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Defendant Google, Inc.’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs” Unjust Enrichment Claim in the
Second Amended Complaint, brought pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6),
having come on for hearing, the Court having considered all relevant documents and evidence
and having considered the arguments of counsel, and good cause appearing therefor:

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs’ Unjust

Enrichment Claim in the Second Amended Complaint is denied.

Dated: , 2006

Honorable James Ware
U.S.D.C., Northern District of California
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WOLF POPPER LLP
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