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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FOTOBOM MEDIA, Inc.

Plaintiff,
Case No. 22-cv-00712 (APM)
V.
HON. AMIT P. MEHTA
GOOGLE LLC,
Defendant.

PLAINTIFF FOTOBOM MEDIA, INC.’S OPPOSITION TO
DEFENDANT GOOGLE LLC’S MOTION TO DISMISS
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