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Katherine M. Dugdale, Bar No. 168014 
KDugdale@perkinscoie.com 
PERKINS COIE LLP 
1888 Century Park East, Suite 1700 
Los Angeles, California 90067-1721 
Telephone:  310.788.9900 
Facsimile:  310.788.3399 
 
Jacob P. Dini, pro hac vice 
JDini@perkinscoie.com 
PERKINS COIE LLP 
1201 Third Avenue, Suite 4900 
Seattle, Washington 98101-3099 
Telephone:  206.359.8000 
Facsimile:  206.359.9000 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Twitch Interactive, Inc. 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

TWITCH INTERACTIVE, INC., a Delaware 
corporation,, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CHRIS VOSTERMANS, an individual, also 
known as CRUZZCONTROL; and 
CREATINEOVERDOSE, an individual, 

Defendant. 

 Case No. 4:21-cv-7006-JST 

PLAINTIFF TWITCH INTERACTIVE 
INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
LEAVE TO FILE SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND MEMORANDUM IN 
SUPPORT 

[L. CIV. R. 7-10] 

 

Case 4:21-cv-07006-JST   Document 35   Filed 09/01/22   Page 1 of 12

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 

 -1-  
4:21-CV-7006-JST 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
LEAVE TO FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

158146658.1 

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

TO THE COURT, ALL PARTIES, AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff Twitch Interactive, Inc., will and hereby does 

apply to the Court ex parte for an order granting Twitch leave to file Exhibit A as its Second 

Amended Complaint (“SAC”) pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 15(a)(2).  The Second 

Amended Complaint differs from the original Complaint in that it reflects the voluntary dismissal 

of former defendant Chris Vostermans pursuant to a stipulated permanent injunction enjoining 

him (Dkt. Nos. 26 and 27), and names Twitch user “Mango” (also known as 

“mangoblacksunlegion” and “mangoblacksun”) as an additional defendant who participated in the 

hate raids at issue and describes his actions in connection with the hate raids. 

This application is based on: the memorandum of points and authorities, and exhibits 

thereto; the Declaration of Katherine M. Dugdale; all pleadings and evidence on file in this 

matter; and on such additional evidence or arguments as the Court may deem proper. 
 

 
Dated:  September 1, 2022 PERKINS COIE LLP 

 
 By:/s/ Katherine M. Dugdale 

 Katherine M. Dugdale, Bar No. 168014 
KDugdale@perkinscoie.com 
Jacob P. Dini, pro hac vice 
JDini@perkinscoie.com 

       
 Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Twitch Interactive, Inc. 
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