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Richard D. McCune (State Bar No. 132124) 
rdm@mccunewright.com 
David C. Wright (State Bar No. 177468) 
dcw@mccunewright.com 
MCCUNE WRIGHT AREVALO, LLP 
3281 E. Guasti Road, Suite 100 
Ontario, California 91761 
Telephone: (909) 557-1250 
Facsimile: (909) 557 1275 

[Additional counsel listed in signature block] 

Attorneys for Henk Meyers and Glenn Ginoza 

 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 

 
 

Henk Meyers and Glenn Ginoza, 
Individually and on Behalf of All 
Others Similarly Situated,  
 
    Plaintiff, 
 
  vs. 
 
ALPHABET, INC., GOOGLE, LLC, 
GOOGLE PAYMENT CORP., and 
GOOGLE ARIZONA LLC, 
 
    Defendants.  

 

Case No. 2:21-cv-01767-FMO-MAA 
 
 
PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO 
DISMISS THE COMPLAINT, 
TRANSFER VENUE, AND/OR 
STRIKE CLASS ALLEGATIONS 
 
Date:  August 5, 2021 
 
Time:  1:00 p.m. 
 
Dept:   Courtroom 6D, 6th Floor 
 
Judge:  Hon. Fernando M. Olguin 
 
Amended Complaint Filed: May 12, 2021  
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