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Washington, DC 20006
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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, and
BEEHIVE BIOMETRIC, INC., a dissolved
Delaware corporation,

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

Defendant.

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.

Case No. 5:20-cv-00363-BLF

DEFENDANT FACEBOOK, INC.’S
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AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF
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