
U
n

it
ed

 S
ta

te
s 

D
is

tr
ic

t 
C

ou
rt

F
or

 th
e 

N
or

th
er

n 
D

is
tr

ic
t o

f 
C

al
if

or
ni

a

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

TODD S. GLASSEY and MICHAEL E. MCNEIL,

Plaintiffs,

    v.

MICROSEMI INC, THE IETF AND ISOC, AND
THE US GOVERNMENT AND INDUSTRY
PARTNERS (INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED
TO APPLE, CISCO, EBAY/PAYPAL, GOOGLE,
JUNIPER NETWORKS, MICROSOFT,
NETFLIX, AND ORACLE), USPTO ALJ PETER
CHEN ESQ., AND TWO INDIVIDUALS (MARK
HASTINGS AND ERIK VAN DER KAAY) AS
“NAMED DOES,”

Defendants.
                                                                                 /

No. C 14-03629 WHA

ORDER RE MOTION TO
EXTEND TIME TO RESPOND

On September 18, defendant Cisco Systems, Inc. filed a motion to dismiss.  

On September 25, defendants Internet Society and the Internet Engineering Task Force

(collectively, “IETF”) filed a motion to dismiss.  No response was timely filed for Cisco’s

motion.  An opposition was timely filed for IETF’s motion.

An October 2014 order sua sponte gave pro se plaintiffs until October 24 at noon to

respond to Cisco’s motion.  Pro se plaintiff Todd Glassey then filed an opposition to Cisco’s

motion.  Mr. Glassey also filed a motion (1) to extend the time to respond to Cisco and IETF’s

motions, (2) to allow plaintiff to file a “combined response” to Cisco and IETF’s motions, and

(3) to “delay and vacate” the November 20 hearing date in light of the extension.  Mr. Glassey’s

motion is DENIED AS MOOT.
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Mr. Glassey has now responded to both pending motions.  His opposition to IETF’s

motion is timely (Dkt. No. 84).  His opposition to Cisco’s motion is deemed timely 

(Dkt. No. 83).  No “combined response” or further response from Mr. Glassey is necessary.  

It is also unnecessary to “delay” the November 20 hearing date in light of Mr. Glassey’s

responses.

Accordingly, the hearing on both motions and the initial case management conference

remain scheduled for NOVEMBER 20, 2014 AT 8:00 A.M. in Courtroom 8, on the 19th Floor, of

the Phillip Burton Federal Building.  Cisco and IETF have until OCTOBER 17 to file reply briefs. 

No sur-replies, please. 

 

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated:   October 10, 2014.                                                                
WILLIAM ALSUP
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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