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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, and 
BEEHIVE BIOMETRIC, INC., a dissolved 
Delaware corporation,  

Plaintiffs,  

v. 

FACEBOOK, INC., a Delaware corporation,  

Defendant. 
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