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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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