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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

WILLIAM HERESNIAK, on behalf of
himself and all others similarly situated,

Plaintiff,
VS.

ELON R. MUSK, X HOLDINGS [, INC., X
HOLDINGS II, INC., and TWITTER, INC.,

Defendant.
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TO DISMISS THE FIRST AMENDED
COMPLAINT AND STAY DISCOVERY

Judge: Hon. Charles R. Breyer
Courtroom: 6, 17th Floor
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