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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
 

SAN JOSE DIVISION 
 

 
GOOGLE INC., AOL LLC, YAHOO! 
INC., IAC SEARCH & MEDIA, INC., and 
LYCOS, INC. 
 
  Plaintiffs 
 
v. 
 
L. DANIEL EGGER, SOFTWARE 
RIGHTS ARCHIVE, LLC, and SITE 
TECHNOLOGIES, INC. 
 
  Defendants 

 Case No. CV08-03172RMW 
 
 
[PROPOSED] ORDER RE: SOFTWARE 
RIGHTS ARCHIVE, LLC’S (1) REPLY IN 
FURTHER SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION 
TO QUASH PLAINTIFFS’ 30(b)(6) 
NOTICE OF DEPOSITION AND (2) 
OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS’ CROSS-
MOTION TO COMPEL PRODUCTION 
OF DOCUMENTS 
 
HEARING REQUESTED 
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[PROPOSED] ORDER 

For good cause shown, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT after reviewing Defendants’ 

Motion to Quash Plaintiffs’ 30(b)(6) Notice of Deposition to Defendant Software Rights 

Archive, LLC, Plaintiffs’ Cross-Motion to Compel Production of Documents from Defendant 

Software Rights Archive, LLC, all Responses and Replies to both motions, and the evidence 

presented, the Court finds that the Motion to Quash (Docket No. 63) is GRANTED and the 

Motion to Compel (Docket No. 72) is DENIED.  

Dated: _____________________, 2009. 

 
 
By:        

Hon. Ronald M. Whyte 
United States District Judge




