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Bradford K. Newman (State Bar No. 178902)
bradford.newman@bakermckenzie.com
Alexander G. Davis (State Bar No. 287840)

alexander.davis@bakermckenzie.com
Anne Kelts Assayag (State Bar No. 298710)
anne.assayag@bakermckenzie.com
BAKER & McKENZIE LLP
600 Hansen Way
Palo Alto, CA 94304
Telephone: +1 650 856 2400
Facsimile: +1 650 856 9299

Teresa H. Michaud (State Bar No. 296329)
teresa.michaud@bakermckenzie.com

BAKER & McKENZIE LLP

10250 Constellation Blvd., Suite 1850

Los Angeles, CA 90067

Telephone: +1 310201 4728

Facsimile: +1 310201 4721

Attorneys for Defendant

GOOGLE LLC
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
JOHN COFFEE, MEI-LING MONTANEZ, Case No. 5:20-cv-03901-BLF

and S.M., a minor by MEI-LING
MONTANEZ, S.M.’s parent and guardian, on Date Action Filed: June 12, 2020
behalf of themselves and all others similarly

situated, DEFENDANT GOOGLE LLC’S
MOTION TO DISMISS PLAINTIFFS’
Plaintiffs, FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
V. Date: July 15, 2021
Time: 9:00 a.m.
GOOGLE LLC, Ctrm.: 3 - 5th Floor

Judge: Hon. Beth Labson Freeman
Defendant.
Robert F. Peckham Federal Building &
United States Courthouse

280 South 1st Street

San Jose, CA 95113
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