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NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on March 9, 2023, at 10:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as the
matter may be heard by the Court, located in Courtroom 8 — 19th Floor, 450 Golden Gate Ave., San
Francisco, CA 94102, Defendant Microsoft Corporation will and hereby does move the Court,
pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 12(b)(1) and 12(b)(6), to dismiss this action for lack of
subject matter jurisdiction and failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted.

Microsoft moves to dismiss the action on the ground that the Court lacks subject matter
jurisdiction, because Plaintiffs’ claims are unripe and they lack standing. Microsoft also moves to
dismiss Plaintiffs” Complaint on the ground that it does not allege sufficient facts to state a plausible
claim of anticompetitive harm or harm to Plaintiffs.

This motion is based on this Notice of Motion and Motion, the accompanying Memorandum
of Points and Authorities, all pleadings and papers on file in this action, and upon such other matters

that the Court may rely on or as may be presented to the Court at the time of the hearing.

Dated: January 31, 2023 Respectfully submitted,

By: /s/Valarie C. Williams

Valarie C. Williams
B. Parker Miller
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