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550 South Hope Street, Suite 2000 
Los Angeles, California  90071-2627 
Telephone: (213) 532-2000 
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Ryan P. Phair (admitted pro hac vice) 
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Washington, DC 20037 
Telephone:  (202) 955-1921 
Facsimile:  (202) 778-2201 
 
Attorneys for Defendants 
BATH & BODY WORKS, LLC and BATH 
& BODY WORKS, INC. 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

CARMEN PEREZ and ANDREA BROOKS, 
on behalf of themselves and those similarly 
situated, 
 

Plaintiffs,  
 

v.  
 
BATH & BODY WORKS, LLC; BATH & 
BODY WORKS, INC.,  
 

Defendants. 
 

 CASE NO.:  5:21-CV-05606-BLF 
 
BBW’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
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Date: May 4, 2023 
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TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT, on May 4, 2023 at 9:00AM or as soon thereafter as this 

matter may be heard before the Honorable Beth Labson Freeman, in Courtroom 3 of the United 

States District Court of Northern California, located at 280 South First Street, 5th floor, San Jose, 

California 95113, Defendants Bath & Body Works, LLC (“BBW”) and Bath & Body Works, Inc. 

(“BBWI”) (collectively, “Defendants”) will and hereby do move this Court for an order pursuant to 

Rule 12(b)(1) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure dismissing Plaintiff’s Second Amended 

Complaint for lack of standing as to Plaintiff’s request for injunctive relief and as to certain non-

purchased products.  

 

Dated:  December 5, 2022 HUNTON ANDREWS KURTH LLP 

 

Attorneys for Defendants 
BATH & BODY WORKS, LLC and 
BATH & BODY WORKS, INC. 

 

 

 
 
 

By:       /s/  Jason J. Kim  
Ryan P. Phair 
Leslie W. Kostyshak   
Jason J. Kim 
Emma J. Hutchison 
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