10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Fred Norton (CA SBN 224725)
fnorton@nortonlaw.com
Nathan Walker (CA SBN 206128)
nwalker@nortonlaw.com

Bree Hann (CA SBN 215695)
bhann@nortonlaw.com

Gil Walton (CA SBN 324133)
gwalton@nortonlaw.com

THE NORTON LAW FIRM PC
299 Third Street, Suite 200
Oakland, CA 94607

Telephone: (510) 906-4900

Attorneys for Defendant
PATREON, INC.

BRAYDEN STARK, JUDD OOSTYEN,
KEVIN BLACK, and MARYANN OWENS,
individually and on behalf of all others similarly
situated,

Plaintiffs,

PATREON, INC.,

Defendant.

Case 3:22-cv-03131-JCS Document 21 Filed 08/05/22 Page 1 of 34

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Case No. 3:22-cv-03131-JCS

DEFENDANT PATREON, INC.’S
NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION
TO DISMISS COMPLAINT;
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND
AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT
THEREOF

Date:
Time:
Judge:

September 9, 2022
9:30 a.m.
Hon. Joseph C. Spero

TNrrrars aarm D e

DOCKET

_ ARM

Tar I AT e A A A e~

Axts AAA~mr~as A T o

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.

P A PSRN O EN



https://www.docketalarm.com/

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Case 3:22-cv-03131-JCS Document 21 Filed 08/05/22 Page 2 of 34

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION

TO THE COURT AND ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD, PLEASE
TAKE NOTICE that on September 9, 2022, at 9:30 a.m. or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard,
in Courtroom F, 15th Floor of this Court, located at 450 Golden Gate Ave., San Francisco, CA 94102,
Defendant Patreon, Inc. (“Patreon”) will, and hereby does, move for an order dismissing the Complaint
in this case (Dkt. 1) in its entirety with prejudice, under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6), for
failure to state a claim on which relief can be granted.

This motion is based on this notice of motion and motion; the following memorandum of points
and authorities; Patreon’s Request for Judicial Notice (“RJN”) and its attached supporting Declaration
of Tyler Layton submitted herewith; the Complaint (Dkt. 1); any evidence or argument presented at the
hearing on the motion; and any other matters the Court deems proper.

STATEMENT OF RELIEF SOUGHT
Patreon moves pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6) to dismiss the Complaint in

this case in its entirety with prejudice.
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