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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN JOSE DIVISION 

IN RE GOOGLE ASSISTANT PRIVACY 
LITIGATION 

 

Case No. 5:19-cv-04286-BLF 
DEFENDANTS ALPHABET INC. AND 
GOOGLE LLC’S NOTICE OF MOTION 
AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT; MEMORANDUM OF 
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN 
SUPPORT 
Date: October 20, 2022 
Time: 9:00 a.m. 
Dept.: Courtroom 3, 5th Floor 
Judge: Hon. Beth Labson Freeman 
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