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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

OAKLAND DIVISION

KELLY WHALEN, S.M., a minor, by and 
through her guardian, Tachah Wade, and 
VICTORIA EDELSTEIN, individually and 
on behalf of all others similarly situated, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

FACEBOOK, INC.,  

Defendant. 

Case No. 4:20-cv-06361-JST 

FACEBOOK’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ARBITRATION AND 
STAY LITIGATION 

Date: April 7, 2021 
Time: 2:00pm 
Location: Courtroom 6, 2nd Floor 
Judge: Hon. Jon S. Tigar 
Trial Date: None 
Complaint Filed: January 26, 2021   
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