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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

META PLATFORMS, INC., a Delaware

corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterclaim
Defendant,

V.

BRANDTOTAL LTD., an Israeli corporation, and

UNIMANIA, INC., a Delaware corporation,
Defendants/
Counterclaim

Plaintiffs.
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PLAINTIFF META PLATFORM
INC’S NOTICE OF MOTION AND
MOTION FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES
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Courtroom F — 15th Floor
Date: October 7, 2022
Time: 9:30 a.m.
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