
1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

 
Case No. 5:22-cv-02746 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES ISO MOTION FOR TRO 
 

6183767 

HUESTON HENNIGAN LLP 
John C. Hueston, State Bar No. 164921 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

MATCH GROUP, LLC, a Delaware 
corporation; HUMOR RAINBOW, INC., a 
New York corporation; PLENTYOFFISH 
MEDIA ULC, a Canadian corporation; and 
PEOPLE MEDIA, INC., a Delaware 
corporation, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 

v. 
 
GOOGLE LLC; GOOGLE IRELAND 
LIMITED; GOOGLE COMMERCE 
LIMITED; GOOGLE ASIA PACIFIC PTE. 
LIMITED; and GOOGLE PAYMENT 
CORP., 
 

Defendants. 
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