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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO DISMISS  
CASE NO. 3:22-cv-00209 

JENNER & BLOCK LLP 
Kate T. Spelman (Cal. Bar. No. 269109) 
kspelman@jenner.com 
515 S. Flower Street, Suite 3300 
Los Angeles, California 90071 
Telephone:  213 239-5100 
Facsimile:  213 239-5199 

JENNER & BLOCK LLP 
Debbie L. Berman (pro hac vice) (Ill. Bar No. 6205154)  
dberman@jenner.com 
Wade A. Thomson (pro hac vice) (Ill. Bar No. 6282174) 
wthomson@jenner.com  
Clifford W. Berlow (pro hac vice) (Ill. Bar No. 6292383) 
cberlow@jenner.com  
353 North Clark Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60654 
Telephone: 312 222-9350 

Attorneys for Defendants PeopleConnect, Inc., The 
Control Group Media Company, LLC, and Intelius 
LLC 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

JOSE MEDINA CAMACHO and 
RHONDA COTTA, on behalf of 
themselves and all others similarly 
situated, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

PEOPLECONNECT, INC., a Delaware 
Corporation, INTELIUS LLC, a Delaware 
limited liability company, and THE 
CONTROL GROUP MEDIA COMPANY, 
LLC, a Delaware limited liability company,  

Defendants.

Case No. 3:22-cv-00209-MMA-MDD 

The Honorable Michael M. Anello 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS & 
AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO DISMISS PLAINTIFFS’ 
COMPLAINT 

Hearing Date:    May 16, 2022 
Hearing Time:   2:30 p.m. 
Courtroom:        3C 
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