
CIVIL COVER SHEET

AFTER COMPLETING THE FRONT SIDE OF FORM CV-71, COMPLETE THE INFORMATION REQUESTED BELOW.

VTII(b). RELATED CASES: Have any cases been previously filed that are related to the present case? '¢No 0 Yes

If yes, list case number(s): _

Civil cases are deemed related if a previously filed case and the present case:

(Check all boxes that apply) 0 A. Arise from the same or closely related transactions, happenings, or events; or
o B. Call for determination ofthe same or substantially related or similar questions oflawand fact; or

o C. For other reasons would entail substantial duplication of labor ifheard by different judges; or
o D. Involve the same patent, trademark or copyright, and one of the factors identified above in a, b or c also is present.

IX. VENUE: Listtbe California County, or State if other than California, in which EACH named plaintiff resides (Use an additional sheet ifnecessary)
o Check here if the U.S. government, its agencies or employees is a named plaintiff.

Chris McElroy - Florida

List the California County, or State if other than California, in which EACH named defendant resides. (Use an additional sheet ifnecessary).
o Check here if the U.S. government, its agencies or employees is a named defendant.

Network Solutions LLC - Virginia
Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers, Los Angeles, CA

List tbe California County, or State if other than California, in which EACH claim arose. (Use an additional sheet ifnecessary)
Note: In land condemnation cases, use the location of the tract ofland involved

Date -z.fJ..<::h, ¥
~ I

Notice to CounsellParties: The CV-71 (JS-44) Civil Cover eet d the information conta' edherein neither replace nor supplement the filing and service ofpleadings
or other papers as required by law. This fonn, approved. by the udicial Conference ofthe U 'ted States in September 1974, is required pursuant to Local Rule 3-1 is not
filed but is used by the Clerk ofthe Court for the purpose ofstatistics, venue and initiating the civil docket sheet. (For more detailed instructions, see separate instructions
sheet.)

Key to Statistical codes relating to Social Security Cases:

Nature of Suit Code Abbreviation

861 HIA

862 BL

863 DIWC

863 DIWW

864 ssm

865 RSI

Substantive Statement of Cause of Action

All claims for health insurance benefits (Medicare) under Title 18, Part A, ofthe Social Security Act, as amended.
Also, include claims by hospitals, skilled nursing facilities, etc., for certification as providers of services under the
program. (42 U.S.C. 1935FF(b))

All claims for "Black Lung" benefits under Title 4, Part B, ofthe Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety Act of 1969.
(30 U.S.C. 923)

All claims filed by insured workers for disability insurance benefits under Title 2 ofthe Social Security Act, as
amended; plus all claims filed for child's insurance benefits based on disability. (42 V.S.c. 405(g))

All claims filed for widows or widowers insurance benefits based on disability under Title 2 of the Social Security
Act, as amended. (42 U.s.C. 405(g»)

All claims for supplemental security income payments based upon disability filed under Title 16 of the Social
Security Act, as amended.

All claims for retirement (old age) and survivors benefits under Title 2 ofthe Social Security Act, as amended. (42
U.S.C. (g))
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