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MOTION OF DEFENDANT META PLATFORMS, INC. TO DISMISS COMPLAINT UNDER CDA § 230 

CASE NO. 3:21-CV-02777-EJD 

Gibson, Dunn & 
Crutcher LLP 

GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP 
CHRISTOPHER CHORBA, SBN 216692 
    cchorba@gibsondunn.com 
TIMOTHY LOOSE, SBN 241037 
    tloose@gibsondunn.com 
ADRIENNE LIU, SBN 331262 
   aliu@gibsondunn.com 
333 South Grand Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 90071-3197 
Telephone:  213.229.7000 
Facsimile:  213.229.7520 
 
PAUL HASTINGS LLP 
BEHNAM DAYANIM (pro hac vice) 
   bdayanim@paulhastings.com 
2050 M Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20036 
Telephone:  202.551.1700 
Facsimile:  202.551.1705 
 
SEAN D. UNGER, SBN 231694 
ANDY LEGOLVAN, SBN 292520 
   seanunger@paulhastings.com 
101 California Street 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
Telephone:  415.856.7000 
Facsimile:  415.856.7100 

Attorneys for Defendant META PLATFORMS, INC., 
(f/k/a Facebook, Inc.), a Delaware corporation 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SAN JOSE DIVISION 

KATHLEEN WILKINSON, et al., 
                Plaintiffs, 

v. 

META PLATFORMS, INC. (f/k/a Facebook, 
Inc.), a Delaware corporation, 
                                      Defendant. 
 
HANNELORE BOORN, 
                                     Plaintiff, 

v. 

META PLATFORMS, INC. (f/k/a Facebook, 
Inc.), a Delaware corporation, 
                                   Defendant. 

 Case No. 5:21-cv-02777-EJD 
Case No. 5:21-cv-02818-EJD 

MOTION OF DEFENDANT META 
PLATFORMS, INC. TO DISMISS 
COMPLAINT UNDER SECTION 230 OF 
THE COMMUNICATIONS DECENCY ACT 

Hearing: 
Date: August 4, 2022 
Time: 9:00 AM 
Place: Courtroom 4 – 5th Floor 
Judge: Hon. Edward J. Davila 
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 i 
MOTION OF DEFENDANT META PLATFORMS, INC. TO DISMISS COMPLAINT UNDER CDA § 230 

CASE NO. 3:21-CV-02777-EJD 

Gibson, Dunn & 
Crutcher LLP 

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT, on August 4, 2022, at 9:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as the 

matter may be heard, before the Honorable Edward J. Davila, in Courtroom 4, 5th Floor, of the United 

States District Court, Northern District of California, located at 280 South 1st Street, San Jose, 

California, 95113, Defendant Meta Platforms, Inc. will and hereby does move this Court, under Federal 

Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6), for an order dismissing all of the claims in Plaintiffs’ Master 

Complaint with prejudice because they are barred under Section 230 of the Communications Decency 

Act.   

Meta brings this Motion in accordance with the Court’s Order dated March 15, 2022 (Wilkinson 

Dkt. 98), without prejudice to the other grounds for dismissal, which grounds are expressly preserved 

and which will be raised in a subsequent Motion to Dismiss, should Plaintiffs’ claims survive this 

Motion.  Meta also brings this Motion without prejudice to its right to enforce any arbitration clauses 

between the Plaintiffs and/or putative class members and the third parties that have developed the 

games at issue.   

This Motion is based on the Memorandum of Points and Authorities submitted herewith, any 

Reply Memorandum or other papers submitted in connection with the motion, the Master Complaint 

filed in this action, the Declaration of Christopher Chorba and accompanying exhibits, any matter of 

which this Court may properly take judicial notice, and any information presented at argument. 

 

Dated: April 8, 2022 GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP 

By:                  /s/ Christopher Chorba  
Christopher Chorba 

Attorneys for Defendant META PLATFORMS, INC. 
(f/k/a Facebook, Inc.), a Delaware corporation 
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