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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

United States of America, et al.,
Plaintiffs,

Case No. 1:20-cv-03010-APM

v.

HON. AMIT P. MEHTA

Google LLC,
Defendant.

DEFENDANT GOOGLE LLC’S ANSWER AND
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES TO PLAINTIFFS’ COMPLAINT
Defendant Google LLC (“Google”) answers Plaintiffs’ Complaint, through its undersigned
counsel, as set forth below. Google generally denies the legal claims asserted in Plaintiffs’
Complaint. Google further states that for nearly a quarter century, Google’s mission has been to
organize the world’s information and make it universally accessible and useful. To further that
mission, Google has developed, continually innovated, and promoted Google Search for use by
consumers all over the world. People use Google Search because they choose to, not because they
are forced to or because they cannot easily find alternative ways to search for information on the
Internet.
RESPONSE TO NUMBERED PARAGRAPHS
The section headings in the Complaint do not require a response. To the extent that the
section headings contain allegations requiring a response, Google denies all such allegations.
1.

Google admits that it was founded in a Menlo Park garage 22 years ago and that it

created an innovative way to search the internet, Google Search, but denies the remaining
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allegations in the first sentence of Paragraph 1 of the Complaint. Google admits that its parent
company, Alphabet Inc., has a roughly $1 trillion market capitalization and had revenue exceeding
$160 billion in 2019, but denies that these allegations apply to Google LLC, the Defendant in this
case. Google denies the remaining allegations in Paragraph 1 of the Complaint.
2.

Google admits that consumers often access search products and services through

mobile devices, laptops, and desktops that contain web browsers and other search access points.
Google denies the remaining allegations in the first, second, and third sentences of Paragraph 2 of
the Complaint. As to the fourth sentence of Paragraph 2 of the Complaint, Google admits that over
the last ten years, internet searches on mobile devices have grown and by some measures today
exceed searches on laptops and desktops, but denies the remaining allegations in this sentence.
3.

Google denies the allegations in Paragraph 3 of the Complaint.

4.

Google denies the allegations in the first sentence of Paragraph 4 of the Complaint.

As to the second sentence of Paragraph 4 of the Complaint, Google admits that it has entered into
various agreements with mobile device manufacturers (such as Apple, LG, Motorola, and
Samsung), carriers (such as AT&T, T-Mobile/Sprint, and Verizon), and browser developers (such
as Mozilla, Opera, and UCWeb) for the promotion of Google’s products and services, including
agreements that provide for Google’s search service to be the out-of-the-box default search service
for certain search access points, that, in exchange, Google shares a portion of revenue received
from devices enrolled, and that Google has shared revenue in cumulative amounts in the billions,
but denies Plaintiffs’ characterization of those agreements and denies that Google prohibits
counterparties from dealing with Google’s competitors. As to the third sentence of Paragraph 4 of
the Complaint, Google admits that it has entered into agreements that provide for preinstallation of
a suite of Google apps and that these agreements contain various provisions regarding placement
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of certain Google apps on devices’ system partitions and default home screen for the out-of-thebox settings, but denies Plaintiffs’ characterization of those agreements. Google denies the
remaining allegations in this paragraph.
5.

Google denies the allegations in Paragraph 5 of the Complaint.

6.

Google denies the allegations in Paragraph 6 of the Complaint except Google

admits that some dictionaries do refer to “Google” as a verb.
7.

Google denies the allegations in the first sentence of Paragraph 7. As to the

allegations in the second sentence of Paragraph 7 of the Complaint, Google admits that its products
and services sometimes return advertisements in response to user search queries, but denies the
remainder of the allegations on the grounds that “consumer search queries” and “consumer
information” are undefined, rendering those allegations vague as a matter of law. Google admits
that advertisers made payments to Google to place ads on Google’s search engine results page
(SERP). Google denies the remaining allegations in Paragraph 7 of the Complaint.
8.

Google denies the allegations in the first and fourth sentences of Paragraph 8 of the

Complaint. As to the second sentence of Paragraph 8 of the Complaint, Google admits that its
search products and services use complex algorithms that may take into account data generated as
a result of earlier queries, but lacks sufficient information regarding the use of algorithms by other
search products and services, and on that basis denies the remaining allegations in this sentence.
As to the third sentence of Paragraph 8 of the Complaint, Google admits that in 2009,
BusinessWeek published an article attributing the quoted language to Eric Schmidt, Google’s
former CEO.
9.

Google denies the allegations in the first and fourth sentences of Paragraph 9 of the

Complaint. Google lacks sufficient information as to the second sentence of Paragraph 9 of the
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Complaint and, on that basis, denies the allegation. As to the third sentence of Paragraph 9 of the
Complaint, Google admits that DuckDuckGo claims to differentiate itself from Google, but lacks
sufficient information regarding DuckDuckGo’s policies and practices, and on that basis denies the
remaining allegations in this sentence.
10.

Google denies the allegations in the first sentence of Paragraph 10 of the

Complaint. The allegations in the second sentence of Paragraph 10 of the Complaint contain legal
conclusions to which no answer is required, and to the extent any answer is required, Google refers
to the D.C. Circuit’s decision in United States v. Microsoft for its content and denies the remaining
allegations regarding Google’s conduct.
11.

Google denies the allegations in the first and second sentences in Paragraph 11 of

the Complaint. As to the allegations in the third sentence of Paragraph No. 11 of the Complaint,
Google admits the existence of a document with the quoted language, but denies the remainder of
Plaintiffs’ allegations characterizing the substance of that document. As to the remaining
allegations in Paragraph 11 of the Complaint, Google admits the existence of public reports
containing the quoted language, but denies the remainder of Plaintiffs’ allegations characterizing
the substance of that language.
12.

Google denies the allegations in Paragraph 12 of the Complaint.

13.

Google denies the allegations in Paragraph 13 of the Complaint.

14.

The allegations in Paragraph 14 of the Complaint are legal conclusions not subject

to admission or denial. To the extent a response is required, Google denies the allegations in
Paragraph 14 of the Complaint.
15.

The allegations in Paragraph 15 of the Complaint are legal conclusions not subject

to admission or denial. To the extent a response is required, Google denies the allegations in
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Paragraph 15 of the Complaint.
16.

The allegations in Paragraph 16 of the Complaint are legal conclusions not subject

to admission or denial. To the extent a response is required, Google does not dispute subject
matter jurisdiction.
17.

The allegations in Paragraph 17 of the Complaint are legal conclusions not subject

to admission or denial. To the extent a response is required, Google does not dispute—for
purposes of this action only—the personal jurisdiction of this Court, but Google otherwise denies
the allegations in Paragraph 17 of the Complaint.
18.

Google admits that it is a limited liability company organized and existing under the

laws of the State of Delaware and that it maintains a Mountain View, California business address.
Google further admits that it is a subsidiary of XXVI Holdings Inc., which is a subsidiary of
Alphabet Inc. Google further admits that Alphabet Inc. is a publicly traded company that is
incorporated and existing under the laws of the State of Delaware and that maintains its principal
executive offices in Mountain View, California. The allegations of the third sentence in Paragraph
18 of the Complaint are legal conclusions not subject to admission or denial. Google admits the
allegations of the fourth sentence in Paragraph No. 18 of the Complaint.
19.

Google admits the allegations in Paragraph 19 of the Complaint, but denies the

characterization of these search products and services as “general search engines” as Plaintiffs use
that term in their Complaint.
20.

Google admits that some search products and services, including Google Search,

use software to “crawl” the internet and index webpages, but lacks sufficient information as to the
precise methodology of “[m]ost modern” search products and services and, on that basis, denies
the remaining allegations in the first sentence of Paragraph 20 of the Complaint. Google admits

5

f
Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.

Explore Litigation
Insights
Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more
informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of
knowing you’re on top of things.

Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time

API

alerts and advanced team management tools built for

Docket Alarm offers a powerful API

the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

(application programming inter-

	Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal,
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native
docket research platform finds what other services can’t.

face) to developers that want to
integrate case filings into their apps.
LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your
attorneys and clients with live data
direct from the court.

Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC

Automate many repetitive legal

and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

tasks like conflict checks, document

	Identify arguments that have been successful in the past
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,
opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.
	Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are

management, and marketing.
FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks
for companies and debtors.
E-DISCOVERY AND
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to
automate legal marketing.

always at your fingertips.

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD? | sales@docketalarm.com | 1-866-77-FASTCASE

®

