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JONES DAY
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San Francisco, California 94104
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Facsimile: +1.415.875.5700

Catherine T. Zeng (State Bar No. 251231)
czeng@jonesday.com

JONES DAY

1755 Embarcadero Road

Palo Alto, California 94303

Telephone: +1.650.739.3939

Facsimile: +1.650.739.3900

Attorneys for Defendants
ALPHABET INC. and GOOGLE LLC

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

DREAM BIG MEDIA, INC., GETIFY
SOLUTIONS, INC., and SPRINTER

SUPPLIER LLC, Individually and on Behalf

of all Others Similarly Situated,
Plaintiffs,
V.
ALPHABET INC. and GOOGLE LLC,

Defendants.
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