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Jason K. Singleton, State Bar #166170
jason@singletonlawgroup.com

Richard E. Grabowski, State Bar #236207
rgrabowski@mckinleyville.net
SINGLETON LAW GROUP

611 “L” Street, Suite A

Eureka, CA 95501

(707) 441-1177

FAX 441-1533

Attorneys for Plaintiff, ASIS Internet Services

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ASIS INTERNET SERVICES, a California
corporation,

Case No. C-05-5124 JCS

Plaintiff, PLAINTIFF’'S OBJECTION TO
DEFENDANT’S STATEMENT OF RECENT

DECISION

VS.

OPTIN GLOBAL, INC., a Delaware
Corporation, also dba Vision Media Limited
Corp., USA Lenders Network, USA Lenders,
and USA Debt Consolidation Service; et al.,

DATE: March 14. 2008
TIME: 1:30 p.m.
CTRM: A, 15" FLOOR

Defendants.
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Plaintiff, ASIS INTERNET SERVICES, objects to Defendant, AZOOGLEADS.COM’S,
Statement of Recent Decisions, Docket 372, as this filing is in violation of LR 7-3(d), Supplementary
Material. LR 7-3(d) clearly states that a party may provide the Court with notification of “relevant
judicial opinion published after the date the opposition or reply was filed...” The decision cited by
Defendant, Bronsnan v. Alki Mortgage, LLC, Slip Copy, 2008 WL 413732 (N.D. Cal.), is an

unpublished case and is, therefore, improperly filed under LR 7-3(d).

In addition, it is unlikely that the Bronsnan case is relevant to the matters before the Court as the
Bronsnan case deals with a sua sponte dismissal of a complaint and grant by the court to amend the
complaint. The current case is at summary judgment and has survived two well documented motions to
dismiss, relating to similar issues, resulting in minor amendments to the pleadings. (Docket 72 and 114)

In both previous motions to dismiss the Court found the pleadings sufficient and required only minor
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changes. Therefore, it is unclear how the Bronsnan case has any relevance to the case at hand.

SINGLETON LAW GROUP

Dated: February 29, 2008 /s/ Richard E. Grabowski
Jason K. Singleton
Richard E. Grabowski, Attorneys for Plaintiff,
ASIS INTERNET SERVICES
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