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Judge William H. Alsup 
May 13, 2025 
Page 3 
 
 

 

parties had even discussed the matter. This opposition amounted to an untimely opposition to all 
three prior motions to seal and an improper short-circuiting of the meet and confer process. See 
Waymo, 2018 U.S. Dist LEXIS 251978, at *14 (requiring the parties to meet and confer to 
protect trade secrets while avoiding sealing the courtroom); L.R. 7-11(b) (oppositions to 
administrative motions due four days after the motion’s filing). Plaintiffs’ Opposition to 
Anthropic’s sealing motion (ECF No. 184) also seeks affirmative relief in addition to and 
unrelated to the original sealing motion, namely authorization to discuss confidential information 
in an open courtroom during two upcoming hearings, while the sealing motion sought relief 
limited to sealing papers filed on the docket.  

* * * 

Anthropic respectfully requests that the Court order Plaintiffs to refer to confidential information 
about the  at an appropriate level of abstraction during the upcoming 
hearings to protect the value of Anthropic’s trade secret information. This approach would 
preserve Anthropic’s  investment in a valuable trade secret while still allowing 
Plaintiffs to fully present their case and maintaining complete public access to the proceedings. If 
the Court believes additional discussion would be beneficial, Anthropic is prepared to meet and 
confer with Plaintiffs under the Court’s guidance to develop specific protocols that balance these 
important interests.  

 

Sincerely, 
 
 
/s/ Joe Farris   

Joe Farris 
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