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SONAL N. MEHTA (SBN 222086)
Sonal.Mehta@wilmerhale.com
WILMER CUTLER PICKERING
HALE AND DORR LLP
950 Page Mill Road
Palo Alto, California 94303
Telephone: (650) 858-6000
Facsimile: (650) 858-6100

DAVID Z. GRINGER (pro hac vice)
David.Gringer@wilmerhale.com
ARI HOLTZBLATT (pro hac vice)
Ari.Holtzblatt@wilmerhale.com
MOLLY M. JENNINGS (pro hac vice)
Molly.Jennings@wilmerhale.com
WILMER CUTLER PICKERING
HALE AND DORR LLP
1875 Pennsylvania Ave NW
Washington, DC 20006
Telephone: (202) 663-6000
Facsimile: (202) 663-6363

Attorneys for Defendant
FACEBOOK, INC.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN JOSE DIVISION

REVEAL CHAT HOLDCO, LLC, a Delaware
limited liability company, USA TECHNOLOGY
AND MANAGEMENT SERVICES, INC. (d/b/a
Lenddo USA), a Delaware corporation, CIR.CL,
INC., a dissolved Delaware corporation, and
BEEHIVE BIOMETRIC, INC., a dissolved
Delaware corporation,

Plaintiffs,
V.
FACEBOOK, INC., a Delaware corporation,

Defendant.
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Case No. 5:20-CV-00363-BLF

DEFENDANT FACEBOOK INC.’S
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION
TO DISMISS

Hearing Date: June 11, 2020
Time: 9:00 AM
Judge: Hon. Beth Labson Freeman
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