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Brooke A. M. Taylor, WSBA 33190 (Admitted Pro Hac Vice) 
btaylor@susmangodfrey.com 
Jordan W. Connors, WSBA 41649 (Admitted Pro Hac Vice) 
jconnors@susmangodfrey.com 
SUSMAN GODFREY L.L.P. 
1201 Third Avenue, Suite 3800 
Seattle, WA 98101-3000 
Telephone: (206) 516-3880 
Facsimile: (206) 516-3883 
 
Stephen E. Morrissey, CA Bar 187865 
smorrissey@susmangodfrey.com 
SUSMAN GODFREY L.L.P. 
1901 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 950 
Los Angeles, CA 90067-6029 
Telephone: (310) 789-3103 
Facsimile: (310) 789-3150 
 
Plaintiff Vasudevan Software, Inc. 

 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION 
 

VASUDEVAN SOFTWARE, INC.,
  
   Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
MICROSTRATEGY INCORPORATED, 
 
   Defendant. 

Case No. 3:11-06637-RS-PSG
 
PLAINTIFF VASUDEVAN SOFTWARE, 
INC.’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR SANCTIONS AGAINST 
MICROSTRATEGY 
 
Date: January 24, 2013 
Time: 1:30 pm 
Location:  450 Golden Gate Avenue 
San Francisco, California 
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