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OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO DISMISS 

CASE NO. 20-cv-2747-LB 

 

 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 
 
RIPPLE LABS INC., a Delaware corporation; and 
BRADLEY GARLINGHOUSE, an individual, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 

v. 
 
YOUTUBE, LLC, a Delaware company, 
 

Defendant. 
 
 
 

 Case No. 20-cv-2747-LB 
 

PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
DISMISS 

Date: October 22, 2020 
Time: 9:30 a.m. 
Place: Courtroom B, 15th Floor  
Judge: Magistrate Judge Laurel Beeler 
 
Complaint filed:  April 21, 2020 
 
 

 
 

Mark C. Mao (SBN 236165) 
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP 
44 Montgomery Street, 41st Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
Telephone: (415) 293-6800 
Facsimile: (415) 293-6899 
Email:  mmao@bsfllp.com 
 
Menno Goedman (SBN 301271) 
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP 
1401 New York Ave. NW 
Washington, DC 20005 
Telephone: (202) 237-2727 
Facsimile: (202) 237-6131 
Email:  mgoedman@bsfllp.com 
 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Ripple Labs Inc. 
and Bradley Garlinghouse 
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