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Case No. 5:19-cv-004749-VKD

SECONDTHIRD AMENDED CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES, INJUNCTIVE RELIEF, 
RESTITUTION, AND DECLARATORY JUDGMENT

BROWNE GEORGE ROSS
O’BRIEN ANNAGUEY & ELLIS LLP
Peter Obstler (State Bar No. 171623)
   pobstler@bgrfirm.com
44 Montgomery Street, Suite 1280
San Francisco, California 94104
Telephone: (415) 391-7100; Facsimile: (415) 391-7198

BROWNE GEORGE ROSS LLP
Pete Wilson (State Bar No. 35742)
   pwilson@bgrfirm.com
Eric M. George (State Bar No. 166403)
   egeorge@bgrfirm.com
Dennis S. Ellis (State Bar No. 178196)
   dellis@bgrfirm.com
Debi A. Ramos (State Bar No. 135373)
   dramos@bgrfirm.com
2121 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 2800
Los Angeles, California  90067
Telephone: (310) 274-7100; Facsimile: (310) 275-5697

Attorneys for  Plaintiffs Divino Group LLC, Chris 
Knight, Celso Dulay, Cameron Stiehl, 
BriaAndChrissy LLC, Bria Kam, Chrissy 
Chambers, Chase Ross, Brett Somers, and Lindsay 
Amer, Stephanie Frosch, Sal Cinequemani, 
Tamara Johnson and Greg Scarnici

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, SAN JOSE DIVISION

DIVINO GROUP LLC, a California limited 
liability company, CHRIS KNIGHT, an 
individual, CELSO DULAY, an individual, 
CAMERON STIEHL, an individual, 
BRIAANDCHRISSY LLC, a Georgia limited 
liability company, BRIA KAM, an individual, 
CHRISSY CHAMBERS, an individual,  
CHASE ROSS, an individual, BRETT 
SOMERS, an individual, and LINDSAY 
AMER, an individual, STEPHANIE FROSCH, 
an individual, SAL CINEQUEMANI, an 
individual, TAMARA JOHNSON, an 
individual, and GREG SCARNICI, an 
individual,

Plaintiffs,

vs.

GOOGLE LLC, a Delaware limited liability 
company, YOUTUBE, LLC, a Delaware 
limited liability company, and DOES 1-25,

Case No. 5:19-cv-004749-VKD

SECONDTHIRD AMENDED CLASS 
ACTION COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES, 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF, RESTITUTION, 
AND DECLARATORY JUDGMENT

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Judge:  Hon. Virginia DeMarchi
Crtrm:  2

Action Filed: August 13, 2019
Trial Date:  None Set
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Defendants.
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