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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA – SAN FRANCISCO 

GREENPEACE, INC.,

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

WALMART INC., 

Defendant. 

Case No.:  3:21-cv-00754 MMC

Judge: Hon. Maxine M. Chesney 
Courtroom: 7 

WALMART INC.’S NOTICE OF MOTION 
AND MOTION TO DISMISS THE 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

Date: Dec. 17, 2021  
Time: 9:00 a.m.   

Complaint filed Dec. 16, 2020 
First Am. Compl. filed Mar. 29, 2021 
Second Am. Compl. filed Oct. 15, 2021
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