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The Honorable John C. Coughenour 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON AT SEATTLE 

WOLFIRE GAMES, LLC, William Herbert 
and Daniel Escobar, individually and on 
behalf of all others similarly situated, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

VALVE CORPORATION, 

Defendant. 

Case No. 2:21-cv-00563-JCC 

 
 

SEAN COLVIN, EVERETT STEPHENS, 
RYAN LALLY, SUSANN DAVIS, and 
HOPE MARCHIONDA, individually and on 
behalf of all others similarly situated,  
 
                       Plaintiffs, 
 
 v. 
 
VALVE CORPORATION,  
 
          Defendant. 
 

Case No. 2:21-cv-00650-JCC  

 

DEFENDANT VALVE CORPORATION’S 
MOTION TO DISMISS PLAINTIFFS’ 
CONSOLIDATED AMENDED CLASS 
ACTION COMPLAINT 
 
 
NOTE ON MOTION CALENDAR: 
September 17, 2021 
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