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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

MARY YOON, individually and on 
behalf of all others similarly situated, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

LULULEMON USA INC. and 
QUANTUM METRIC, INC., 

Defendants. 
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NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION TO DISMISS 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on October 29, 2021, at 9:00 a.m., or as soon 

thereafter as the matter may be heard, in Courtroom 2 of this Court, located at 3470 

Twelfth Street, Riverside, California 92501, Defendants Lululemon USA, Inc. and 

Quantum Metric, Inc. will and hereby do move this Court, pursuant to Federal Rule 

of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6), for an order dismissing Plaintiff’s Second Amended 

Class Action Complaint with prejudice because Plaintiff fails to state any claim for 

relief under the California Invasion of Privacy Act or for common law invasion of 

privacy. 

This motion is based on this Notice; the accompanying Memorandum of 

Points and Authorities, Request for Judicial Notice, Declaration of Nicole V. 

Ozeran, Declaration of Angela C. Agrusa, the pleadings, files, and records in this 

action; and such additional evidence and arguments as may be presented to the 

Court. 

This motion is made following a conference of counsel pursuant to Local 

Rule 7-3, which took place on August 18, 2021.  (Declaration of Nicole V. Ozeran 

¶ 2; Declaration of Angela C. Agrusa ¶ 2.) 

Dated:  August 27, 2021 
 

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 
 
 
 
By:   /s/ Purvi G. Patel    
   Purvi G. Patel 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Quantum Metric, Inc. 

Dated:  August 27, 2021 DLA PIPER LLP (US) 

By:  /s/ Angela Christine Agrusa 
  Angela Christine Agrusa 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Lululemon USA, Inc.  
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