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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
IN RE FACEBOOK, INC. SHAREHOLDER 
DERIVATIVE PRIVACY LITIGATION 
 
 
 
 
 
This Document Relates To: 
 
ALL ACTIONS 

  
LEAD CASE NO. 4:18-CV-01792-HSG 
 
ASSOCIATED CASES: NOS. 4:18-CV-
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Hearing: 
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