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ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY 
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1

ADMINISTRATIVE MOTION TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY 

In the joint case management statement filed today, Defendants have requested an 

adjournment of the case management conference currently scheduled for March 23, 2012 .  

Defendants believe that such an adjournment is appropriate in view of the substantive and 

procedural facts discussed below and in the joint case management statement.  However, if the 

Court denies Defendants´ adjournment request, then in the alternative the Defendants’ counsel  

respectfully requests leave to appear at the conference by telephone. 

There is good cause for counsel’s request to appear by telephone.  First, Defendants’ 

counsel resides in New York and would need to travel to San Jose for a personal appearance, 

thereby incurring significant time, attorneys fees, and travel costs.  Second, there have been no 

material developments in this litigation for several months:  (a) Defendants’ response to the 

Plaintiffs’ Complaint has been stayed since November 2011 by order of this Court and will 

remain stayed for several months more pending resolution of two cases currently before the 

United States Supreme Court (see Docket Item 76); (b) no discovery has been served in this 

action; (c) there is no pending motion; and (d) there is no other dispute between the Parties that 

requires judicial resolution.  As such, it is the respectful view of the Defendants that any case 

management matters to be addressed during the case management conference can be addressed by 

telephone. 

Accordingly, pursuant to Civil Local Rule 7-11 and Section V of Your Honor’s 

Scheduling Note, Defendants’ counsel respectfully requests leave to appear telephonically at the 

scheduled March 23, 2012 case management conference (if that conference is not adjourned). 

 

DATED:  March 16, 2012 

QUINN EMANUEL URQUHART & 

SULLIVAN, LLP 

 By /s/ 

   Kathleen M. Sullivan 

  Faith E. Gay (pro hac vice) 

  Isaac Nesser (pro hac vice) 

Attorneys for Defendants  
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